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PREFACE

The excavations carried out at Tell Bait Mirsim by William Foxwell Albright in the twentieth century
A.D. considered as the prevailing norm for the later excavations in the Bronze and Iron Ages sites in the
Levant. Dunand's excavations at Sicime one ofthe earliest field works in the northern Levant. The
major contribution to our knowledge of architecture in the southern Levant was made by Carl Watzinger
in the 1920s. In 1985, G. R. H. Wright reviewed and condensed the works of the earlier authors in his
"Ancient Building in South Syria and Palestine", Volumdk In 1992, another useful book was issued
under the title "The Architecture of Ancient Israel from the Prehistoric to the Persian Periods" by Aharoni
Kempinski and Ronny Reich (ed$jelevant catributions are also to be found in "Transeuphratene”
periodical.

The need for writing the present disition has emerged after thathor has finished his master thesis

2011, which was under the title: "Archaeology and History of Jordan in the RdPgidod." Ever since

the author realized that the Levant is a single geographical and cultural entity, and the Levantine sites
could not therefore be considered in isolation from each other just because of the political borders, since
the problem may peis.

This dissertation is submitted for the degree of Doctor of Philosophy at the University of Bologna. The
research was conducted under the supervision of Professor N. Marchetti in the Department of

Archaeology, University of Bologna, between Decembd22énd July 2016.

Part of this thesis has been presented in the following publication:

Khries, H. 2016; The PersidPeriod Building of Tell esa 6i di y e h: Resi@causicy or
Quaderni della Scuola di Speciaazione in Beni Archeologi2é4

Hashem Khries
July 2016
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ABSTRACT

Author: HashenMohammedKhries (University of Bologna)

The earliest scholars were not conceragdutpreparing extensive investigations linking the Persian
period building remains excavated in the entire Levant together. Moreover, the research ioterests
scholars caused some impediments to the study of this period viz in the last decades; the Achaemenid
period has beeneglected by the scholars whim turnt focused on the earlier and latperiods for
religious reasonsToo, while some regions have bestudied abundantly, but it was not the case in other
areas, which mees our knowledge is incomplet€rom the explanation side, some scholars try to
interpret the architectural remains from an ethnic perspective or unsubstantiated personal faheies, so
arguments were utterly lacking any objectivity.

This thesis explores what are the Persian architectural and ornamental impacts on the Levantine
architecture and the relations between Pesg@iod sites in Syridalestingegion Too, the architectral
remainsand their contentsenefited us to clarify the settlement pattémthe regions being discussed.

The author analyzed the ground plans of the buildings and their architectural features and ornamental
motifs by conducting a descriptive, agatal, and interpretative stydHe alsoconductedcomparisons

with similar buildings outside the Levant, especially in Fars to obtain a more comprehensive and
systematic study, and then extracting dirgct or indirectPersian influenced his has given ua better
understanithg of the nature of the social, political, and religious life in the entire Levant and the
knowledge gap has been bridged to a satisfying exfigns study has demonstrated a few of the

Achaemenid impacts, especially on the northeastine of the Levant.

Keywords: Persian Period; Achaemenid Period; Architecture; Levant; Building TechnBuitting
Types
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

Levant is a historical and geographical term referring to a widespread area of the central territories of the

Fertile Crescent to the east of the Mediterranean Sea embracing Syria, Lebanon, Jordan and Palestine
nowadays. Some definitions have included Cypi@saf 2010: 247). The word "Levant" is broadly
commensurate to th&dMadhabqgo stheiand evises dhe sun fised (Naim

2011: 921). This term has beenPalsedt ipreadmaar | yGrt ea
Geographically, Levant is approximately bounded on the north by the Taurus Mountains southern Turkey
separating th#lediterranean littoral region of southern Turkey from the central Anatolian Plateau. On the

south, it extends into the Gulf of Agaba on the Red Sea, and some definitions include Sinai Peninsula as

the southernmost boundary of the Levant. To the westbibridered by the Mediterranean Sea, and on

the east it extends to the Euphrat eshURi)v,erwhaincdh
located in the northern Arabian Peninsula, covering portions of southeast Syria, northeast Jordan, western
Irag and nathern Saudi Arabia (Fig. 1.1yhe eastern side of the Southern Levant located between by the
SyrtoAf rican rift on the west and the Syrian Desert
this thesis] Jordan Valley and the highlands arsleza desert. The western side of the southern Levant
bounded by the Mediterranean Sea was termed ACi sJ
regions (Suriano 2013-21). Northern Levant also contained internal and coastal sites as does the
southern Levant, and the key Pergiamiod sites are distributed mainly alongside the coast of known as

the Phoenician Coast that extends from Radladoura south in Lebanon until Iskenderun to the north,

with some hinterland sites.

For a more comprehsive indepth analysis, the author has divided the Levant area (north and south) into
nine principal geographical territories, each contained several sites, taking into consideration particularly
the geographical location of the key Pergigniod sites. fiese geological regions are (1) Jordan Valley;

(2) the Highlands and eastern deserts of Transjordan; (3) Galilee; (4) Jezreel Valley:K@&liAl
(Judean Foothills); (6) Negev; (7) the southern coast of the Levant; (8) the northern coast of the Levant;
(9) Hinterland ofnorthern Levant (Figs. 1-2-3). Due to the diversification of the surface morphology

that affected the settlement patterns during the Persian period, howe\airthivepreferred to divide the

coastlineinto the southern and northern sklines



Historically, from the NeeéAssyrian until the Persian periods, the region located to the west of the
Euphrates to the south of Pal estine was termed A
years of his reign, Cyrus Il established whah s come t o be called AThe Uni
Babyl onia and fiBeyond the Rivero including Cyprus
2007: 51).The annals of Cyrus Il declared that he received a tribute from the kings of Phoghiriaad

fully recognized the sovereignty of the Persians over the world. Moreover, their naval fleet supported the
Persians in the war against Greece (Dandamaev 19880)5%ll Phoenician cities maintained their
independences and competed among themsaéd penetrate new markets, to control the economy and to
domi nate the southern Levantine coast. Some schol
Sidon taking into account its political reputation and prominence within the Phoenicianncéudition

to its critical role in the naval Persi@reek wars. Too, their gods such as Melgart, Eshmun, and Astarte

have gained wide acclaim, and people worshiped them all over the Levant (Elayi and Sapin-1838: 17

The region from India to the Meditranean Sea became a common market of trade, and the Aramaic
language was adopted as the official language in commerce transactions, ceremonies, and the official

language of the Persian bureaucracy (Folmer 1995: 5).

Some schol ar s as s (Rme dandBdbyoniabécBneeyseparatatliting ¢he reign of

Darius | in 503 B.C.E. (cf. Van de Mieroop 2007: 2Z281) while others cited that they were departed
after the destruction of Babylonia by Xerxes | in 486 B.C.E. (Briant 2002: 393). The Levaits lost
relevance during his reign because of the implication in conflicts with Greece but soon has regained some
of its previous prestige under the reign of Artaxerxes | in the middle of the fifth century B.C.E. (Hoglund
1992: 29).

The studies indicated th#tte Empire supremacy over the Levant, especially over the Southern Levant
was at its lowest levels starting at the beginning of the fourth century B.C.E. i.e. after the death of King
Darius Il in 404 B.C.E., and the subsequent insurrections that brokim ®alestine, Phoenicia and
Cyprus, which undermined the Persian authority in the whole region. As a result, Egypt achieved
independence and controlled trade routes between
163). The Persian King Artarees |l (404359 B.C.E.) sought to reconquer Egypt, but he failed because

of the Nile flood. Sidon plotted with Egypt against the Achaemenid crown in the decades following the
Egyptian liberation during the times of Artaxerxes Il and Ill, who succesduidfled the insurgency.

After the death of Artaxerxes Ill in 338 B.C.E. the Persian Empire started to collapse (Kuhrt 2607: 409
413). In the last few decades before the fall of the Achaemenid Empire, it is evident that the Persians were
at their most vulneble; the armies of Alexander assaulted Tyre and Gaza were encountered by the local

people resistance without the interference of the



CHAPTER 2

ARCHITECTURE OF THE PERSIAN
PERIOD IN THEOUTHERN LEVANT

In this chapterthe author will examine the Persipariod building remains in both the inland and

coastline of southern Levant, which includes nowadays Jordan and Palestine. This region has yielded
most of the Persiaper i od sites as it i sonhbewng | dbe mbletye
t herefore, the scholarsd eyes, especially the Bi

nineteenth century A.D.

2.1 THE JORDAN VALLEY

The Jordan Valley is an inherent component of which is now commonly known &SyfzeAfrican

Rift," stretches 105 km from the Sea of Galilee in the north to the Dead Sea in the south. It is flanked by
highlands on the west and east at altitudes between 600 and 1200m above sea level. The building remains
in Jordan Valley were not lited to the buildings mentioned below, rather than, the excavations have
revealed a few ruined structure remains at Tell Deir 'Alla (Franken and Ibrahinil2987 7173), Tell

el-Mazar (Yassine 1988: 80), Tell lktanu (Prag 198944} and Tell Nimrin (Rnagan et al. 1992;

1994; 1996). Of particular interest of these remains are the buildings of IMdbzelr. They were
associated with great granaries to save the crops. Too, the necropolis ofMatlaelwas unearthed in

the vicinity of the residentiafjuarter and contained 85 graves. The most significant peculiarity of the
cemetery are the funerary tools accompanied with the corpses that bore Achaemenian effects (Yassine
1984: 67).

211 TellesSadi di yeh

TellesSabdi di yeh i s situah ¥aley,isome 1.8 lan east af dorden Rovér. THeo r d a
mound consists of two mounds actually: an upper and a lower tell. The top tell is rising 40m above the
surounding area while the bottortell is 20m under the higher one (Tubb 1989: 521, 524). An
extraordinay building attributed to Stratum 11l has been excavated at the upper tell in Area 31 (Pritchard
1985: 6068). Phase 1lIB came into sight at a depth of @®m of Phase IIIA and that is correlated

with ovens and covered by remnants of plaster and [dd fith bones of cattle, deer, birds and fish. At

a shallow depth underneath Phase IIIB, the floor of Phase IlIC had emerged. It is similar to, but better



preserved than the previous floor and contained pits, an elliptical clay oven, and ashes. Phiase lli
represented by an open courtyard paved with stones and cobbles unearthed at a depth of 1m below Phase
IlIA. Two tabuns were found over its floor (Tubb and Dorrell 1994584 No other building remains

datable to the Persian period have been founiélaesSa 6i di yeh ( Tubb 2007: 281) .

2111 The Building
2.1.1.1.1 Contextual Analysis

The building is square, riglangled structure, measured 22m (nalith) x 22m (eastest), and
contained an open courtyard besieged by a single row of rooms from four sides (Rlahe [dyilding

was built of mud brick constructed on stone foundations. The north, west and east walls ashitk?5m
while the south wall is 1.604hick.

The central courtyard of the building designated as Room 101 occupies the largest area. Itidgi® spac
rectangular patio, measured 7.80m (nelith) x 9m (easwest), and paved by uncut big and medium

size stones, and the cobbles filled the gaps between flagstones. A drainage pipe was extending underneath
the southeast cornef the courtyard and ctinuedbeneath the floor of Room 109 and then into outside
(Fig. 2.1). At the joint doors with Rooms 109 and 102 were built stone thresholds. The threshold between
the courtyard and Room 102 raises ca. 0.14m (Fig. 2.2). Room 102 was completely pavédiag wel
contained four clay ovens (Fig. 2.3). On the eastern side of Room 102 was built a perpendicular wall
protruding from its northern wall and extending southward and cut off before reaching the southern wall
forming a 1mwide, unpaved doorway leading gonarrow paved end space. Corridor 103 also had a
pavement of stones with remains of plaster on its east and west walls (Fig. 2.4).

In several parts of the building, especially the southern one, were found residues of charcoals, charred
wooden beams (0.h*wide), ash, carbonized gypsum, and fragments of burned mud brick fallen from
the walls, which intimates that the building's walls were burst into flames.

On the contrary of the other rooms of the building, Room 104 had a compressed clay floor rather than
stones, but the southwest corner was sfimed. The excavator has cited that there was an entrance in
this flagged spot.

Room 105 was almost entirely stepaved, had a stone threshold set in front of the shared entryway with
Room 106. A conical clay lsi was dug into the northeast corner of its floor. In Room 106, the squatters
dug several pits into its floor as well. As opposed to the rest of the walls of the building, the east
mudbrick wall of Room 106 was built directly on bedrock without stone fatimals. J. Pritchard has
interpreted it to mean that this wall was constructed in a later architectural stage and was never in the
original floor plan (Pritchard 1985: 63). A stone threshold was laid in front of the joint doorway to Rooms

105 and 106. BotRooms 107 and 108 had a solid clay floor and a stone doorsill placed at their shared



entrance. The excavator concluded that the remains of stones in the northwest corner of the western wall
of Room 109 were a threshold at its joint door with the courty@fe walls of Room 110 were
consolidated by doubling their thicknesses and by erecting a solidveatis® its middle bonded the
northern and southern walls. Pritchard has suggested that this wall having been erected for defensive
purposes, perhaps a teatower. In the author's view, a more plausible interpretation is that this wall was

built to block off the stairs leading to the terrace or the roof of the building.

Table2.1: The excavated findings in tivdlla of TellesSa 6 i di y e h

Catalogue no. | Plateno. Type Provenance Reference
_ (Pritchard 1985:
1 Not ill. Lamp Room101 _
Fig. 18: 20)
(Pritchard 1985:
2 Not ill. Fibula Room102 Fig. 18: 273
3 Not ill. Iron nail; Loom weight Room102 (Pritchard 1985)
_ (Pritchard 1985:
4 Not ill. Jar Room103 _
Fig. 18: 18)
_ _ (Pritchard 1985:
5 Not ill. Cosmetic palette Room103 _
Fig. 168: 9)
_ (Pritchard 1985:
6 Not ill. Anklet Room103 )
Fig. 18: 24)
_ _ (Pritchard 1985:
7 Not ill. Spindle whorl Room103 _
Fig. 18: 30)
_ Iron weapon; Loom weights; _
8 Not ill. _ Room103 (Pritchard 1985)
Eleven tiles

(Pritchard 1985:

9 Pl.21 Incense burner Room104 Figs. 18: 22]174:
1-6)
10 Not ill. Bronze pin; Tile Room104 (Pritchard 1985)
_ (Pritchard 1985:
11 Not ill. Bronze needle Room105 _
Fig. 18: 26)
_ Stopper with string impression o (Pritchard 1985:
12 Not ill. Room105 _
top Fig. 18: 31)




Pottery sherdsAnimal bones;

13 Not ill. Shells; Bronze eedle; Bronze Room105 (Pritchard 1985)
ring.
_ (Pritchard 1985:
14 Not ill. Amber bead Room107 _
Fig. 18: 29)
_ _ (Pritchard 1985:
15 Not ill. Fibula Room107 _
Fig. 18: 25)
_ (Pritchard 1985:
16 Not ill. Juglet Room107 _
Fig. 18: 19)
_ (Pritchard 1985:
17 Not ill. Bronze kettle Room107 )
Fig. 18: 23)
_ (Pritchard 1985:
18 Not ill. Basalt mortar Room109 _
Fig.18: 21)
_ _ _ (Pritchard 1985:
19 Not ill. Silver ring Room109 _
Fig. 18: 28)
20 Not ill. Tile Room109 (Pritchard 1985)

2.1.1.1.2 Topographical Location and Planimetric Analysis

The building was built on the hillside of upper tell (Area 31) (Pritchard 198%8p0nterestingly, the

excavations did not reveal an evidence of any Pepgaiod occupation on the mound as a whole (Tubb
2007: 281).

The only clear entrance in the plan was in the southwest corner of the building. It opened immediately to

Corridor 103, ofwhich, in turn, opened to Rooms 102 and 104. The courtyard as mentioned earlier

reaches only to two sides: Room 102 on the south and Room 109 essth&he latter led to Rooh®8

on the northand Room 110 on the southRoom 108 also communicated withd®® 107. On the other

side, Room 104 reached to Rooms 105 and 106. The excavator assumed that there were two other

entrances: one in Room 106 and the other accessed to Room 104 (Pritchard 1985: 60). Other suggestions

supposed that an entrance opened irsthithwest corner of Room 109 north of the drainage channel.

2.1.1.1.3 Functional Interpretation




J. Pritchard has proposed that no one of the supposed entrances represent a big gate, which would mean
that this building was designated for defensive ends. In otherswtirdse small indecipherable gates
secure the building against any potential aggression. Nonetheless, he acknowledged that it was
challenging to ascertain its exact function in the light of the inadequate quantity of the artifacts found
inside it. Moreove he concluded that entering to Room 110 was by the means of narrow staircases
parallel to the west wall of the Room 109, of which signifies to a protective function of this room i.e. a

watching tower.

Furthermore, the perplexity of distinguishing the refater of the building arises from the relatively
insufficient number of the findings found in the rooms and the unusual distribution of their types
(Pritchard 1985: 64). Thicknesses of the walls would suggest that the building wastareiti Identical
examples of such case could be recognized at Ugarit (Ras Shamra) during the Late BroirmeAde.

the residential nature of the buildingof Teh®® 6 i di yeh coul d be proved by

- The installations: the four clay ovens laidtbe floor of Room 102, a silo in Room 105, and some pits
in Room 106;

- The material culture: although the findings excavated inside it are not sufficient by themselves to
determine the function of each room, but its residential nature is shown byadinalar findings which

point to practicing weaving and sewing, as evidenced by the loom weights, a spindle whorl, and needles.
Other findings represented luxury items attesting to the use of a wealthy class, as shown in the fibulae, a

cosmetic palettegn anklet, rings, an amber bead, and a decorated incense burner;

- The topographical location: the building's position on the top of the settlement with no other structures

(publics or dwellings) near it would mean that it was as a rural residency;

- Building techniques: several technical solutions inside the building have been noticed, including the

neatly stongpaved floors, the plastered walls and stone sills.

Summing up, the TelleSa 6i di y e h b u sekndto Imge been & private arid cesidential villa
of local governor or welto-do family.

2.1.1.1.4 Chronology

The excavation processes beneath the courtyard (i.e. Phase llla) have revealed three architectural sub
phases: llib, llic, and Illd (Tubb and Dorrell 1994:-54). The sherding evidence of the first two phases



suggests the later part of the sixth century B.C.E. while the pottery sherds of Phase Illd indicate to the
sixth century B.C.E. (Tubb 2007: 2288).

The Persiasperiod date of the building was not limitadlely to the material culture because of their
rarity. The Aramaic text incised on the incense burner found in Room 104 was also adopted. The style of
the letters of the inscription indicated the period between the sixth and fourth centuries B.GhE. i.e.
Persian period. Moreover, radiocarbon analysis (14C) were also undertaken on some grain and charcoal
samples collected from the building, and the results were identical with theaisréext (Pritchard 1985:

66).

In addition to the studies mentionedoab, the author thinks that the Perspaariod date of the building

can be validated by other excavated findings that are similar to other objects excavated elsewhere in the
Levant and belong to the same period as well. Stratum Il in Tell & i d ildea afiguyine of a

woman in an advance stage of pregnancy with one hand placed on the belly (not illustraReityjard

1985: Fig. 169: &). Pretty similar figurines were found in the shrine of Makmish (catalogue no. 482),
Shrine 2 (Level Il) at Sapta (catalogue no. 593), and on the forecourt of the sanctuary of Kharayeb
(catalogue no. 614). Too, the incense burner excavated in Room 104 is similar to three limestone incense
burners found at Tell Jemmeh and dated to the Persian period as whih(eatzos. 217 and 300).

21115 Type

In his classifying the function of the building as a fortress, J. Pritchard remarkably has reclined on the
similarity of its ground plan and size to other opewnirtyard buildings excavated by R. Cohen in the
central Negev andated to the Nedssyrian period (Pritchard 1985: 65). These buildings are the fortress

of Hor vai Mesora (Pl an. 2.2), the fortress of Hor
(Plan 2.4) (Cohen 1979: 70, Figs, 742 As a matter of facthe similarity between these buildings and
the TellesSad6i di yeh one is wundeniabl e. However, the i

fortresses needs a deep reexamination, and, therefore, we cannot adopt the same definition of the building
under discussion. Based on the above arguments, the 7®@lbe8i di yeh bui |l di ng was el
nearby sites in Jor eaomur\val Isay, eb uislete iCh atphtes rii bpen

2.1.2 Tel Goren(in Arabic Tell el-Jurn)

Tell el-durn is the ancient tell of EBedi on the western seaside of the Dead Sea. Five seasons of
excavations between 1961 and 1965 revealed five strata of occupation (Borag 19482Y00he

Persiarperiod occupation has been assigned to Stratum IV. This stratum remains contained well



preserved and large structures built of coarse stones, plastered installations, bronze bracelets, stamped jar
handles, store jars, cooking pots, bowls, flasks, jugs, and juglets (Mazar et al. 1:386:53%8, 98).
The Persiaiperiod settlement concentrated the northern surface of the mound and its slopes. The

principal structure from this period is Building 234.

2121 Building 234
2.1.2.1.1 Contextual Analysis

Portionsoft h e b uwebter andgséushern walls were unearthed under a dense layer of wreckage and
accumulated earth during the third campaign of excavations in 1964. The building came to light
completely in the fifth season conducted in 1965 (Plan 2.5; Fig2.@)5

Building 234 is a monumentally complicated structure, measured 26m-goortn) x 24m (eastest),

and hence covers an area of about 624 square meters. It was constructed mostly of solid rubble stones.
The design of the building demonstrates thneegs; each ving contains a courtyard and surrounded
rooms. The northern wing comprises Courtyard 236 and Rooms 254, 271, 263, 268, and 266. The western
wing had Courtyard 230 and Rooms 234, 235, 246, 231, and 229. The eastern side held of Rooms 251
253, 260, 262, 25861, 249, and Courtyard 248. In the time of excavations, Mazar and Dunayevsky
were the opinions of that the building had two stories in its southern part becausecohgiuerable
difference in altitude between the north and south sides.-tPairks usd in the construction of the steps

and for carrying the plastered ceiling and walls. Courtyard 236 was paved and contained a circular tabun
in its southwest corner. Room 229 was divided into two separate units (229a and 229b) bynaltross
protruding fran its southern wall (W178) and cut off 0.70m before reaching the northern wall forming a
narrow passageway. The walls of this room stand to a height cRE6M. In the northwest corner of

Room 234 was built a serircular tabun and a bench adjoining &outhern wall. Room 246 was a
staircase of the building leading to the second storey through Courtyard 248. The left jamb of this
entryway was built of orthostate. Seemingly, it was sealed off in a later architectural stage, and Room 246
was reused forstorage purposes (see below). Two lumps of burnt mudbrick have been unearthed inside
Room 258. In the northern end of Room 231, the excavators have revealed a silo, a plastered installation
and a tabun Hbetween, with charred timber beams probably fdltlé ceiling (Mazar and Dunayevsky

1967: 134140).



Table2.2: The excavated findings in Building 234 of TelJirn

Catalogue no.| Plateno. Type Provenance Reference
) (Mazar and Dunayevsky
21 Not ill. Basalt, metal and borieols Room?254
1967: 136139)
) _ (Mazar and Dunayevsky
22 Not ill. Kitchen wars Room254
1967: PI. 33)
Basalt grinding tools; Loom
) _ _ _ (Mazar and Dunayevsky
23 Notill. | weights; Storage jars; Cookin Room231
_ 1967: 136139)
pots; JarsAttic sherds
] Lamp incised with the letter (Mazar and Dunayevsky
24 Not ill. Room231
mem 1967: R. 32: 1)
Cooking vesseldsittic, East
) Greek and local pottery sherd (Mazar and Dunayevsky
25 Not ill. o _ Room229
Juglet incised witttheletter 1967)
mem
) Small cattle and other anima (Mazar and Dunayevsky
26 Not ill. Room229
bones 1967)
o _ (Mazar and Dunayevsky
] Complete bowl incised with
27 Not ill. Room229 1967: R. 32: 3)
the lettermem
) Attic sherds and an Aramaic (Mazarand Dunayevsky
28 Not ill. Room234
ostracon 1967)
. (Mazar ad Dunayevsky
) Glass pendant depicts a wom
29 Not ill. _ _ Room234 1967: B. 31: 4)
face wearing earrings
] . (Mazar and Dunayevsky
30 Not ill. Attic pottery sherds Room235
1967: 138)
Large decorated krater;
) o (Mazar and Dunayevsky
31 Notill. | Fragmentof rhyton depicting g Room?246
o 1967: 140)
crouching lioness
) (Mazar and Dunayevsky
32 Pl.2.2 | Conical chalcedony stamp se Room248

1967:H. 31: 1)
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2.1.2.1.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

For erecting this impressive structure, the constructors handpicked the most prominent spot on the oasis
of En Gedi, on the northern slope and at the foot of the mound. Near the building northward flows down
perennial water spring (Fig. 2.7) creating an pappriate environment for establishing permanent
settlements since antiquity, despite the high temperatures and lack of rain which caused the drought. The
building was not isolated from the other structures; in the sense of that other sdaaralyed dwéhgs
separated by narrow allies had been unearthed west and east of it (Borag 1993: 403). On the nearby
southern slope, the excavations have revealed portions of another building, perhaps a public one (Stern
2001: 439).

The floor plan of the building isbscure regarding the connections between its wings and the entryways

to its rooms. In the plan, there are two main entrances: the first one was on the north side through a
forecourt (Loc.240), and the second opening was through Courtyard 230 in the wésgeamd opened

to Room 229. On the north, Room 254 reached to Courtyard 236 that, in turn, opened to Rooms 263 and
266. The latter reached to Rooms 268 and 271 northward respectively. The northern wing is positioned at
an intersection between the westard eastern wings through two joint doorways. The west wing was
approachable through an entryway opened in the southern wall of Courtyard 236 while the east wing was
accessible through a door opened in the south wall of Room 266. As opposed to the amelstszrath

wings, the east one had no entrance from outside. Too, it seems that the western and eastern wings were
separated since there are no common entryways between them. Loc.246 in the west wing was a staircase
leading to the upper floor and was acille from Courtyard 248. The floor levels of Courtyard 236 and
Room 231 are 1m and 0.80m lower than the floor level of Rooms 234 and 235 sequentially. The floor of
Room 229a is rising about 2m above the floor level of Room 234, and there was no dodwesnbe

them. Too, the elevations appeared on the plan illustrates that the northern and central rooms of the
eastern wing are approximately 3m lower than the floor level of the southern row (i.e. L.232, L.251
L.253). Furthermore, these last rooms had naiggadoorways neither between them nor with the other
rooms, of which would indicate that the southern side of this wing and the south side of the western wing

(i.e. L.229) was composed of two floors accessed through Stairways 232 and 246.

2.1.2.1.3 Functional htergetations

The peculiar distribution of the objects in addition to their scarcity, however, make the determination of
the function of most of the rooms is a delicate matter needs a comprehensive data, which is practically

uninformative. Room 231 seems toshdeen a workshop served for producing perfumes. Room 253 was
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probably a basement as indicated by a few specimens of dates found in it. The kitchenware including a
cooking pot, jugs, and jars that were found in Room 254 would suggest that this roorkitehsra The

stamp seal found on the ground of Courtyard 248 used unequivocally for administration affairs, which
would suggest that part of its function was the conduct of public affairs. Generally speaking, the ground
plan of the building, the materialkture, and installations such as tabuns, kitchenware, grinding tools,
storage jars, cattle bones, ornaments and loom weights, however, leave no doubt that this building was a
large dwelling, and its settlers worked in spinning and fabricating works (MazaDunayevsky 1967:
134136) . Building 234 and the ARural Residencyo of
arid zones with dwellings around them. Building 234 of Telwh is too large to be a private dwelling,

and its plan refers ehrly to a residency; most probably a rural residency. To sum, Building 234 of Tell
el-Jurn was elite building in the neighboring areas, and it could have been a public residence of a local

governor who dwelled it with his entourage and governed hisagrfitom it.
2.1.2.1.4 Chronology

The pottery analysis has shown tBailding 234 was erected on the debris of Stratum V belonging to the
Iron Age (Mazar and Dunayevsky 1967: 134). A study of the pottery and other findings collected from
the buildingitself, including the Attic wares intimates that it was founded in the first half of the fifth
century B.C.E. On the other hand, the layers of burnt mud brick found in several rooms indicate that it
was destroyed around 400 B.C.E., but continued to be occagiamzbited for the nexfifty years

(Borag 1993: 403)The indepth study conducted by H. Thompson on the Attic wares has verified that
date (Mazar and Dunayevsky 1964: 126).

21215 Type

Interestingly, although Building 234 follows the "opeourt” style, it isnot similar to any "opegourt”

buildings excavated elsewhere in the Levant. In the author's view, the Mesopotamian effects, specifically
the Assyrian ones on the building are illustrated by the complexity of the interior design, the neatness of
the roomsand the separation between the wings. These structural features appeared in the Assyrian
palaces since the Late Bronze Age. Seemingly, the architects who built this building attempted to obtain

the splendor of the Mesopotamian architecture.
2.2 HIGHLANDS AND EASTERN DESERT OF TRANSJORDAN

The settlement activities in this region were increased in the Iron Age Il and Persian period (LaBianca

1990) . Sever al sites were reported in this regio
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Valley, the presere of humankind in the Persian period was linked to the cultivable lands. In this region
we have two major sites: Rujm-denu and Rujm aHawi. Both of them were border fortified stations
controlled the main road leading to Khirbet Um-Rananir (McGovern1985: 141144; 1989: 26).
Amman was surrounded by large towns like TeloBU me i r i and Hesban (Herr 109
agricultural farms like Rujm Selim, and forts such asEdijat, Khirbet alHajjar, and the forts
mentioned earlier. The excavataf F. Larche, F. Zayadine, and F. Villeneuve have proved that traq el
Amir region could have housed a sizable people in the Iron Age and Persian Period. The outskirts of Iraq
el-Amir have reported several route stations on the main road connected bleagesiAAmir and Jordan

Valley (Ji and Lee 1999: 528, 532, 5837). Tell Jalul was one of the most important sites in this region;

it contained ruined government buildings and a large reservoir providing the town with water (Younker et
al. 1996: 73), whih would refer to a civilizedociety,settled it during the Persian time. In Dhiban, a
large agricultural property named Duhfura was excavated, but it is in ruins (Ji and Lee 2000: 499, 504). In
South Jordan, it is challenging to imagine the settlemet¢rpa as it was occupied largely by Bedouin
tribes (MacDonald 2009: 776).

2.2.1 Rujm Al-Henu (West)

Rujm Al-Henu is located in the Um ddlananir precinct in the Baq'ah Valley near Amman; wherein two
fortresses were excavated (the eastern and western fortrddse®ast building was unearthed in Field

Il and the western one was excavated in Field IV. The author has excluded the eastern building from this
study owing to the absence of the Pergiariod findings, besides the stratigraphy sequence is unclear to
follow its occupational history. On the other hand, the western building is -petssrved, and the
Persiarperiod findings are well attested. Test soundings were concentrated on the west side of the
building that contains the interior and exterior (esare) walls and a circular tower (Fields N3)L
(McGovern 1983: 127, 13536).

2211 TheFortress
2.2.1.1.1 Contextual Analysis

The fortress of Rujm AHenu is a grand rectangular structure built mainly of large undressed fieldstone.

The fortress measured 46m (nestbuth) x 44m (eastest), including the southeast corner, of which has

been identified as 1am if dizanster icicuiad towerRMasaimcorpratéd)into th& n

mi ddl e of the western wal/l. Both the fAbastionodo ar
the other parts of the fortress. The building contained an-aijpezourtyard encircled by aapsageway

from all sides. Some crosswalls, especially in the northeast and southwest corners formed casemate units
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or chambers. The entire building, including the enclosure (exterior) and inner walls (loci.IV.1.2, IV.1.12,
and IV.3.5, 6 respectively) antd circular tower (loc.IV.1.3), however, was erected directly on bedrock
without stone foundations. The outer face of the tower was coated with a thick layer of plaster. The
enclosure wall is preserved to a height of 2.50m and was built of a double limh@fn limestone,
sandstone, and flint boulders while the circular tower is preserved to a height of 3m. The inner walls were
built of a single line of small fieldstones and were preserved to a height varying from 1.60m and 2.20m.
Some minor rooms (notluistrated in the plan) have been excavated south of the circular tower wherein
were found cosmetics palettes, grinding stone, fragments of storageaparsother pottery vessels
(McGovern 1983: 134.36; Fig. 14: 12; Pls. XXIII: 1; XII: 2).

2.2.1.1.2 Topographicalocation andPlanimetric Analysis

The eastern and western fortresses are 30m apart, and the fortress of RigmiAd located roughly

350m southwest of lfm Al-Henu (McGovern 1983: 112). In the plan, there are three evenly spaced
breaches in the eastewall that might be entrances (see Plan 2.6). The southerwesistorridor is
accessible by a shared doorway with the enclosure at the eastern end (McGovern 1983: 110, 136). No

stairwells in the tower have been unearthed.

2.2.1.1.3 Functonal Interpretation

Generdly speaking, the "bastion" and the circular tower indicate their defensive use definitively. The
tower joined the western wall of the fort was a watchtower controlled and monitored Wadi-Um ad

Dananir in the northwest route (McGovern 1983:-113).

2.2.1.1.4 Chrondogy

Both Glueck (1939: 194) and de Vaux (1938: 421) cited that both buildings of RdijierAl were built
concurrently. McGovern (1983: 1112, 124125) assigned the eastern building to the Late Middle
Bronze or Early Late Bronze Age with the fact thatvds not entirely abandoned in the Late Iron I
C/Persian period as indicated by some miscellaneous pottery sherds, but tused es a stockyard as

shown by sheep and goat bones. Moreover, there is no way to establish an absolute date of the eastern
building due to the absence of floors, foundations, and an intact stratigraphy sequence. On the other side,
the first occupational phase in the western building was the Late Iron Il C/Persian period based on the
pottery sherds excavated in it (McGovern 19BR3; 1989: 36, 41).

22115 Type
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Sever al schol ars have | abeled the building as a i
the seventisixth centuries B.C.E. such as KhirbetWajjar, Rujm AtHawi and Rujm aMalfuf (south).

This kind of buildirgs is discriminated by a large enclosure, either square or rectangular and a circular
tower that could be both isolated or incorporated into a wall (cf. Glueck 1939:5BMcGovern 1983:

136). Regardless, the layout of the building decisively endotsqulblic nature, and the circular tower

approves the defensive function. The casemate wall is a deféysevevall composed of two parallel

walls. Partition walls were built between the inner and outer casemate walls, forming small rooms or
chambers know as casemates. The casemate walls that were encircling buildings and settlements were
unearthed in the settlements of Tell Abu Hawam and Tel Megadim, the strengthened agricultural estate at
Nahal Tut and Building 264 at Tel Mevorakh. Based on these argemee can say that this building

was a monument al public buil di nogowrutid tarfdri deed retn st

222 TellEI-6 Umei r i

Tell EF6 Ume i r i is | ocated in Madaba Pl ains south of
viewing the Dead Sea. The excavations were launched since 1984 by Madaba Plains Project (MPP) under
the direction of L. T. Geraty and others (Geraty et al. 1989a). The whole complex i.e. Buildings A, B, and

C was built on the debris of a house belongintpélron Age | (Plan 2.7) (Geraty et al. 1989b: 146; Herr

et al. 1991b: 156). In this thesis, the author will deal only with Building B as it is the only structure that

has a clear layout.

2221 Building B
2.2.2.1.1 Contextual Analysis

Building B is better preserved thd&uilding A (see Plan 2.7), measured 15m (e@@s$t) x 9m (north
south), and its walls were built of thick hewn boulders stand to an altitude varying between 1.50m to
2.70m. The layout shows two elongated rooms running parallel to the nogba#svesaxis and one or
two L-shaped rooms. As opposed to the other rooms, the northern room was -q@ebleldqHerr et al.

1994: 150)It was odd that neither installations nor material culture have been found in the building.

2.2.2.1.2 Topographical Location arflanimeric Analysis

The whole complex was erected on the western flank of the mound (the acropolis) that was also identified
as the AWestern Citadel o or iThe Ammonite Citad
Complexo (Fig. 2 . 8 )146( Helfr et al. 3296 64). YA Imide entrdnce wasDB0el :

15



at the southern end of the eastern wall. It opened to-#teaped room (s) and the parallel rooms on the

north as well.

2.2.2.1.3 Functional Interpretation

The excavators identified the building asadministrative center (Herr et al. 1991b: 157). It should be
stressed that functional interpretation based primarily on its architectural layout is questionable. On the
other hand, the high quality of its materials of construction made up of carefullgr@deptones, its
dimensions (135 square meters), and geographic location at the peak of the mound, however, suggested

that the proposed function as a governmental building could be conveniently accepted.

2.2.2.1.4 Chronology

The whole complex was built on the ruiofsthe Iron Age | and Il phases, which are ascribed to Phases 9
and 8 respectively. The pottery sherds collected from the foundations belong to the Late Iron Age I
(Phase 6), which establishes the date of construction. Several architectural correctormngacted on

the floors and walls (Phases 5 and 4) between the Late Iron Age Il and the fifth century B.C.E. i.e. the
early Persian period (Herr et al. 1991b: 11%5B; 1994: 150).

2.2.2.1.5 Type

The building's layout resembles thes@ | | ed o B o u s cishsylmwas entolntered in Levant

in the Persian period, specifically in Area D1 building and the Magazine Building of Tel Dor (see Tel
Dor). As a matter of fact, this form was not originated in the Persian period, but in some Iron Age sites
such as Sheem, Beth Shemesh, Tell-&asbeh, Tel Beersheba and Tell Beit Mirsim.

2.2.3 Ed-Dreijat

Ed-Dreijat is located in Madaba Plains some 3 km southwestof Télléime i r i . The site wa:
Fohrer (1961: 60) as Site D, eyainlkdesdaraRegan (lkach 19B7:t e 1 3
28-29).

2.2.3.1 TheFortress
2.2.3.1.1 Contextual Analysis

The fortress of EdDreijat is a huge rectangular edifice, built of unhewn large chert boulders formed
2.5mthick walls (Plan 2.8). Some fieldstones weigh roughly 1000 kg and vargimgeen 1.10 and 2m
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in diameter. The maximum width of the eastst axis is 22.57m, and the neguth axis is exceeding

27m. The northern segment of the western wall is partly destroyed wherein perhaps was a spacious room
north of the entrance. The hdiihg had a large central courtyard sided by rooms from the north and south
sides. In the southwest corner of the courtyard was built a rectangular enclosed chamber. In the immediate
vicinity of this room was a portion of a thin wall protruding from thetsowall and continuing
northward. We cannot emphasize how far it was lengthening or even its function, albeit it seems to have

been part of a larger enclosure circled the small one.

The excavators think that the building had an upper floor carrying lseghagration walls (Younker et al.

1990: 13, 33; Herr et al. 1991a: 341). As a matter of fact, thicknesses of the walls are remarkably
adequate to sustain an additional storey. In the southern part, there are rectangular rooms and a disklike
installation ofunclear function. The excavators had failed to mention it in their reports. It seems to have
bee a cistern similar to those dug into the floors of Complexes A and C at Buseirah. Various objects

were found in the vault of the structure (see chronology).

2.2.3.1.2 Topographical Location andlanimetric Analysis

It was built on the zenith of the mound; a position granted it a picturesque view and a strategic location to
control Madaba Plains from the south, Tell Jawa from the east add®dHl f r om t he west
1991b: 171). The only noticeable entrance to the building was opened on the northwest corner of the
courtyard that was either opened to a forecourt or a room. Possibly, the courtyard reached to the northeast
room through a door at the eastern end. Thehsoutpart should have had a common doorway to the

courtyard as well.

2.2.3.1.3 Functional Interpretation

The magnitude position on the crest of the mound put the scholars in the same way in emphasizing the
protective function of the building. In the secamztupation phase, the fort was remodeled, and the new
squatters dug basements below it for storing food and water. The small rooms of the fortress served as
storage facilities and kitchens (Younker et al. 1990: 13, 33; Herr et al. 1991a: 341). The excaesto

that the protective capacity of the building was ended soon, and the fort was abandoned to be dwelled by
some families, as evidenced by the household tools found in some rooms, including grinding stones and
an oven (Herr et al. 1991b: 171; Londamd Clack 1997: 228).

2.2.3.1.4 Chronology

17



The pottery sherds collected from the foundations of the walls was attributed to Phase 6 and dated the
Late Persian/Early Hellenistic periods i.e. the later quarter of the fourth century B.C.E. (Herr et al. 1991b:
172).

2.2.3.1.5 Type

The fortress of EdDr ei j at bel ongs una@#mirg wo Welsy gino fl e kfioge

sides.
2.2.4 Buseirah

Buseirah is located some 20 km south of Tafila southern Jordan. Five seasons of excavations took place at

the site from 1971 to 1974 dnn 1980 under the superintendence of CryigtaBennett (Bennett 1973;

1974 ; 1975; 1977; 1983) . Bennett 6s excavations €
securing the whole acropolis on a series of terraces. The earliest and significgatiooal phase at

Buseirah was the Iron Age ll/Persian period.

In Area A, Bennett's excavations brought to light two buildings: a smaller and later Building A that
measured 48 1 36m. She called it the fAW3gneld Bui l
79 that gave it a winged appearance (Plan 2.9), and a larger and earlier Building B that measured 77 x
38m (Plan 2.10). According to her, the latter occupied the whole acropolis (see chronology). Area A (i.e.
Bennett s Buil dianaea offa. 2:/32b sqBdre neters @ensett 19371983: 13

15).

A

Bennettbés declaration about the two building peri
for the following reasons: (1) the excavations have not finished especially sotileern part of the
building (i.e. Bennettdés Building A); (2) the st
still controversial [although the preparatory ground plans are moderately convincing]; (3) only a few
trenches and walls have besxcavated to bedrock; (4) there are no tokens of a larger building replaced a
smaller one. Moreover, the Phase 4 rebuilds of Walls 31 and 44 on either side of the steps that are leading

to the northeast courtyard authenticate thattémminus ante querof the building was the Late Iron
Age/Persian period, which would mean that both buildings were actually a single large structure
(Bienkowski 2002: 61, 86). Furthermore, she distinguished between the earliest and latest walls chiefly
through their survivingieights. In other words, she peeled off walls that she believed to be from the later
building period (i.e. her Building A) and dropped the walls that she reckoned to be walls of the earlier

building period (i.e. her Building B) (Bennett 1983:-13). In simmary, the evidence presented by
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Bienkowski plus the mistakes made by Bennett and her inexperienced team suggested that this massive
building was essentially a single building accompanied by continuous remodeling processes.
Exceedingly, she failed to prevthat Buseirah is the Biblical Bozrah since nothing was found to
substantiate it (Bienkowski 2002: 61).

In Area B, the relics of the Late Iron Age/Persian period have been unearthed in SquérEhBdes-6

8), Squares BB (Phases -6) and Squares B®0 (Phases -B). The structure remains in these three
excavation areas had no stratigraphic connection between them since bedrock had not been reached in all
trenches and others had not been excavated. Furthermore, the walls were dismantled and thus, no
recanstructed ground plans could be regained. At any rate, the large number of the storage jars might
signify that some rooms were used for storage purposes. In Area C, near the large complex, the
excavations reported portions of scrappy walls in Squares2€2Mhd the whole area covered by fallen

mudbrick debris.

2241 The Area A Complex
2.2.4.1.1 Contextual Analysis

The main building phases (Phase$)3vas erected partially on a platform made up of heavy fill deposits
and stone walls: Walls 20, 8, 60667, 69, 70, 72, 8187, 88 and 95 (Plans 2-:2112). The rest of the

walls were constructed immediately on bedrock. The building is a grand structure, measured 76.50 x
38m, built of 2mwide, roughly drafted limestone built up in headers. Fills of smaller rubble buttressed
the cracks between the internal and external faces of the walls and bonded together with lime mortar. All
walls, floors, and some foundation courses were coated with a compact layer of lime plaster. Bennett
thinks that the entire superstructure of the boddiwas performed of mudbrick (Bennett 1974: 4;
Bienkowski 2002: 64, 70).

The building contained two main wings with a set of small rooms surrounding two inner courtyards: one
in the northeast and the other in the southwest (Plan 2.13). The northeastrdaheywas confined with

Walls 8, 34, 43, 44 and probably 26 is measured 19.5m ¢sotith) x 20.5m (eastest) and had a
plastered floor (Bienkowski 2002: 66,-7Q, 76, 82). The southwest courtyard is smaller and confined
with Walls 59, 36, 73 and 3@&ee Plan 2.12). In the southern wall of the northeast courtyard in Trench
A5.9 was a 5.30Awide entrance flanked by two bases measured 1 x 0.70m each, and having reddish
discoloration circular imprints of columns or statues or cult icons. Between thedem$segs are shallow
steps (5.9.F18) made of wegjuarried limestone but badly fractured by intense heat (Plans 2.11, 2.14; Fig.

2.9). The steps giving access to a long narrow plastered room associated with two low stone podia (P1
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and P2), measured 9.10nseaest x 3.25m nortisouth each (see Plan 2.14) (Bennett 1975: 6; 1983: 15;
Bienkowski 2002: 80). In the heart of the northeast courtyard is-en Bliameter cistern associated with

two sewer pipes. The first one (5.11.F27) emerged from the northerrr afrreeom in Trench A5.1,
measured 5 x 2.40m and had plastered floor and walls (Plan 2.12; Fig. 2.10). The second drain (60.4.F13)
(Fig. 2.11) ran near the cistern northward and had an outlet through the northwest entrance in Wall 23
(see Plan 2.12) (Benttel974: 4; 1977: 3; Bienkowski 2002: 78). Outside the building to the northwest in
Trenches A26.2 and A26.6 was another plastered cistern (see Plan 2.14) (Bennett 1975: 6).

The southeast corner of the rectangular room near the northeast courtyard he3ehd 7, A1.19, and

Al1.34 was covered with crumpled mudbrick (see Plan 2.14), some of which were intact measured 0.90 x
0.36 x 0.33m. The internal doorway in its southern wall (i.e. Wall 8) is 2\Bitim, stonepaved,
plastered on both faces (Fig. 2.12nd filled with mudbrickcollapse; perhaps fell off from the
superstructure (Bennett 1975761977: 3). On either side of it inward were circular holes measured ca.
0.35min diameter, filled with small rubble, ash, charcoal, and lumps of plaster. Most probably, these
holes were dug intthe floor as dogposts (Bennett 1977: 3; Bienkowski 2002: 728 76).

I n Trenches A27. 1, A27. 2, and A27.3 (i.e. the nor
complex of three plastered rooms, separated from each other by two small gapitistered walls

measured 0.27+wide (Walls 47 and 49) (see Plan 2.14). These rooms were appended to the building in a
later phase of use (Phase 4) (see Plan 2.12). The smaller rooms are 1.34 square meters each, and the large
one measured 3.5 x 3m. Thisngplex of rooms connected with a sewerage system composed of two
drains: one in the middle of the partition Wall 49, and the other runs beneath the southwest corner of
Trench A27.3 (see Plan 2.14) (Bennett 1975: 6; Bienkowski 2002: 83, 86).

In Trench A60.6at the junction of Walls 23 and 27 was a seimdular stone silo (60.6.F9) contained ash

and some intact pottery (see Plan 2.12). It was blocked off later by burnt mudbrick (Bennett 1977: 4).

The building contains three main external entrances: orfeeindrthern part of Walls 23 and 8, and two

in the southern part (i . e. Bennettds AWinged Bui
doorway in the short Wall 79 was in the center, measureavi8ie had a stone threshold, and was

divided into twohalves by a pedestal. The doorways in Walls 23 and 77 wecemife entrances. The

doorway in Wall 77 is 1.90rwide, built of various size stones, and the door opened in Wall 23 was
plastered, measured 2.4@mde and sealed off in Phase 4 (see Plan ZB&hnett 1974: 4; Bienkowski

2002: 71, 72, 75, 85). Bennett (1983: 15) suggested that these entrances are approached by the means of

ramps or steps since they are at a higher level than the yards in front of them. Bienkowski (2002: 72) did
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not coincide wih this assumption because of absent a specific showing. The large room in Trenches
A7.3-4 of Phase 3 (see Plan 2.14) in the southern part of the building was partitioned by Wall 53 of Phase
4, creating two small rooms measured 2.50 x 1.80m and 2.70 m 2Biénkowski 2002: 86).

2.2.4.1.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

Area A where the complex waectedis the central and highest point on the mound (theafied
acropolis) (Fig. 2.13) (Bennett 1973: 6). Buseirah is located in the highlands of the eastern edge of Wadi
Arabah. To the east is the ancient mining region of Faynan; a site of copper snietén@salcolithic.

The old site of Buseirah, which lies to the north of the present village, however, is located on a high spur
running northwest and flanked on three sides by very steep valleys separated by rugged hills (Fig. 2.14)
(Bennett 1973: 4).

Obviously, the building had two wings approached independently since the middle Wall 33 between them
had no common entryway. The northeast courtyard may have been entered from the doorway in Wall 8
(see Plan 2.13; Fig. 2.15), and the southwest courtyard \eabatgle through the external entrance
opened in Wall 77 (see Plan 2.13; Fig. 2.16). The complex of the plastered rooms in Trenches A27.1,
A27.2 and A27.3, mentioned above perhaps had a doorway reaches to the southwest courtyard as well
(Bienkowski 2002: 8082, 86).

Inside the building, the door in Wall 79 reached to a group of rooms between Walls 83 and 36 in
Trenches A20 and A21 (see Plan 2.14) and these rooms, in turn, communicated to each other through
doorways in Walls 83 and 36. In Wall 83 were opehed doors in Trench A20.4 (1.5mide) and

Trench A20.2 (3rwide) with a stone threshold (Fig. 2.17). In Wall 36 was opened a single doorway with

a stone threshold as well (Fig. 2.18). Between Walls 8 and 10 waswdd2nentryway with a stone
thresWallldo (%). It |l ed to a room on the southeast
was erected between Walls 6 and 10 is a stone threshold of another internal entryway (see Plan 2.12)
(Bienkowski 2002: 74).

2.2.4.1.3 Functionalinterpretation

This compex, according to Bennett, was a temple, and the two stone podia (P1 and P2) were flanking the
Afcell ad although she confessed that bedrock has
principally in Trenches A20.8 and A20.10. Moreover, theagations had ceased at the latest surface
(Bennett 1973: 11; 1977:-%). The plastered room in Trench A5.1 served as a washing room for

purification purposes before penetrating the HfAHolI
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perhaps were stor@oms of the temple i.e. an administrative annex of the temple (Bennett 1477: 3

1983: 15). Bennett has considered that the room on the southeast side of the northeastern courtyard that is
bordered by Wall 34 from the west was a bath or pond or wastong s evidenced by its solid layer of
plaster. The long narrow room on the northwest side of the same courtyard wherein Silo 60.6.F9 should
have had a storage role as indicated by a large storage jar found at its opposite corner in Trench 26.5
(Bienkowski2002: 7475, 78).

2.2.4.1.4 Chronology

Bennett assigned Buildings A and B to the #asyrian period judging from the unearthed pottery, and
the Persiafperiod occupation was restricted to a small scale. Moreover, Buseirah, according to her, has
abandoned shortlyfterward the breakdown of the Persian regime (Bennett 1977: 2; 1983: 16).

Architecturally, by the end of the final season of excavations in 1980, Bennett postulated her last
hypothesis, of which suggested two building periods with a transitional pereéattiest (Building B)

that was replaced partially by a later building (Building A), which was overlying the southwest part of
Bennett's Building B (Bennett 1974: 4; 1983: 13). According to Bennett (198B6)1Building B (i.e.

Phase 3 building) was descted by fire caused by the nBabylonian assault mentioned in the Bible,

before erecting Building A (i.e. Phase 4 building), of which was also destructed by tBamdonians
attackers. Bienkowski (2002: 64,-83) contended that there were no sighs widespread destruction
associated with the end of Phase 3 except of some sections such as the shallow steps leading to the
ficel |l ao, the area between Walls 8 and 12, part of
rate, all these signemply to localized fire. The stone platform (Phase 2) predates the building
construction (Phase 3). Phase 4 is the final stage of the Late Iron Age/Persian period occupation that was

represented by reconstructing and erecting new walls.

Judging from the gamic evidence unearthed all over Area A (Phasd3, 2he building could be
assigned to the Iron Age ll/Persian period. Some pottery sherds from Phase 4 were dated to the third and
second centuries B.C.E. Two Attic sherds from the fourth century B.ChiaséP4) were found: one in
Trench A50.5 and the other in Trench A26.1. The rooms between Walls 8 and 5 contained many

cylindrical storage jars attributed to Phase 4 as well (Bienkowski 2002: 63,)90
22415 Type

Evidentl!l vy, the complcaux tids tfyplel, owainmdg tthlree efmd pemc e

fashion (Bennett 1974: 4; 1975:79. In fact, the layout of Complex A exhibits pure Assyrian elements
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appeared in Assur since the Middle Assyrian period (3832B.C.E.). The most prominent peculiarity

of this building is the two inner courts with rooms and halls around each. This style was encountered in
the palace of the Assyrian King Adatirari | (13051274 B.C.E) (Plan 2.15). Despite the similarity
between both buildings, there are several discrepa between them. The open courts of the palace of
AdadNirari | are not on the same axis unlike the opeuarts of Complex A of Buseirah. The two wings

of the palace of Adallirari | approached each other, but in Complex A of Buseirah each wing had a
separate entrance from outside. The southwest court with its rooms in Buseirah has been interpreted as an
administrative annex, and the southwest court of the palace ofMdad a r i , al so known as
been interpreted as the throne hall. The samaumental palace that contained two inner courtyards has
been excavated in Nimrud, of which was built during the reign of the Assyrian King Ashurnasirpal Il
(883-859 B.C.E.) in the nedssyrian period (Plan. 2.16).

2242 iThe Area C Compl exo
2.2.4.2.1 Contextual Analysis

Same of the building's sections have not yet been excavated, including the area between Walls 9 and 33.
Therefore, it is difficult to determine its exact dimensions and to reconstruct a clear plan. Anyhow, the
excavated area between Walls 12/27 in the nasthend the proposed tower in Trench C1.2 in the
northwest covers an area of 624 square meters (26 x 24m). The building builtvati@rwalls in

average made up of large and small sizes of unhewn rubble and occasionally plastered. The central part of
thebui |l di ng was constructed, most probably, on a st
the excavations did not reach bedrock and barely four courses of the proposed platform had been
excavated, but its preserved massive stones would implyigdfunction. Unlike the northeast walls,

namely Walls 12/27, 33, and 26, however, the walls of the central part in Squar&2 @i C14 have

not been excavated to bedrock (Bienkowski 2002: 153, 156, 162, 170, 194).

In the northeast face of Wall 9 wasrecess measured 0.58mep and 2.58#ong (Fig. 2.19). The

plastered floor in front of it i.e. Floor 12.2.6 extended to the northeast toward Wall 12/27 and cut off

about 4m before reaching it. Conjecturally, this plastered floor perhaps reached to WalthE5south

(Bennett 1974: 8). Neither the niche nor its floor was plastered (Fig. 2.20). On the southwest face of Wall

9 was a plastered fibenchod or fAshelfo of stones pi
2.21). Between Walls 9 and 13daa large flat stone (10.1.F33), perhaps a door sill of with a width of 1m

(Fig. 2.22). Wall 11 of Phases43was plastered on either face and probably formed a door with Wall 5 of

Phase 5 (Plans 2.42718). Wall 12 is preserved to a height of 3m andthunfillarge stones in the

superstructure and small stones in the infrastructure. In Trench C11.1 was-pastetiarea (11.1.13)
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between Walls 5 and 22 (Plan. 2.19) and two pits contained pottery and grains of corn. The surrounding
floor yielded sherds ofarge storage jars. Another paving stone area was unearthed in Trench C10.5
(10.5.F2). The floor between Walls 20 and 15 in Trench C14.1 was a packed earth floor covered partially
with ash (see Plan 2.19). In the same trench against Wall 16 was fouridreyquu and part of a pilgrim

flask. Between Walls 18 and 22 was unearthed a plastered storage bin (10.3.F12) cut by Walls 6 and 8. In
the corner formed by Walls 18 and 5 in Trench C10.3 was built a hearth (Fig. 2.23) (Bienkowski 2002:
158160, 163166 10).

In the corner formed by Walls 9 and 10 in Trench C12.3 was found a stone measured 0.83 x 0.49 x
0.25m, with a keyholshape cut into it (12.3.F22), estimated 0.25 x 0.18m and was split off into two
halves (Fig. 2.24). It was most likely, a stone tadgtt connected with a pit at a depth of ca. 0.40m and a

possible drain. In front of the AToiletd to the
(Fig. 2.25) and a large plastered container, most likely a bath (13.3.F25) (Fig. 2.26¢t(B&74: 8).
The fl oor of the fABathod was gradually stepped t

southeast side was a step to facilitate getting in and out. The sides of the bath arthigkL8trthe top

and thicker atthe base. Allthee i nst al |l ati ons together formed a Al
Areasd and AReception Room/ Courtyardd bore traces
4 . Burnt deposits attributed to Pptaise@n 6Rovem/eCd wrutn
and Trenches C12.5, C11.4, and C14.1. In Trench C11.4 was a tabun (11.4.F3). Trench C14.1 against
Wall 21 contained a large quantity of pottery sherds of large storage jars (Bienkowski 20057166

170, 185186).

2.2.4.2.2 Topographical Loc&n andPlanimetric Analysis

Area C is a strategic spot located on the southern flank of the mound where the only easy connection
between the ancient site and the modern village (Bennett 1973: 11; 1974: 1, 8). In Square 3 west of this
building have beeexcavated walls of another unknown function structure (Plan 2.20). Walls 8 formed
two doorways: one with Wall 6 on the northeast and a second with Wall 7 on the northwest (see Plan
2.18). In Wall 1 (Trench C1.2) (see Plan 2.19) is a 1-@0de doorway witha threshold made up of two

hewn flat stones (Bienkowski 2002: 181, 1B#D). Since the building is greatly damaged and
unexcavated in some parts, it is challenging to identify its general layout and the locations of its internal

and external doorways.

2.2.4.2.3 Furctional Interpretation
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The building as a whole represented a luxury residential structure, most likely a palace. Trench C11.1
probably used for storage purposes judging from the plastered bin and the two pits dug into its floor and
their contents (see abey It should also be stressed that no clear indications for an alternative original
use for this trench were found. The area in Trenches €213l might also have the same function
(Bienkowski 2002: 170). The plastered Floor 12.2.6 in Trench C12.2 pkestered reception room or

courtyard and the structures in Trenches-C2Qvere the private apartments (Bennett 1974: 8).

Bennett interpreted the stones in Square C1 as a stone foundation of a defensive tower (Phase 3) (1974:

8), but since it was not yebmpletely excavated, this hypothesis is not decisive yet. The Room in Trench
Cl2.4 could have served as an anteroom before res
2002: 156, 199).

2.2.4.2.4 Chronology

The pottery excavated in the complex was assign&héses -5 and dated to the Late Iron Age/Persian
period. The main architectural phase is Phase 3. The Peesi@a occupation was appointed to the real
beginning of this period i.e. to the second half of the sixth century B.C.E. Phase 7 outlinethjisecol
and fired deposits (Bennett 1977: 8; Bienkowski 2002: 153, 156, 195).

22425 Type

It appears that the building contained a central courtyard and rooms on at least one side. The most
agreeable reconstruction shows rooms surrounding a courtyard from all Biglelsowski (2002: 170,

194, 199) thinks that the bathroom is a luxury element. Similar palaces and residences raised on artificial
platforms were found in Assyria in the n@ssyrian period (Reich 1992b: 218). In the Levant, there are
similarities betwer Buseirah Complex C and Amman Citadel belongs to the Late Iron Age regarding the

paved areas, toilets and the central courtyard encircled by rooms (cf. Humbert and Zayadine 1992: 250,

Fig. 12, and PIs. Xllb and XlVa). Building 1369 at Megiddo containsadairbom provided with a

drainage system similar to the bathroom of Area C complex (cf. Lamon and Shipton 1939: T@e

unpl astered niche in the wall of the AReception F

found in the host suits of theecAssyrian palaces and residences (Turner 19701889.

2.3 GALILEE

Galilee (In Arabic alJalil) is a rocky territory north of Jordan Valley. The main archaeological sites that

contained prominent building remains are Mizpe Yammim, AyyeleShiahar, Hazg and Jokneam. At
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Tel Yi nédam ( i-Na dlarna)b,i ci nTetlhhe elnower Gal il ee, were r
and a cobbled floor associated with a little amount of Persian or Ppesiad pottery (Liebowitz 1985:
116).

2.3.1 Mizpe Yammim (in Arabi Jebel elArbain)

The mount of Mizpe Yammim in the Upper Galilee today includes southern Lebanon and northern
Palestine. The peak of the mount soars 734m above sea level and measures 90x30m. It overlooks
fiMountain of the C8haykH)dthe(north, MAuntal abordin Arabib kebel derl )

the Lower Galilee to the south, Jordan Valley, Golan Plateau, and Sea of Galilee to the east and southeast,
and the Mediterranean Sea to the west (Berlin and Frankel 2012: 25). Druks and Tfilinskingg65)
classified the site as an Israelite fort. The site was first recognized during a survey and designated as Site
310 (Frankel et al. 2001: 38). In 1986, four bronze votive objects belonging to the Persian period were
discovered on the summit of the nmbain (Frankel and Ventura 1998). Subsequently, two seasons of
excavations were carried out in 1988 and 1989. The architectural remains under discussion include the
sanctuary on the Lower Terrace and the Western Compound in the summit area (Plan 2R&) (Fra
1989/1990; 1997).

2311 TheSanctuary
2.3.1.1.1 Contextual Analysis

The temple at Mizpe Yammim is small rectangular building and integrated into the southern wall of the
Enclosure that measured 30 x 90m, whereas the entire northern half was constructed diredtiyc&n be

(Plan 2.22; Fig. 27). The walls survived to a height of 1.70m (Berlin and Frankel 2028).ZEhe main

layout of the building consists of a long rectangular hall measured ca. 13.70mvésgsk 6m (north

south) and a small side room annexeddoiteast er n wal | measured ca. 4. 8
paved with slabs of stones and amidst it, there are three stone column bases aligned along its central axis
(Loci.15, 16 and 6) (Fig. 2.28), of which affording a real evidence that the sanwtaargoofed. The

stone benches adjoining the northern, southern and eastern walls were carved from bedrock. Two stone
platforms that apparently served as altars were excavated inside it. The first altar (Loc.23) in the
northwest corner was in part carvedrh bedrock, and the other part was built of large natural stones
(Fig. 2.29). The second altar (Loc.22) is measured ca. 2.00 x 1.50m, and incorporated into the southern
wall of the rectangular hall between the central and western column bases (se28figninediately

east of it, two ashlar blocks were placed. The southwest corner of the side room was paved by fieldstone

and was full of fragments of pottery (not illustrated) (Berlin and Frankel 2012: 33).
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Table2.3: The excavated findings in the sanctuary of Mizpe Yammim

Catalogue no.| Plate no. Type Provenance Reference
_ (Berlin and Frankel
33 Not ill. Carrotshaped bottle L.15 _
2012: Fig. 18: 4)
_ (Berlin andFrankel
34 Not ill. Krater L.15 _
2012: Fig. 38: 2)
_ _ (Berlin and Frankel
35 Not ill. Mortarium L.15 _
2012: Fig. 38: 4)
_ (Berlin and Frankel
36 Not ill. Jug L.15 _
2012: Fig. 39: 1)
) ) (Berlin and Frankel
37 Not ill. Black-slipped cup L.15 _
2012: Fig. 40: 1)
(Berlin and Frankel
_ Ovoid andglobular 2012: Figs. 20: 4; 21
38 Not ill. _ L.15
juglets 3;22:2,4;23:2;24:5
25:2,4; 27: 2)
_ Silver, eyeshaped (Berlin and Frankel
39 Not ill. L.15 _
bangle 2012: Fig. 35: 3)
_ Blue glasdozenge shapg (Berlin andFrankel
40 Not ill. L.15 _
bead 2012: Fig. 35: 6)
) ) (Berlin and Frankel
41 Not ill. Bronze weight L.15 _
2012: Fig. 35: 8)
_ (Berlin and Frankel
42 Not ill. Two arrowheads L.15 )
2012: Fig. 35: 210)
_ _ _ (Berlin and Frankel
43 Not ill. Triangular bronze fibula L.15 ]
2012: Fig. 35: 14)
(Berlin and Frankel
44 Not ill. Two juglets L.16 2012: Figs. 20: 3; 27:
1)
) ) (Berlin and Frankel
45 Not ill. Mortarium L.16
2012: Fig. 38: 3)
) ) (Berlin and Frankel
46 Not ill. Two jars L.16

2012: Fig. 39: 4, 6)
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(Berlin and Frankel

47 Not ill. Cooking pot L.16 _
2012: Fig. 39: 7)
_ Two bronze triangular (Berlin and Frankel
48 Not ill. _ L.16 _
fibulae 2012: Fig: 35: 1516)
_ _ (Berlin and Frankel
49 Not ill. Bronze pin or needle L.16
2012: 55)
_ Two wedgeimpressed (Berlin and Frankel
50 Not ill. L.6 )
sherds 2012: Fig. 398-9)
_ (Berlin and Frankel
51 Not ill. Blue glass bead L.6 _
2012: Fig. 35: 6)
_ o (Berlin and Frankel
52 Not ill. Ovoid juglet L.22 _
2012: Fig. 20: 1)
_ o (Berlin and Frankel
53 Not ill. Two ovoid juglets L.5 _
2012: Fig. 24: 1; 26: 2
_ _ (Berlin and Frankel
54 Not ill. Mortarium L.5 _
2012: Fig. 38: 5)
_ (Berlin and Frankel
55 Not ill. Lekythos L.5 _
2012: Fig. 40: 2)
_ _ _ (Berlin and Frankel
56 Not ill. Triangular bronze fibula L.5 )
2012: Fig. 35: 13)
_ Three carroshaped (Berlin and Frankel
57 Not ill. L.8 _
bottles 2012:Fig. 18: 13)
_ . . (Berlin and Frankel
58 Not ill. Two Piriform juglets L.8 _
2012: Fig. 19: 3, 5)
(Berlin and Frankel
) 2012: Figs. 20: 2, 5; 21
_ Ovoid and globular
59 Not ill. L.8 2;22:3;23:1, 3, 24:
Juglets
2-3;25: 1, 3; 26: 1, 4;
27: 3, 6)
_ (Berlin and Frankel
60 Not ill. | Two fragment of glasse L.8
2012: 55)
_ (Berlin and Frankel
61 Not ill. Bronze bracelet L.8

2012: Fig. 35: 4)
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_ o (Berlin and Frankel
62 Not ill. Ovoid juglet L.17 _
2012: Fig. 20: 6)
) ) (Berlin and Frankel
63 P23 Silver coin L.17 )
2012:Fig. 36: 1)
_ Skulls of sheep and (Berlin and Frankel
64 Not ill. L.23
cattle 2012: 36)
) o (Berlin and Frankel
65 Not ill. Ovoid juglet L.23 _
2012: Fig. 21: 1)
) _ (Berlin and Frankel
66 Pl.2.4 Silver coin L.23 _
2012: Fig. 36: 3)
] (Frankel and Ventura
67 PlL.25 Bronze situla L.23 _
1998: Fig. 1)
_ (Frankel and Ventura
68 Pl.2.6 Bronze Apis bull L.23 )
Figs. 1516)
o (Frankel and Ventura
69 PI.2.7 | Bronze prancing lion cu L.23 )
Figs. 2225)
(Frankel and Ventura
70 P28 Bronze recumbent ram L.23 )
1998: Fig. 18)
Schist statuette dhe _
) o ) (Berlin and Frankel
71 PI.2.9 Egyptian divine triadf L.23 )
. - 2012: Fig. 29)
Isis, Osiris, and Horus
_ Three peashaped (Berlin and Frankel
72 Not ill. _ L.26 _
juglets 2012: Fig. 19: 4,6, 7)
) ) (Berlin andFrankel
73 Not ill. Jug or jar L.26 _
2012: Fig. 39: 3)
) ) (Berlin and Frankel
74 Not ill. Pithos L.26 _
2012: Fig. 39: 5)

2.3.1.1.2 Topographical Location arflanimetric Analysis

The sanctuary was established at the top of the mountain near the Western Compound on the Lower
Terrace along theouthern enclosure what is now commonly known as a "temenos” (see Plan 2.21). The

main entrance of the sanctuary was in the eastern half of the northern wall of the main hall through a 1m
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wide opening. The side room is not reachable from outside, andneo doorway between it and the
main hall could be recognized as only the lower foundations courses were preserved (Berlin and Frankel
2012: 31, 33).

2.3.1.1.3 Functional Interpretation

The side room was most likely the storeroom of the temple as evidenced byfiaasigmumber of the

broken pottery vessels, mainly the storage jars and pithos (see Table 2.3) (Berlin and Frankel 2012: 26,
33). Meanwhile, the religious festivals hold in the main hall, as indicated by the altars, benches, and the
99 votive offerings fand in it. Generally speaking, the small size of the sanctuary does not accommodate
a large number of visitors, and it was not, therefore, a principal temple, rather than, a small cultic place

served the small local settlement and passersby (see Table 2.3)

2.3.1.1.4 Chronology

The pottery and votive offerings excavated at the lower foundation courses were characteristic of the late
sixth century B.C.E. i.e. the beginning of the Persian period. The upper strata have yielded Hellenistic
pottery, a bronze coin dintiochus IV, one coin from the Byzantine period, a few glazed dishes and a
Romanperiod lamp. Naturally, no one of the finds reveals a sacred nature, rather than, they reflect a
mundane nature, which would be indicated that the temple ceased to be asraedultic place
simultaneously with the end of the Persian rule, but that does not preclude the occasional visits (Berlin
and Frankel 2012).

2.3.1.1.5 Type

It seemed very I|likely that the sanctuary 1i-s one
r o o t@raple. Similar schemes have been encountered with slight variations at Makmish, Sarepta, and

Kharayeb (see below).

2.3.1.2 T h eNediern Complex
2.3.1.2.1 Contextual Analysis

The Western Complex is square building, measured 25 x 25m, and consisting of two parts: an open
rectangular court on the east measured 10m-{east) x 25m (nortfsouth), and a large structure on the
west called APl at f earrcoort hddRlsodt bedrack fo8r.)The platforen wasaltnof

large hewn ashlars, as evidenced by the fatiads and the lower courses.
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Most of the walls of the APl atformo are razed to
probes that conducted in the southern part of the "Platform" have unearthed incoherent walls incorporated
into each otheand formed rectangular and square spaces (see functional interpretation) (Frankel 1993:
1063; Berlin and Frankel 2012:-23).

Table2.4: The excavated findings in the Western Complex on the summit akiamd Yammim

Catalogue no. Plate. no Type Provenance Reference
_ . ) (Berlin and Frankel
75 Not ill. Piriform juglet L.19 ]
2012: Fig. 19: 1)
(Berlin and Frankel
76 Not ill. Two juglets L.19 2012: Figs. 26: 3;
27:5)
_ Shallow banded (Berlin and Frankel
77 Not ill. L.20 )
bowl 2012: Fig. 40: 3)
_ Fragment of glass (Berlin and Frankel
78 Not ill. L.4 )
alabastron 2012: Fig. 35: 1)
_ Carnelian, barrel (Berlin and Frankel
79 Not ill. L.4 )
shaped bead 2012: Fig. 35: 5)
_ o (Berlin and Frankel
80 Not ill. Ovoid juglet L.13 _
2012:Fig. 24: 6)

2.3.1.2.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

The Western Complex was erected on the summit area near the unfortified western slope giving it a
panoramic view from four sides, which emphasized its defensive function that it was ddergido

remains of a stone pavement on the southern side of the complex could be indicated to entrance in this
segment heading to the sanctuary, of which its doorjamb still in situ (Frankel 1993: 1063; Berlin and
Frankel 2012: 281).

2.3.1.2.3 Furctional nterpreation

The excavators think that this complex served as a fortress or guard tower to protect the sanctuary, and
the site as a whole. The western flank of the site is the weakest point in the mound and easy to penetrate,

SO it was necessary to erect a fazctifion system at this unfortified point (Frankel 1993: 1063). Indeed,
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the ground plan and the topographical location could, therefore, support this function (see below). The
significant amount of the pottery excavated in the lower courses of the soptbkes (Loci.3, 4, 11, 12,

14, 19, and 20) inspired the excavators to presume that they were artificial fills (Berlin and Frankel 2012:
28).

2.3.1.2.4 Chronology

The pottery sherds assembled from the bedrock of the southern part of the "Platform" (i.e. L&g&i.3, 4,
12, 14, 19, and 20) has been dated to the period between the fifth and fourth centuries B.C.E. (Berlin and
Frankel 2012: 281).

2.3.1.2.5 Type

The layout of this compound expressed neither the domestic nature nor the typical cultic place in any
way. Alternativdy, the protective function is the most believable proposition, given the fact that data are

incomplete and inadequate.
2.3.2 Ayyelet HaShahar

Ayyelet HaShahar is located in the Upper Galilee, east of Hazor. The building under discussion came to
light duringthe excavation carried out by P.L.O. Guy in 1950 (Guy 1957).

2321 The Building
2.3.2.1.1 Contextual Analysis

The building was constructed by wusing a construc
rammed earth) (see Chapter 4). Since the excavations haviscioseld the whole plan of the building,

the excavators reconstructed the southern side as shown by the dotted lines (Plan 2.24). The building is
almost exactly oriented to cardinal points of the compass. The restored plan shows four rooms, three of
which are aligned in a single row (Rooms A, B, and C) while the fourth room i.e. Room D occupies the

entire second row. Room A measured 16.7 x 6.2m and was flanking on either side by Rooms C and B.
Both rooms are almost equal in size: Room C measured 6.2 x BenRaom B measured 6.2 x 3.7m. In

the middle of the east wall of Room A is a recess measuredwidenand 0.30rdeep. Door sockets
(0.60mdeep) were dug into the interior corners of this room from both sides, and the two vertical bolt

holes are in the mddle of the threshold, which indicates that the door was a double leaf. Bdeable
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doors are made when more space is needed at the entrance. Remains of iron pivots and carbonized timber

were found in the doesockets.

As previously stated, Room D has rmimpletely excavated, and the excavators have speculated its
original form. In Room D1 are two vertical shafts, roughly-@ep and connected with a 0.6dm
diameter pipeline of pottery. The excavators cited that these installations served as a sgsterage a
bathroom. The floors of the building made up of pebbles and coated with a thin layer of lime plaster. The
walls that were constructed mainly of packed mud brick were also covered with a thin layer of lime
plaster. The long walls are very solitte northern wall is 2.40twide, the central wall is 1.80mvide,

and the southern wall is 2.26wide. Meanwhile, the crossalls are about 1.20iwide. The variation in
thicknesses led to the conclusion that the roof was beargled, carried by the londpick walls. The

finds were confined to the pottery vessels such as bowls, jars, juglets and a few Attic sherds (Reich 1975:
233235; Stern 1982b:-3).

2.3.2.1.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

The building was not the only building on the mound, there were other scattered dwellings belong to

the same occupation phase in the whole excavation areas at AyyeltaHar itself and Hazor (Stern
1982b: 4). Nevertheless, we do not have detailed information about these structures. The building had a
3mwide entrance, opened in the center of the northern wall (loc.E). The opening led directly to Room A,
which reached to Rooms B and C on both sides and Room D on the south as well. Room C reached to

Room D1, and Room B reached to Room D.

As mentioned abovethe excavator has reconstructed the south unexcavated part of the building and
marked the locations of the doorways on different axes given the fact that the visitors should not see the

inner part of the palace directly as is the case with the Assyalangs (Reich 1975: 23236).

2.3.2.1.3 Functional Interpretation

The magnificent design of the building plus its vast size, ground plan, the construction and material
techniques, and thicknesses of its walls, make it an elite building constructed for public purpot®er
words, it must have been a residence domicile of the local governor, his retinue, and the administrative

staff who handled the governance and public administration from this palace.

2.3.2.1.4 Chronology
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The majority of the pottery sherds collected frtme building are characteristic of the Persian period
(Maisler 1952: 22; Stern 1982b:43, with some IrorAge sherds from the nintbighth centuries B.C.E.

and from the Hellenistic period as well (Yeivin 1960: 29). The resemblance between the pulilig build

at Ayyelet HaShahar and the Assyrian royal palaces motivated R. Reich to conclude that the building of
Ayyelet HaShahar was first erected in the Assyrian period and renovated in the late Persian period
(Reich 1975: 23237).

2.3.2.15 Type

S. Yeivin (1960) sugested that the building at Ayyelet $hahar was a palace based on its resemblance

to the Assyrian palace at Arskmash (Ancient Hadatu) in Aleppo Governorate (Plan 2.25). Both
buildings had big entrances reach to parallel lines of rooms. The unexcévatedE at Ayyelet Ha

Shahar served a forecourt, estimating that the throne room or the reception room in the palace at Arslan
Tash (i.e. Room XVIII) was reachable through a big door from a forecourt in the middle of its northern
walls. The suggested podiuincorporated into the depression in the common wall between Rooms A and

B probably intended to place the throne. The lobby in the Assyrian palaces is usually located at one of the
two sides of the reception room: at Arsfaash Palace, Room XVII was antaroom, and Room XVI

served as the stairwell. Hence, Room C has been identified as the anteroom leading to the presumed

stairwell in the unexcavated Area G on the west and the bathroom i.e. Room D1 to the south.

Room B has been interpreted as anotherraote that perhaps was leading to another bathroom in the
unexcavated areas; either on its east side or south of it. Room XX at-Aeshrserved as the bathroom
(Loud 1936: 153160; Loud and Altman 1948: 11B; Reich 1975: 23237; Turner 1970: 17213).

In the author's opinion, the comparison conducted by Yeivin is sketchy and unreliable for the following
arguments: (1) the palace of Arsliash contains three wings with two inner courtyards, but Yeivin
peeled off the northwestern part of the centre vang overlooked the other wings of the palace when
conducted his comparison; (2) the south part of the building of Ayyeleshdhar is destroyed and
therefore, the speculated courtyard in this part which could have been similar to that in the palace of
Arslan-Tash, however, is unclear. Regardless, the deducted part of the palace ofTAsblais very
analogous to the preserved part of the palace of Ayyelk&hdhar, with differentiation in the orientation.
Based on the preceding, the author thinks thatphlace of Ayyelet H&hahar is a miniature of the

Palace of ArslasT ash.
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2.3.3 Hazor (in Arabic Tell elQedah or Wagqgas)

Hazor is located in the Upper Galilee, north of the Sea of Galilee in the Hula Valley. Theshaféz

mound occupies an area of 25 aaed rises about 40m above the surrounding ground level. The mound

is naturally fortified, as it is encircled by steep slopes from the north, east, and south sides, and on the
western side is a huge wall still rising to a height of ca. 15m with a ditechdbiehinitial soundings were

carried out by John Garstang in 1926 (Garstang 1944). In thd 9Bidk, the Hazor expeditions were
headed by Y. Yadin (Yadin 1956a: 4; 1959; 1968).

2331 Citadel I
2.3.3.1.1 Contextual Analysis

Citadel Il of Hazor is an impressive buildimgeasured ca. 30 x 26m (780 square meters), contained a
square open courtyard (Loc.3002) measured ca. 7.5 x 7.5m, surrounded by a single row of rooms from
the east, west and north, and two successive lines of rooms on the south. T¥adl ¢etyjoined Hals

3018 and 3019, which are measured 4.80 x 1.20m and 4.80 x 1.10m respectively (Plan 2.26). North of the
courtyard, there is a rectangular hall (Hall 3009), measured ca. 7.5 x 2.5m, and flanked by two lateral
rooms (Rooms 3026 and 3010). On the opposite, ghe larger hall (Hall 3001) is measured 8.5 x 3m

and similarly flanked by two side Rooms 3005 and 3014. Behind it is a row of small rooms (Rooms 3006,
3007ab and 3008d). Hall 3012 is an ample and rectangular room; measured ca. 7.00 x 2.5m (Yadin
1956h: 123).

The ground plan of Citadel Il is similar to the preceding one that belongs to the Assyrian period (Citadel
lIl). The new settlers have cleaned out the old citadel and conducted some structural alterations. They
blocked off some entrances or dexsed their sizes by erecting partition walls and enclosures inside
rooms. Those changes had significantly altered the internal layout of the building (see below). Almost all
doorjambs were built of upright slabs known as orthostates (see Plan 2.26)4Bdtad0been interpreted

as a niche opened in Wall 3 based on a juglet and an Attic lamp that were found in it (catalogue nos. 97
and 98). Along the length of Hall 3009 was built an uneven wall (W15) with five enclosures and three
niches dividing it into tw rooms with a shared doorway (Fig. 2.30). Another niche made of tooled slabs
of stone was dug into wall 3. All niches contained jars, juglet, and loom weights, whereas all enclosures
were empty of objects except some sherds. In Hall 3012 two partititswexke erected (W12 and W32).

The drainage channel extended from the courtyard into Room 3003 in the east (Fig. 2.31). Inside the latter
was built a clumsy unknowpurpose wall. To the south, along the northern wall of Hall 3001 i.e. Wall 2
was constructd a long enclosure partitioned into two portions (Loci.3041 and 3042) (Fig. 2.32). Some

ovens were built in Rooms 3009, 3003, 3007a, and a silo in the southeast corner of the courtyard (Yadin
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et al. 1958: 547). In the absence of established evidends,hfird to determine if the patches of stones
appeared in the plan on the floors of Halls 3012 and 3009, and Rooms 3026, 3003, 3004, 3007, 3014 and

the courtyard were fallen or paving stones.

Table2.5: Theexcavated findings in Citadel Il of Hazor

Catalogue no. Plate no. Type Provenance Reference
) (Yadinet al.1958:
81 Not ill. Juglet Room3010
Pl. LXXX: 9)
) _ (Yadinet al.1958:
82 Not ill. Bronze ring Room3010
Pl. LXXXII: 8)
_ (Yadinet al.1958:
83 Not ill. Basalt bowl Room3010
PL. LXXXII: 19)
) _ (Yadinet al.1958:
84 Not ill. Loom weight Room3010
PI. LXXXII: 10)
(Yadinet al.1958:
85 Not ill. Juglets Room3009 Pl. LXXX: 3, 5,
12, 17)
] (Yadinet al.1958:
86 Not ill. Bottle Room3009
Pl. LXXX: 22)
(Yadinet al.1958:
87 Not ill. Cooking pots Room3009 Pl. LXXX: 23, 24,
27)
) _ (Yadinet al.1958:
88 Not ill. Storage jars Room3009
Pl. LXXXI:1, 3)
_ (Yadinet al.1958:
89 Not ill. Jug Room3009
Pl. LXXXI: 9)
) (Yadinetal. 1958:
20 Not ill. Iron bracelet Room3009
Pl. LXXXII: 7)
) (Yadinet al.1958:
91 Not ill. Stand Room3009
Pl. LXXXII: 16)
) (Yadinet al.1958:
92 Not ill. Basalt bowl Room3009
PI. LXXXII: 20)
93 Not ill. Iron pick Room3009 (Yadinet al.1958:
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Pl. LXXXII: 4)

Fragment of orage

(Yadinet al.1958:

9 Not ill. _ Loc.3030
jar Pl. LXXX: 35)
] _ (Yadinet al.1958:
95 Not ill. Spindle whorl Loc.3031
Pl. LXXXII: 9)
(Yadinet al.1958:
96 Not ill. Loom weights Loc.3036 Pl LXXXII: 11-
12)
) (Yadinet al.1958:
97 Not ill. Juglet Loc.3043
Pl. LXXX: 2)
] _ (Yadinet al.1958:
98 Not ill. Attic lamp Loc.3043
Pls. LXXXII: 1)
_ (Yadinet al.1958:
99 Not ill. Juglet Loc.3035
Pl. LXXX: 8)
) _ (Yadinet al.1958:
100 Not ill. Cooking pot Room3026
Pl. LXXX: 26)
) _ (Yadinet al.1958:
101 Not ill. Storage jar Room3026
Pl. LXXX: 31)
) (Yadinet al.1958:
102 Not ill. Juglet Room3003
Pl. LXXX: 13)
) Fragment of orage (Yadinet al.1958:
103 Not ill. ) Room3003
jar Pl. LXXXI: 4)
) _ (Yadinet al.1958:
104 Not ill. Loom weight Room3003
PI. LXXXII: 13)
_ (Yadinet al.1958:
105 Not ill. Stand Room3003
PI. LXXXII: 17)
_ (Yadinet al.1958:
106 Not ill. Krater Room3004
Pl. LXXX: 30)
) (Yadinet al.1958:
107 Not ill. Stand Room3004
Pl. LXXXII: 15)
(Yadinet al.1958:
108 Not ill. Juglets Loc.3063 Pl. LXXX: 7, 10,
11)
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(Yadinet al.1958:

109 Not ill. Jug Loc.3063
Pl. LXXXI: 8)
] _ (Yadinet al.1958:
110 Not ill. Attic lamp Loc.3063
Pl. LXXXII: 2)
] _ (Yadinet al.1958:
111 Not ill. Bronze fibula Loc.3063
Pl. LXXXII: 3)
(Yadinet al.1958:
112 Not ill. Juglets Room3012 Pl. LXXX: 4, 6,
18)
] _ (Yadinet al.1958:
113 Not ill. Cooking pot Room3012
Pl. LXXX: 25)
] _ (Yadinet al.1958:
114 Not ill. Storage jar Room3012
Pl. LXXXI: 10)
) _ (Yadinet al.1958:
115 Not ill. Storage jar Courtyard3002
Pl. LXXX: 34)
) _ (Yadinet al.1958:
116 Not ill. Loom weight Courtyard3002
PL. LXXXII: 14)
_ (Yadinet al.1958:
117 Not ill. Juglets Room3001
Pl. LXXX: 1, 16)
) _ (Yadin et al. 1958:
118 Not ill. Storage jar Room3001
Pl. LXXXI: 6)
) (Yadin et al. 1958:
119 Not ill. Juglet Room3006
Pl. LXXX: 20)
) _ (Yadin et al. 1958:
120 Not ill. Storage jars Room3006
Pl. LXXX: 32-33)
) (Yadin et al. 1958:
121 Not ill. Basalt bowl Room3006
PI. LXXXII: 18)
_ (Yadin et al. 1958:
122 Not ill. Krater Room3007
Pl. LXXX: 29)
) _ (Yadin et al. 1958:
123 Not ill. Storage jar Room3007a
Pl. LXXXI: 2)
) (Yadin et al. 1958:
124 Not ill. Jug Room3007a
Pl. LXXXI: 7)
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) (Yadin et al. 1958:
125 Not ill. Juglet Room3007a
Pl. LXXXIII: 5)
] _ (Yadinet al. 1958:
126 Not ill. Iron sickle Room3007b
Pl. LXXXII: 5)

2.3.3.1.2 Topographical Location arflanimetric Analysis

Citadel Il of Hazor was founded on the western flank of the highest point of the upper mound (Area B), of
which overlooks the western slopes of the mound (Fig. 2.33) (Yadin 1856m. 5; 1958a: 4). The plan
explains that some doorways were blocked off or downsized by erecting partition walls or long narrow
enclosures. The entrance to Hall 3001 and the central courtyard (Loc.3002) was completely blocked off
by three courses ¢dng ashlar blocks built up on stretchers without headers and by a long enclosure built
inside the courtyard in front of the blocked entrance (Loc.3052). By sealing off this door, the building had
become divided into two main wings: the northern and soutivengs with a possible separate entrance

for each. The south wing was reachable through Room 3006 and in the north wing another entrance
should have been opened either in the northeast corner through Room 3026 or in Hall 3009 or Hall 3012.
The doorway beveen Rooms 3003 and 3026 was also sealed off. The shared doorway between the
central courtyard and Hall 3009 was decreased by erecting ashlar blocks and two enclosures on either side
of the reduced entrance (Loci.3049 and 3070). The entry to the couatydiRloom 3004 was reduced by
adding a solid wall fits the entire width of the original entrance. Enclosure 3072 was built in the western
wall of the courtyard, in the middle of the doorway. In the midst of the entrance to Hall 3001 and Room
3007a was ereed a 1rdong wall dividing it into two halves forming a douHkaf door (Yadin et al.

1958: 5456).

2.3.3.1.3 Functional Interpretation

Generally speaking, the meager quantity of the objects unearthed in each room and their randomization do
not help us conclude functions of most of them. Moreover, some installations, particularly the enclosures
and the partition walls may refer to a charigethe original role of the rooms and the building
consequently. Halls 3018 and 3019 have been interpreted as towers (Stern 2001: 374). The intense
concentration of objects came from Hall 3009 and its niches and shelves (Loci.3035, 3036, 3027, 3030,
and 331). Most of the excavated artifacts represented kitchen wares including cooking pots, storage jars,
jugs, and a bowl, besides some household tools that found inside the niches such as spindle whorls, loom

weights and miscellaneous objects including &,pécbracelet, a stand and an Attic lamp. The oven built
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inside Room 3009 might indicate to the probability that it served as a kitchen. The southern rooms
perhaps designed for the same purposes of the south end row at Lachish, namely as a living private

apartments and services facilities (see Lachish).

2.3.3.1.4 Chronology

Citadel Il was first established in the Assyrian period (Stratum IIl) in the eighth century B.C.E. and
remodeled in the Persian Period (Stratum 1) (Yadin 1956a: 8; 1958b: 40). The ferstaioccupation

was assigned by a coin to the fourth century B.C.E. i.e. to the reign of the monarch Artaxerxes Ill, who
ruled from 359 to 338 B.C.E. (Stern 2001: 376).

2.3.3.1.5 Type

This building recalls the Palace of Lachish and Citadel Il of Zeit but it issmaller in size than both of

them. Both citadels of Hazor and Beéthr contained a spacious hall (reception suit) south of the
courtyard with two lateral rooms on both sides and a back row of services rooms behind it. Palace of
Lachish had two broad halla throne room and a reception suit) with side rooms on both sides and a row
of services and private rooms behind them. West of the courtyard of Citadel Il of Hazor is a single broad
longitudinal hall (Hall 3012) while both palaces of Lachish and Zethhad two long parallel halls:

Halls 91 and 93 at BetBur and Halls U/Y and T/AC at Lachish. North of the courtyard of Citadel Il of
Hazor is a broad hall with two side rooms on either side; while in the palace of Lachish there is a single

row of small roors, and the northern side of Citadel Il of B&tlr is an open space.

On the eastern side of the courtyard of Citadel Il of Hazor are ample rooms, but the eastern side of the
palace of Lachish had formed of several small rooms, and the eastern sideooftyerd of Citadel Il of

Beth-Zur had no room. The pillared porticos of the courtyard of the Palace of Lachidhilgbit
entrances) have not been encountered in Citadel Il of Hazor. Based on the previous results, the author
supposed that Citadel Il ofdzor was not built for defensive purposes as the excavators previously
proposed. Alternatively, it was a luxurious building built chiefly as a domicile for an extraordinary person
(the local governor?) and his family based on its palatial layout inclutdmgapacious halls and the

broad courtyard, besides the domestjee findings.

The orthostates used in the construction the doorjambs were found in Building 1295 of Megiddo and
Building B of Tell Keisan. Our explanation, therefore, is that the buildiagsw e | i-¢t @ u Mto emal ac

built for both residential and administrative purposes.
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2.3.4 Jokneam

Jokneam or Yognedam is | ocated in a rugged regio
Mountains northern Palestine. The mound occupies an area offé)au rising to a height of 60m
above its surrounding (Fig. 2.34) (B&or and Rosenthal 1978: 57, 60). The excavations were
undertaken in the name of the Institute of Archaeology of the Hebrew University at Jerusalem in
collaboration with the Israel Elgration Society between 1977 and 1987. A. Ben and R. Rosenthal
directed the first season of excavations. A.Ben, Y. Portugali and M. Avissar directed the next three
seasons (Beiior and Rosenthal 1978; Bdior et al. 1979; 1983; 2005). In the Ransperiod (Strata X

VIII), Tel Jokneam was an unfortified city, and the Pergiariod remains were severely devastated by
deep trenches dug in the Early Islamic and Crusader periods. Therésmtved architectural remains
were found in Stratum X. St IX had some incoherent walls, and no architectural remains were
attributed to Stratum VIII. The only Perstaeriod remains that belong to this stratum are several large
pits of unknown purposes dug into walls and floors of Strata X and IX causingidiesirof the
buildings (BenrTor et al. 1983: 312005: 403, 414 Fig. IV. 12; IV.13; IV: )4

Despite the enormous damage occurred on Stratum IX, it is possible to notice the applied building
techniques. Room 1558 was built of undressed fieldstone witarashrs integrated into Wall 1044, the

soc al | ed@dndrfipb elre 6 -anda sfhrl ualrbsloe met hod, which is char
pillars masonry with a fill of fieldstone in between (BEor et al. 1983: 33). The architectural remains of

this stratum and the associated large storage jars reflected the public nature, perhaps st@ersbons (

et al 2005 421). Only Stratum X remains will be addressed since it had coherent walls formed a definite

plan.

2341 Stratum XBuilding
2.3.4.1.1 Contextual Analysis

In the plan, the architectural remains of the northern building of this stratum are better preserved than the
southern one. Both complexes are separated by-thi2knretaining or terrace wall (W208) running east

west (Plan 2.27). The northern building tins, at least, five rectangular of varying sizes rooms are
Rooms 1971, 1953, 1934 and two unmarked rooms on the east and west. These rooms are arranged in a
single continuous row and separated by crosswalls (W215, W206, W205, and WEOBlgr 2.27)

(BenTor et al. 2005404406). Room 1971 is the largest room, measured 3 x 2m, and had -pavede

floor. The undesignated room east of it contained a tabun (L.1976) in its southwest corner abutting Wall
215. Room 1953 measured ca. 1.80 x 2.20m. Room is934haped room, measured ca. 1.60 x 2.20m
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and was also storfaved. South of the building there are portions of walls (W251, 1022, 1051, and 108)
and packed earth floors (Loci.2054, 1566, 1568, 1526, 1571, 1567a, and 1527) of a separate building. Of
patticular concern is Wall 1022, which was built of undressed rough stones with ashlar piers united into
Walls 1022 and 1051 (piemdrubble technique) (Bemor et al. 1983: 33). Some scholars speculate that

this method used to buttress the structure (clo8H.979: 63) while others think that these ashlar piers

were solely an aesthetic element (Pritchard 19729

Table2.6: The excavated findings in Stratum X building of Jokneam

Catalogue no. Plate no. Type Provenance Reference
_ _ (BenTor et al. 2005
127 Not ill. Storage jars L.1971 .
404; Fig. IV.1: ¥11)
_ (BenTor et al. 2005
128 Not ill. Krater L.1971 _
404: Fig. IV.1: 12)
_ . (BenTor et al. 2005
129 Not ill. Mortaria L.1971 _
405; Fig. IV.2: 12)
(BenTor et al. 2005
130 Notill. Bowls L.1971 405; Figs. IV. 1: 13;
IV.2: 3-6)
_ _ (BenTor et al. 2005
131 Not ill. Cooking pot L.1971 _
405; Fig. IV.2: 7)
_ (BenTor et al. 2005
132 Not ill. Decorated sherd L.1971 _
405; Fig. IV.2: 8)
_ (BenTor et al. 2005
133 Not ill. Lamp L.1971 _
405; Fig. IV.2: 9)
_ _ (BenTor et al. 2005
134 Not ill. Loom weight L.1971 _
405; Fig. IV.2: 10)
_ _ (BenTor et al. 2005
135 Not ill. Storage grs L.1934 .
406; Fig. IV.3: 14)
_ (BenTor et al. 2005
136 Not ill. Juglet L.1934 ,
406; Fig.IV.3: 5)
_ _ (BenTor et al. 2005
137 Not ill. Storage jars L.2054 _
407; Figs. IV.4: 110)
138 Not ill. Storage jars L.1567a (BenTor et al. 2005
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408; Fig. IV.5: 14)
. . (BenTor et al. 2005
139 Not ill. Hole-mouth jar L.1567a _
408; Fig. IV.5: 5)
i . (BenTor et al. 2005
140 Notill. Cooking pot L.1567a _
408; Fig. IV.5: 6)
. i (BenTor et al. 2005
141 Not ill. Storage jar L.1527 _
408; Fig. IV.6: 1)
. . (BenTor et al. 2005
142 Not ill. Hole-mouth jar L.1527 _
408; Fig. IV.6: 2)
. . (BenTor et al. 2005
143 Not ill. Mortaria L.1527 .
408; Fig. IV.6: 34)

2.3.4.1.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

The Persiafperiod town at Jokneam was an extraral settlement at the northwest edge of the mound in
Area B2 (Squares-E-G/30-31-32) (Fig. 2.35) (BefTor and Rosenth&l978: 63; Berror et al. 1979:

73). The westernmost parts of the architectural remains that located in SquaB2 Ef&0razed to the

ground owing to their vicinity to the western slope. The mmade mound had a critical position since it
overlooks Jezrde/alley at the crossroads leading to Megiddo in the southern part of the region, and it
controls the northeastern outlet of the route crossing the Carmel Mountains. Too, the site is located at the
junctions of Phoenicia and inland Syria (BEor and Rosethal 1978: 57). The northern and eastern sides

are joining the limits of the excavation area while the western side is adjacent to the slope. Therefore, no
entrance could be found on these fronts. Furthermore, there is no opening in the southernwetthining

Too, the plan does not show doorways between the rooms, which could mean that they are either absent

or disregarded.

2.3.4.1.3 Functional Interpretation

The sizable quantity of storage jars found in the rooms that are arranged in a parallel row is cagegoricall
suggested that they were designed for storage ends, namely warehouses. The lush and cultivable soil and
the plenty of water rendered a suitable environment for living and horticulture, which explains the

presence of a vast number of storage jars and wélssels that were used for storing the crops.

2.3.4.1.4 Chronology
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The remains of Stratum X were buried undecumulatediebris of the Late Iron Age (Stratum XBédn

Tor et al. 2005404). Based on the pottery vessels, Stratum X was dated to the late ssithydifth
centuries B.C.E. (Beffor et al. 1983: 45). Stratum IX buildings replaced the buildings of this stratum. Pit
1564 of Stratum VIII was cut through the northwest corner of Loc.2054 (see PlanBeRMdr et al.
2005 414).

2.3.4.15 Type

The alignmentof he rooms in a parallel row recalls the AM
Dor, the storerooms excavated in Grid 50 at Ashkelon (Phase 6), the storehouses of Tel Megadim, and the

workshops and warehouses of the second town of Tel Nahariya.

The integrated ashlar piers into the walls is a Phoenician technique adopted in the dwellings of the lower

city of Shikmona, the buildings of the settlement of Tell Abu Hawam, the complex of Acre, Areas D and

C buildings of Tel Y a Warehpuset oh Ashkdton, atre evareh@use \bfi Jaffaa a n
(Building M), Area D1 building and the "Magazine Building" in Tel Dor, Building 264 of Tel Mevorakh,

Buil ding 1 -reomdnot hheui fi dBuaral, the fesidéndidl quarterlat Beirut, and the
storeroom of Tel | Kazel. The author t-Romemdothbhus!| diype

meant chiefly to be a public storage facility.

2.4  JEZREEL VALLEY

Jezreel Valley (in Arabic Marj Ibn Amer) is a fertile plain south of Galilee. Megiddo is the oty si

in the Persian period. Less important sites contained Pgrsiaod building remains were also excavated

in this region. Tel Kedesh (in Arabic Tell Abu Qudeis) is situated between Megiddo and Taanach. The
Persiarperiod occupation in it was aseiggd to Stratum lll, of which produced segments of walls, tabuns,

a rubbish pit, a section of floor with a mortar and local pottery (Stern and Arieh 1979: 9; Figs. 6 and 8).
The excavations at Tel/l Tadbannek s oul$dfamdssiviie gi d d «
structure erected in the late sixth century B.C.E. and dioee pits (Lapp 1967: 332; Fig. 20).

2.4.1 Megiddo (in Arabic Tell el Mutesellim)

Megiddo is an important site in Jezreel Valley northern Palestine, in a strategic position on the highways.
The first excavations were carried out between 1903 and 1905 by Gottlieb Schumacher for the German
Society for the Study of Palestine (Schumached8)9 After the First World War, Carl Watzinger

publ i shed the survived available remains from Sch
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excavations were reopened by the Oriental Institute of the University of Chicago and continued until the
outbreak of the Second World War. Clarence S. Fisher directed the excavations. In the following seasons
P. L. O. Guy, Robert Lamon, Geoffrey M. Shipton, and Gordon Loud headed the fieldwork (Fisher 1929;
Guy 1931; Lamon and Shipton 1939; Loud 1948). Thei&eperiod remains were attributed to Stratum

I in Areas A and D, and Stratalllin Area C (Plan 2.28). In the rest of the areas, the remains of this

period were scanty (Lamon and Shipton 1939: 88).

The site was abandoned in the middle of the fourth ceytu B. C. E. (Guy 1931: 19
trenches had caused extensive damages to some buildings belonging to Stratum I, such as Building 736
(see below). In the ground layouts, the excavators did not detach the architectural remains that belong
indeed to Satum | from those belong to the earlier strata (Plan 2.29). However, Buildings 736 and 1295
indisputably belong to Stratum I, likewise some very destructed remains such as Building 640 in Square

Q5 and Building 1415 in Square P10 (Stern 2001: 377).

24.1.1 ATher tFr es s o
2.4.1.1.1 Contextual Analysis

Schumacher6s trenching operations in 1903 reveale
were destroyed. The "Fortress" is a grand rectangular building; measured ca. 65 x 46m, constructed of
massive and roughaites, varying from 2 to 2.5thick. Small stones filled the crack between the two

faces (Plan 2.30; Fig. 2.36) (Fisher 1929: 61, 65; Lamon and Shipton 1939: 83; Wright 1985: 91). The
original plan of the Fortress consists of a central courtyard measurethaghsouth) x 29m (eastest)

surrounded by roofed rooms from three sides: north, south, and west while the eastern side is an open
space. The building has not symmetric scheme, and it seems that several architectural adjustments were

conducted on theriginal plan, and new walls were supplemented by some parts of it.

2.4.1.1.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

Area C where the Fortress was erected, however, is the eastern edge of the mound, and it was flanking by
remains of badhdamaged dwellingm the unfortified area (Fig. 2.37) (Fisher 1929:@% Figs. 39%40;

Lamon and Shipton 1939: 83). A paved road west of the structure might suggest that the main entrance
was from this side (Fisher 1929: 61). Given the fact the open court opens on thaigasinclusion

lacked objectivity. The only inner entryway is that opened on the northwest side of the courtyard leading

to a small room through a 5wide entrance with a threshold.

2.4.1.1.3 Functional Interpretations
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The little quantity of the findings thdbund inside this building are not reliable to define its function.
Nonetheless, its central position on the high mound that was allowing it to monitor the region, besides its
layout and its solid walls, however, make the interpretation as a fortress risodt adequate proposed
function.

2.4.1.1.4 Chronology

Based on the pottery evidence, Fisher distinguished two successive architectural phases in the Fortress:
Strata Il and I. Stratum Il was assigned to the Assyrian period between 650 and 600 B.C.E. and Stratum |
was attributed to the period between the -Assyrian and Persian periods (6880 B.C.E). The
Assyrianper i od fortress was erected on the ruins of
Fisherdés AAstarte Templ ed,lll(0-650wHGC.E£)hAt amarate, Bortress i but e
Il maintained its general layout without modification during the second phaseusé rg.e. Stratum 1)
(Schumacher 1908: 111P4; Fisher 1929: 61, 68; Lamon and Shipton 1939: 87).

24115 Type

Apparently, this buildind e | ongs t-wo urhted fisocpheenme , encircled by ro
open space in the fourth one. Yet, on closer observation, we can realize the considerable similarities
between it and Fort A of Tell Jemmeh, despite the fortress of Megiddimastadouble in size than Fort

A and the courtyard of fortress of Megiddo is twice bigger than Fort A. On the other hand, both buildings

have a rectangular broad open court opened to the south and flanked by a double row of rooms on the
north and south s and a single line on the west.

24.1.2 AThe Barrackso
2.4.1.2.1 Contextual Analysis

The "Barracks" is a term given by the excavators to the three longitudinal rooms excavated in Squares K
L/9 (Rooms 634, 635 and 576) (Fig. 2.38). These rooms are planned in three pawalleinning north

south. The floor level of these rooms is very close to the ground level. Room 635 is extended up to the
gated pathway in Square K9 and cut off a portion of it. Their shared southern wall is extended westward
and combined into Wall 1046f Building 1052 belonging to Stratum lll. These Barracks might have
relations with Rooms 603 and 604 in Squares-MJ9 A long street (Loc.606) running notbuth
separates them that was reaching to the residential area in the southern part of théAmesuAg

(Lamon and Shipton 1939: 88). In Room 635 were found bronze fibulae and steatite whorl (Lamon and
Shipton 1939: Pls. 78: 101; 93: 15).
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2.4.1.2.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

The Barracks were erected in the northern part of the mowardime city gate (Area D). Apparently, the
rooms were isolated, in the sense of they did not reach to each other, rather than each barrack was

reachable from the citgate in the north.

2.4.1.2.3 Functional Interpretation

The vast spaces of each room gave each btigemn an adequate space to accommodate a significant
number of persons, which prompted the excavators to conclude that they were served as barracks (Lamon
and Shipton 1939: 88). Wright (1985: 92) suggested storerooms instead. In the author's vietv ethe ¢ats
suggestion is unrealistic since no pottery wares or storage jars were found inside them, plus their position
near the city gate supports the first proposal. Indeed, besides the fact that the Barracks are comparable to
the warehouses of Ashkelon, Jelam, Tel Dor and Tel Megadim, however, their large sizes, their
position near the city gate and connection with the monitoring rooms made their defensive mission,
therefore, is more reasonable than the storage one. The rectangular rooms (Loci.603 ewdecodijt

most likely to monitor and control the passageway heading to the residential quarter in the south and the
city gate in the north.

2.4.1.2.4 Chronology

Despite the insufficient number of the objects that found inside these rooms, Stern (2001: 37 &dattribut

them to Stratum | because of their stratigraphic sequence.

24125 Type

Although the floor plan of the "Barracks" is slightly similar to some warehouses and storehouses
excavated elsewhere in the Levant, there are profound variations in datatzdingly, it is not

reasonabl e to cl assirfoyomshe waamdrog steltse fAparal l el

2.4.1.3 Building 736
2.4.1.3.1 Contextual Analysis

Schumacher 6s trench (Loc. 674) -sbuthaakis irhtleaniddleeofthe ¢c on d u
courtyard has caused partly damaging in the north and south parts. The western walls are better preserved

than the eastern walls. Fortunately, the bugdmaintained its main layout. The plan demonstrates a
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rectangular building measured ca. 20 x 18m contains a rectangular open courtyard (Loc.736) measured
ca. 16 x 8m and variotsize rooms on the north, east, and west while the southern side is an ag@en spa
(see Plans 2.29, 2.31). The excavators assumed that there was a fourth row on the south side of the
building, but Schumacher's trench has destroyed it.

An empty rectangular cistern (Loc.741) was dug into the floor Room 1314. The excavators beligve that
postdates the buildings, but they did not assign its exact date due to the absent of material culture (Lamon
and Shipton 1939: 88).

Table2.7: The excavated findings in Building 736 of Megiddo

Catalogue no Plate no. Type Provenance Reference

(Lamon and
144 Not ill. Jug Room736 Shipton 1939: PI.
1:5)

(Lamon and
145 Not ill. Iron chisel Room740 Shipton 1939: PI.
83: 16)

(Lamon and
146 Not ill. Basalt whorl Room740 Shipton 1939: PI.
93: 3)

(Lamon and
147 Notill. Jar Room1314 Shipton 1939: PI.
9: 28)

(Lamon and
148 Not ill. Carnelian bead Room1314 Shipton 1939: PI.
90: 12)

2.4.1.3.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

Building 736 was erected in the southern part of
Area A (Squares 8/109) (see Plan 2.29) (Lamon and Shipton 1939: Fig. 98). The main entrance to the
building should have been in the open space int fobrthe courtyard southward. The central courtyard

was the communicating link between the west and east sides. On the west, it opened to Rooms 1314, 740
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and perhaps to the undesignated room at the south

entrance to the courtyard and Room 737 in the north.

2.4.1.3.3 Functional Interpretation

The objects are very meager and do not fulfill, by themselves, the minimum demands to identify the
functions of the rooms. Generally speaking, the design and excavated hduseielsuggest that

Building 736 was a residency or large, weldo villa or residency.

2.4.1.3.4 Chronology

Building 736 belongs with the utmost confidence to Stratum |, as evidenced by the pottery and other
objects excavated in some portions of the buildiragnon and Shipton 1939: 91).

24135 Type

The layout of the building affiliated the "opeourt” type, of which rooms on three sides surround it. The
building's design resembles considerably Building G of Tell Qasile that built for domicile goals, the Villa
of Ashkelon (Phase 13), and House J ofviiha.

2.4.1.4 Building 1295
2.4.1.4.1 Contextual Analysis

The present author has chosen the sections that he believed to have been an integral part of the building
and peeled off the other parts of the original plan in order to undérbgtter its design. Indeed, the
gigantic mess occurred in Stratum |, however, made it difficult for gaining a sunny layout for several
buildings, including Building 1295. Seemingly, the building contained two inner courts instead of one
with rooms aroundhem: a northern courtyard (loci.1295 and 966) and a southern smaller one (Loc.760)
(see Plans 2.29, 2.32). The north court was gpaved, and its entire eastern wall is destroyed while the
south court was not paved except some preserved patches astlem@ (loci.753 and 756). The east walll

of Building 1295 is the west wall of Building 763 i.e. both buildings are attached to a shared wall. The
doorjambs of Entrance 750 and the common doorway between Rooms 763 and 713 were built of

orthostates.
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Table2.8: The excavated findings in Building 1295 of Megiddo

Catalogue no. Plate no. Type Provenance Reference

(Lamon and
149 Not ill. Jar Room1294 Shipton 1939: 88:
Pl. 12: 62)

(Lamon and
150 Not ill. Jar Room1295 Shipton 1939: 88:
Pl. 13: 67)

(Lamon and
151 Not ill. Bowl Room1295 Shipton 1939: 88:
Pl. 23: 2)

(Lamon and
152 Not ill. Chalice Room1295 Shipton 1939: 88:
Pl. 33: 3)

(Lamon and
153 Not ill. Bowls Room763 Shipton 1939: 88:
Pls. 23: 13; 2429)

(Lamon and
154 Not ill. Jar Room763 Shipton 1939: 88:
Pl. 9: 19)

2.4.1.4.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

If we acknowledge the two inner courts suggestion, then the building contained two separate wings with

an entrance or more for eadthe main entrance appeared in the plan is located in the northern wall of the
inorthern courtyardo (Loc. 750), which opened seen
northern wing as well and reached to Room 713 through a pathway westiafiitg northsouth. The

north courtyard perhaps had a third entry in its eastern demolished wall. The proposed southern wing had
most probably an entrance from the south. It seems that Loc.766 opened to the west pathway, but the

opening was sealed off atater stage.

2.4.1.4.3 Functional Interpretation
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Only a few negligible quantities of pottery vessels have been found, which in the author's view made it
difficult to gain a full understanding of the rooms' functions. Like Building 736, it appears that Building

1295had only one functiora private residence or villa.

2.4.1.4.4 Chronology

Despite the limited data that is provided by the pottery and other excavated objects, they were attributed
to the period between the late sixth and +foidrth centuries B.C.E. (Stratum [) (ireon and Shipton
1939: 91).

2.4.1.45 Type

The "two inner courts" buildings would seem unfamiliar during the Persian period, and only Buseirah and
Tell Jemmeh (Building B) contained this Assyrian style. Regarding the construction methods, the
stonemasons of Building295 sought to add an element of beauty the doors by erecting the upright slab

stones at the doorjambs (orthostates) (see Hazor for parallel examples).

2.5 JUDEAN FOOTHILLS

The Judean Foothills (in Arabic Ahalil) south of the West Bank is a lowland regionthe heart of
Palestine, flanked by the Negev on the south and the Dead Sea on the east. Three important sites from the

Persian period were excavated in this area are Khirbet Nimra, Lachish, arduBeth

2.5.1 Khirbet Nimra

Khirbet Nimra is located north of Alhalil. In 1989, Hizmi and Shabtai conducted a rescue excavation at
the site and assigned it to the Persian period (Hizmi and Shabtai 1993). Vividly, the excavators have
devoted their attention principally to the methodology and typology of the loom tweigtavated inside

the building instead of the building itself.

2511 The Building
2.5.1.1.1 Contextual Analysis

The building does not seem to be-ptanned since its rooms are arranged in a chaotic manner and its
walls are occasionally overlappeddndressed and slightly hewn stones were used in the construction. The
thicknesses of the tumbledown walls are uneven. The total length from east to west is 25m and from north

to south is 12m. The buildingontainedthirteen rooms of various sizes (Plai33. It is not possible at
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this juncture to predict if the stones that still exist in Rooms C, R and M are paving stones or fell off from
the walls and ceiling. Room A measures ca. 2.5m-{gast) x 4m (nortksouth) and contains a pit or silo

dug into is northeastern corner. Some unknefwnction installations were excavated inside Room Q.
Room E measured 2.40m (nogbuth) x 6m (easwest) and was divided by a partition wall into two
completely separated sections. A s@mtular unknowrpurpose wall \@s built in the northeast corner of
Room F. Room D also contains some unclear installations. Room N measured 3nsdutrihx 6m

(eastwest) and has a neat appearance and marked by its solid walls on four sides.

Table2.9: The excavated findings in the building of Khirbet Nimra

Catalogueno. Plate no. Type Provenance Reference
) (Shamir 1997: 5,
) Sixteen loom .
155 Not ill. . RoomA Table 2; Fig. 2: 1,
weights
7-8)
) Three loom (Shamir1997:
156 Not ill. _ RoomD
weights Table 2)
) _ (Shamir 1997: 5;
157 Not ill. Two loom weights RoomE
Table 2)
] _ (Shamir 1997: 5;
158 Not ill. Two loom weights Rooml
Table 2)
) _ (Shamir 1997: 5;
159 Not ill. One loom weight RoomK
Table 2)
(Shamir 1997: 5;
) Twenty four loom _
160 Not ill. . RoomN Table 2; Fig. 2: 2
weights
6, 910)

2.5.1.1.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

Khirbet Nimra is very close to Tell-durn at EfGedi, so it is reasonable to conclude that they had a sort
of relation between both sites. The current plansdo&t illustrate the location of the main entrance,
especially given the absence of the personal comments of the excavators, although the author would

estimate that it was in the west through Forecourt I.

2.5.1.1.3 Functional Interpretation
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Admittedly, the ground pin points out neither a defensive function nor a palatial nature. Apparently, the
vast amount of the loom weights, particularly in Rooms A and N, indicates that these rooms were often
used in fabric and textile work viz workshops. Room | in the westeenp@thaps was a forecourt. Stern
thinks that the building was an administrative center (Stern 2001: 450). Indeed, given the information
embedded in the excavation report, Stern's proposal is undeterminable. In fact, the significant number of
loom weights wuld indicate that the building was a productive place administered by a local government
that manages the workflows, or most likely it was simply a private dwelling settled by a family whom

their livelihoods had relied mainly upon on leatherworking.

2.5.1.1.4 Chrorology

Types and forms of the loom weights discovered inside the building are characteristic of the Persian
period (Shamir 1997:-8). In point of fact, similar species were found at Makmish (cf. StAgédr

1989: 359), Shikmona (cf. Elgavish 1968: Pl. UXI159-164) and in the town of Tell Mardikh,
specifically inloci.2480, 2057, 2020, 2070, 2004, 2038, 2430, 2063, 2481, 2463, 2480, and 2411
(catalogue nos. 632, 634, 637, 641, 646, 650, 651, 653, and 655).

2.5.1.1.5 Type

The building of Khirbet Nimra is vergimple and had no a unigue plan. Therefore, we could not classify

it to any other type knew in the Levant.

2.5.2 Lachish (in Arabic Tell edDuweir)

Lachish is located on the main road heading from the southern coastal plaikhali\IFoothills, some

30 km southeast of Ashkelon. The archaeological mound at Lachish is located on the edge of Wadi
Ghafar and surrounded by fertile lands, which makes it indistinguishable from a long distance or in
restricted visibility (Fig. 2.39). The region is characterizediy hills and small deep valleys-lretween
(Ussishkin 2004b: 23).

The site was first excavated between 1932 and 1938 under J. L. Starkey with the assistance of L. Harding

and O. Tufnell on behalf of t he AWel |tothendearMar st o
Easto (Starkey 1934; 1935; 1937; Tufnel!l 1953) . |
of excavations, which shed additional l i ght on th

during the British expedition (Adroni 1975). In 2004, D. Ussishkin renovated the fieldwork in the name
of the Institute of Archaeology at Tel Aviv University (Ussishkin 2004a; b). The British team attributed
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Level | to the Persian period. During the Persian period, TeDwedeir was refirbished as an
administrative centre contained a roadway leading to thegaty, the inner city gate (Area GE; Square

G-18), the outer city gate (Area GW, SquareslBly, the citywall, the Residency or the Palace on the

summit of the mound (Squares K1L2 / 13/ 14) , the central t-282MB)] e A Sol

cemeteries (Plan 2.34) and remains of three houses (Tufnell 1989; @8sishkin 1993: 910; 2004a:
95).

2521 ThePalace
2.5.2.1.1 Contextual Analysis

The Palace of Lachish was erected on a raised piatfoomprised of two main wings: northern and
southern wings and a spacious open courtyard (Loc.P) measured 18 x i&weaen(Plan 2.35) The

court was surrounded by 30 various size rooms and halls on fout: sidgiagle row of rooms on the
north andeast, a double row on the west (the second row is outlined by dotted lines since it been

demolished), and a triple row south of it.

Half of the east wall was founded on rubbish. The west wall was destroyed. The substructure of the
building was constructedf small semidressed limestone blocks and mudbrick coated with plaster. The
fallen curved limestone from the uppermost parts of the walls on the floors of the rooms except the
courtyard, however, reveals that the building had barrel vaulted roofs coedtrot welldressed
limestone measured in average 0.50m x 0.25m x 0.15m, plastered with lime and supported by arches

(Fig. 2.40). In the same manner, the floors, doorsills, columns and column bases were whitewashed.

The building is oriented to the norlauth axis, and measures ca. 50m (nadhth) x 36m (eastest)

(Tufnell 1953: 131134). West of the courtyard is a staircase leading to a doowlef rooms (Stern

1982b: 60). The elongated hall on this side (i.e. Hall U) had two pairs of pilasterdpmgptitom the

long walls at the northern end forming an end space (loci.Y and V) (Reich 1992a: 118). Both Hall K and
the undesignated hall north of it, counting the small side rooms i.e. Rooms L and J on either side of Hall
K and Rooms O and Q on eithedsiof the undesignated hall, however, measured 25mweast x 7m
(northrsouth). At the eastern and western ends are identical rooms: on the east there are Rooms M and N

and on the west there are Rooms N and R/S. At the southernmost side of the muddanggle row of

! The unmarked room thaek on the northeastern end has been counted.
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the square and rectangular rooms: Rooms A, B, AF, C, D/E, F and G. The floors of Rooms A and B were

plastered and equipped with a drainage canal.

The crucial feature of the building is the two pillared porticoes at the entrances touthers and
western halls. The columns of the porticoes are-wgdirried and standing on round bases above stepped
square plinths (Figs. 2.41.44), with wellcut door sockets and thresholds (Reich 1992a: 118; Fantalkin
and Tal 2006: 169). These drums negented the earliest stem@de column bases ever documented in
Palestine. In the previous periods, particularly in the Late Bronze Age temples, however, they used to be
wooden pedestals (Fischer and Tal 2003: 21, 29; Ussishkin 2004a: 96). In Roome&E]rtims were
re-erected in a later stage (Fig. 2.45). A door socket was uncovered in thid@rentrance opened to

Room Z. The floor of Room B was plastered with an inclined surface to discharge the waste water into a
clay pipe that continued eastwardhimn the lavatory and then to outside (Fig. 2.46) (Tufnell 1953: 131
133).

Table2.10: The excavated findings in the Palace of Lachish

Catalogue no. Plate no. Type Provenance Reference
_ Fragmenbf potstand and (Tufnell 1953:
161 Not ill. RoomA
sherds of bowl 136)
Fragments of jar; Bowls;
. i (Tufnell 1953:
162 Not ill. Fragments oMinoanware;Jar RoomB 136)
handle
. i (Tufnell 1953:
163 Not ill. Weight RoomC
136)
_ . (Tufnell 1953:
164 Not ill. Fragments of jars and bowls| RoomD 136)
Mortaria; Potstand; Storage
_ jars, Baking plate; Attic sherdg (Tufnell 1953:
165 Not ill. ) RoomE
Lamp; Arrowhead; Sickle; 136)
Stone bead
_ _ (Tufnell 1953:
166 Not ill. Fragment of jar RoomF
136)
_ (Tufnell 1953:
167 Not ill. Jar handles RoomJ
136)
168 Not ill. Glazed cupjar; oking pot; RoomK (Tufnell 1953:
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Bowls; Jar handles; Bead;
Scarab; Sickle; Hil

137)

(Tufnell 1953:

169 Not ill. Nail; Sickle; Bead RoomL
137)
) Mortaria; Potstand; Lampad (Tufnell 1953:
170 Not ill. RoomN
Base; bula 137)
. . (Tufnell 1953:
171 Not ill. Unguentarium RoomO
137)
Handle of Kylix; Fagments of
lamps;Krater; Black Glazed
_ Skyphos;Handle of amphora; (Tufnell 1953:
172 Not ill. _ ] RoomP
Jar; Mortaria; Goking pot; 137-138)
Alabaster dishPart of altar;
Sickle; Al flask; Jar handles
_ (Tufnell 1953:
173 Not ill. Bowl RoomR
138)
_ (Tufnell 1953:
174 Not ill. Jar; Bowl; Mycenaean sherd RoomT
138)
Black Glazed dish; Mortaria;
_ _ (Tufnell 1953:
175 Not ill. Bowils; Storage jars; Potstand RoomU 138)
Cooking pots
_ _ (Tufnell 1953:
176 Not ill. Attic sherd RoomV
138)
_ Storage jar; Bases; Cooking (Tufnell 1953:
177 Not ill. RoomW
pot; Bone spatula; all 138)
_ Krater; Jar; Cooking pot; (Tufnell 1953:
178 Not ill. RoomX
Handle 139)
_ Base of lamp; Mrtaia; (Tufnell 1953:
179 Notill. _ RoomY
Cooking pot; Potstand;dhgle 139)
(Tufnell 1953:
180 Not ill. Attic sherds RoomAA
139)
_ Fragment of Black Glazed (Tufnell 1953:
181 Not ill. RoomAB
bowl; Pin; Bead 139)

56




_ , (Tufnell 1953:
182 Not ill. Attic sherd RoomAC
139)
_ Storage jar; Mrtaria; Cooking (Tufnell 1953:
183 Not ill. RoomAD
pot; Jr handle 139)
Black Glazed carinated cup;
_ , _ (Tufnell 1953:
184 Not ill. Storage jar; Alabaster dish; RoomAE 130)
Handle
(Tufnell 1953:
185 Not ill. Potstand RoomAF
139)

2.5.2.1.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

The palace occupies the center and the highest point of the mound. Fhateiig on its back wall
(Ussishkin 2004a: 95). As shown in the ground plan, the main entrance was at the eastern end of the
northern wall through Room Z. Tufnell has supposedtaratoor in the western demolished wall leading

from Room T to the courtyard via Hall U (Tufnell 1953: 132). The courtyard communicated with the
apartments around it. Each room on the eastern and northern side of the courtyard was approached only
through he court. The latter reached to the western rooms through a colonnade portico and reached to the
southern apartments by three steps laid in front of a-dta columned portico. The two elongated
successive halls (i.e. Hall K and the unmarked hall) reatthedch other through an entryway opened in

the middle of their shared wall on the opposite side of the entrance of the southern portico. Both halls are
communicated with the small rooms on either side except Room R, which was reachable through Hall T
and perhaps Room N. The rooms at the southern end were reachable through three speacexly
doorways opened in the south wall of Hall K. Ondl@fmwas opened in the west and led to Rooms A

and B through Room L. The second one was opened in the midthe obmmon wall and reached to
Rooms AF, G, O/E and F through the hall. The third opening was through Room N in the west that was
entering to Room G.

2.5.2.1.3 Functional interpretation

Generally speaking, the public nature of the building is clearly demonstraiexidige and layout. The

pillared porticoes, the vast halls and the whitewashed floors, walls, and columns manifested special

i nnovations appeared only in the sumptuous- mansi o
Forto (St ar kKg87y239.9RBe500ms200 &ither slde of the two elongated halls beyond the
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southern portico were private rooms and domestic office. Loc.S was interpreted as a substructure of a
stairwell approaching the roof. Loc.AG outside the building served as a plafbersewerage channel

and plastered stepped floors of Rooms A and B pointed out that they functioned as lavatories: Room B
acted as a bathroom, and Room A was a toilet (Starkey 1935: 203; Tufnell 1953: 132). Wright (1985: 94)

has interpreted the triplewo s out h of the courtyard as the main f

2.5.2.1.4 Chronology

In several rooms, the excavators encountered two construction phases: a primary level attributed to the
Assyrian period and a secondary one assigned to the Persian period. Tufnell has citedPtiateheas

built in the Assyrian period (Stratum Il) on the ruins of Palace C (Stratum IIl), which was destructed two

and a hal f centuries earlier, during Sennacherik
(Stratum 1), therefore, was a transitibmacupation phase took place in the middle of the fifth century

B.C.E. after a partial destruction. On the other side, several original plastered floors of Stratum Il were
reused without alterations in the Persian period (Tufnell 1953: 53, 132, 135¢g8abty, this date has

been accepted by some scholars (cf. Hoglund 1992: 140; Carter 1999: 170; Stern 200%0;447

Lipschits 2003: 342). In her opinion, Tufnell thinks that except some mortars, querns, stone troughs and
some Attic ware, however, there nothing to indicate when the Palace was resettled as a temporary

occupation in the later stage of the Persian period (Tufnell 1953: 133).

Starkey (1935; 1937) also suggested an occasional resettlement in the ruined palace took place in the
middle of thefifth century B.C.E. based on some Black Glazed and Black Figured Attic pottery dated by

J. lliffe between 478125 BC.Eca dat e is consi stent with Starkeyd
1933). Starkey (1935; 1937) had also emphasized that thec@riifecavated on the floors belong to the

latest period of occupation (i.e. the Persian period), and no materials from the first stage (i.e. the Assyrian
period) have been preserved. O. Tufnell rejected Starkey's argument, and she weighs the possibility of
attributing those findings to the first stage instead of the second one, and nothing was preserved from the
Persian occupation, which is in her words appears to have been unusual. On the other hand, all findings
excavated in and beneath the foundatioesfaom Stratum Il and nothing was preserved from Stratum

Il. She explained this odd phenomenon as follow: the new squatters in the Persian period had removed all
debris accumulated over the centuries lasted from the period of destruction of Palacéu@ (8jrand

the time of erecting the Palace under discussion (Stratum Il) (Tufnell 1953: 135).

These previously interpretations have been revised by Fantalkin and Tal (200697)6@nd D.

Ussishkin (2004b) the director of the new excavations, who slexd lights on extraordinary
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archaeological data. The renewed excavations demonstrated that this palace was erected above pits and
debris layers containing typical Persi@ariod pottery, including Attic pottery, mostly from the fifth
century B.C.E. (Ussislikk 2004a: 96). Indeed, the earlier British expeditions did not omit this, but they
suggested that these pits predate the erection of the palace (Inge 1938; Tufnell 1953: 151).

Based on their analysis of the local and imported Attic pottery, Fantalkin andomcluded that the

pal ace was established in 400 B.C.E., and they
minuscule proportion of Attic sherds (Fantalkin and Tal 2006:-174. To sum up, based on the
refreshed stratigraphic analysis, theavators observed that Level | or Stratum | consisted of three sub
phases: (1) Phase | (Level IA) is represented by pits; (2) Phase Il (Level IB) is designed by erecting the
massive palace and some other structures; (3) Phase Il (Level IC) is chzedcteyi a Late
Persian/Early Hellenistic temporary occupation and erecting the "Solar Shrine" (see below) (Ussishkin
2004a: 9697).

25.215 Type

Aharoni was not convinced that there were Persian influences on the Palace. The threshold of the main
entrance, the elapate hinges of the doors and the pillared porticoes that are standing on square torus
column bases, the broad halls behind the porticoes and the services and living quarters in the last row,
however, prompted Aharoni to insist on the Assyrian archetypleeobuilding that was encountered in
Assyria since the late eighth and early seventh centuries B.C.E. (Aharoni 185%:38). O. Tufnell, in

her turn, believes that neither the pottery nor the plan bore direct Persian influence, and it was not similar
at all to the fifthcentury B.C.E. palaces excavated at Pasargadae and Persepolis, but it is more closely
resemble the Syrblittite characternstead (Tufnell 1953: 58, 135). Amiran and Dunayevsky classified

the Palace of Lachish to the second group ofitteepeeacrur t 6 bui |l di ngs, which <col
surrounded by rooms on three sides (see Chapter 5). Classifying this palace to the second group is a big
mistake; as the central court of the Palace of Lachish was surrounded by rooms on fouositiese.

At any rate,M. Roaf claims that Lachish was the first site in Palestine which adopted this plan (Roaf
1973).

Aharoni concluded that the Palace of Lachish coml
courtyard buiiHditndga eand ptehd emened dAbit hilanio (ir
type seems to have become popular during they Biamh Age, especially in northern Syria (Aharoni

1975: 36). Stern (1997: 27) confirmed that this is an accurate express of the building style. Moreover, he

writes: iThe Lachish Residency therefore clearly
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influence. 6 Moreover, in his view, the applied ar

perhaps because it is the only building in Palestine that could be interpreted indisputably as a palace.

Building 1369 (Stratum IIl) of Megiddo is compaia to this palace (Plan 2.36) (cf. Lamon and Shipton

1939: Fig. 89). The building excavated at Zinjirli is also similar to the Palace of Lachish (Plan 2.37) (cf.
Naumann 1955: 126) . | -eteppet squaee bbdsds topp@csby @ dylmidomamn he t wo
with a circular torus base, however, is a Persian style found in the Achaemenid palaces (see Chapter 4).
As a matter of fact, some scholars have emphasized on the Rm¥si@h style of the Palace. They
proposed that this kind of column bases]tiplicity of the lavish columns with towering height and the
square rooms, however, were originated in Persia in the Achaemenid palaces in Iran (Frankfort 1952;
Amiran 1967: 3020; Nylander 1970:103, Figs-35 Perrot and Ladiray 1974: Figs.-18). Dresing by

toothed chisel is originated in Greece and reached Persia in the sixth century B.C.E. (Nylander 1970: 53:
56). In general, the Persian buildings are characterized by combining influences derived from Urartu,
Greece, Egypt, Babylonia, Assyria andoPhicia. Also, hiring foreign craftsmen for construction the
Achaemenian buildings was not unusual, such as the case of the palace of Susa. As opposed to the
Assyrian and Babylonian palaces, the walls of the Palace of Lachish are not carved with betle sce
(Stern 1982h: 58).

2522 The ASol ar Shrineo
2.5.2.2.1 ContextualAnalysis

This sanctuary was termed 0 Sol awestS8iteatidnars,dherbfere; a u s e
its main entrance was opened in the east wall viz facing the sun (Plan. 2.38). dtaargacomposed
primarily of two parts or wings, each contained rooms, with a squareadpeaurt (loc.106) in between.

From east to west it measured 27m and from north to south is 17m. The courtyard and eastern rooms are
on a lower level than the flodevel of the western rooms that, in turn, were approached by five broad
stairs. The western walls were preserved to a height of 2m, but the eastern walls are not exceeding 0.50m
high. Relics of hard lime plaster were preserved on all walls and the fltloe bbly of holies i.e. Room

102 (Figs. 2.42.48), the doorsill of Room 101 (Fig. 2.49), the south wall of Room 104, and walls and
the stonepaved floor of Room 105 that was uncovered at a depth of 0.20m beneath the plaster. In the
center of the doorwagf holy of holies is a drain, which suggested that there was an altar standing on this
sacred spot (Fig. 2.50). There was another drain in the plastered floor of Room 102 below the niche and
incorporated into its southern wall. The plastered floor of R@6& was blackened by fire and on the

steps leading to Room 102 were charred wooden beams perhaps fallen from the roof. It seems that the

western wing of the sanctuary had a bastedped roof and arches as indicated by the fallen chalk blocks
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on the floorof Room 103 and six fallen blocks of an arch (Starkey 1935:29@3 Tufnell 1953: 141

145). The eastern rooms composed either of a second storey, as indicated by the stairwell (i.e. the
unmarked room between Rooms 108 and 107) or had a flat roof. Tles #tdinont of the entrance from
outside were interpreted as foundations of a walkway toward the door (Aharoni 1975: 3).

The plan shows three circular pits dug into the floor of the courtyard: the largest at the centre (Pit 34)
while the two others are atimg the southern wall of the courtyard. In front of the main entrance opened

in the northern end of the eastern wall was a-Wigle stone threshold. Along the western walls of
Rooms 110 and 109 and the southern wall of Room 104 were benches madenlyf doegsed stones.

The limestone altar found on the ground of the court was not in situ. Tufnell believed that it has fallen
from the antechamber into the court (see Table 2.11). The eastern rooms were empty of finds (Tufnell
1953: 143145).

Table21l: The excavated findings in the fiSolar Shrineo of
Catalogue no.| Plate no. Type Provenance Reference
_ (Tufnell 1953:
186 Not ill. Bowl Room102
Plate. 77: 22)
_ Room102 (Inside| (Tufnell 1953:
187 Not ill. Marble mlette )
the niche) Plate. 64: 9)
_ (Tufnell 1953:
_ Room102 (in the
188 Not ill. Beads _ Plates. 67: 119; 64
drain)
26)
_ o Room102 (in the (Tufnell 1953:
189 Not ill. Fragment of pttery figurine _
drain) 143)
_ (Tufnell 1953:
190 Not ill. Bead Room102(floor)
Plate.67: 120)
_ o (Tufnell 1953:
191 Not ill. Calcite lid Room102 (floor)
Plate.65: 11
_ Loom weights Alabaster (Tufnell 1953:
192 Not ill. Room103
fragment; Glass fragment 143)
(Tufnell 1953:
193 Not ill. Lamp Room104 Plates42: 2; 63:
1)
1A Not ill. Sickle Room104 (Tufnell 1953:
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Plate. 59: 6)
_ (Tufnell 1953:
195 Not ill. Marble mlette Room104
Plate. 64: 10)
_ Room104 (on the| (Tufnell 1953:
196 Not ill. Chalk altars
bench) 143)
_ Fragments of pottery figurine; (Tufnell 1953:
197 Not ill. _ Room105
Nails 144)
Square limestone altar with a
_ relief sculpture depicting (Tufnell 1953:
198 Not ill. _ _ _ Room105
begging mamwith upraised Plate 42: 89)
hands
_ (Tufnell 1953:
199 Not ill. Trachyte altar Room105
Plate. 64: 7)
(Tufnell 1953:
200 Not ill. Beads Room105 Plates. 66: 55, 76
67: 117)
_ (Tufnell 1953:
201 Not ill. Arrowhead Room106
Plate. 60: 70)
_ (Tufnell 1953:
202 Not ill. Needle Room106
Plate 63: 9)
_ (Tufnell 1953:
203 Not ill. Stone quern Room106
Plate 64: 6)
_ _ (Tufnell 1953:
204 Not ill. Clay loom weights Room106
Plate. 65: 10)
_ . (Tufnell 1953:
205 Not ill. Basalt dish Room106
Plate 65: 7)
_ Stone spindle wharDar stamp; (Tufnell 1953:
206 Not ill. _ Room106
Coains; Stone rubber 144)

2.5.2.2.2 Topographical Location arflanimetric Analysis

The Solar Shrine was built near the palace to the immediate north in S(URIESIB, on a slope, about

20m north of the outer gate (Ussishkin 1993: 910). The entrance of the sanctuary was once in the eastern
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half of the northern whbf the court (see Plan 2.38) (Tufnell 1953: 144). In fact, this proposed entrance
could have been simply a gap in the wall. Aharoni (1968: 3) supposed that there was a drain in this place
that caused this breach in the wall, and the only visible entiarthat opened at the northern end of the
eastern wall of the sanctuary, as indicated by a-wi@6 threshold at that spot (see Plan 2.38). This
entrance opened directly to Room 110 that, in turn, led to Room 109 and the open court through a narrow
doorway. Room 109 also had a shared door with the court at its southern end. It seems to have been
downsized by blocking off part of it in a later architectural phase (Aharoni 1975: 3). Room 108 had no
common doorways with the court and the adjacent rooms.h®rsduthern end of the eastern wing,
Rooms 107 and the narrow undesignated room between it and Room 108, however, was opened to the
court. The western side was approached by five flight stairway built in the courtyard that led to an off
center door of Room05. Perhaps these steps were extending across the entire width of the court, and
thus Room 104 could have been approached by steps as well as it has a shared doorway to the court.
Regardless, from Room 105 a person can step up to the holy of holieghtlarstairwell of three steps.

The doors of Rooms 105 and 102 are on the same axis. Room 105 was communicating with Rooms 101
and 104 that reached to Room 103 in turn.

2.5.2.2.3 Functional hterpretation

Generally speaking, the temple was a central cultic edifideaked to a solar deity, as evidenced by its
orientation toward the east where the sun rises and position of the libation altar in Room 102. The latter's
most acceptable function is that it was the holy of holies of the sanctuary taking into consideaaiisn

floor is rising 2m above the ground level of the courtyard, and the recess in its wall, therefore, aimed to
insert a deity. Hence, Room 105 was the antechamber before approaching the holy of holies. Rooms 107
110 served as storerooms or apartmeRboms 101, 103 and 104 were services rooms near the holy of
holies (Starkey 1935: 268204; Tufnell 1953: 141). Aharoni (1968: 3) explained the function of Rooms
109 and 110 depending on the benches across their widths, and thus he considered thexmcas ent
rooms, and the only storeroom in this wing was Room 108 since it had no door and its floor level is
slightly below the rest of the chambers. The unmarked room between Room 108 and 107 was, according

to him, a wooden stairwell.
2.5.2.2.4 Chronology

Aharoni assined the majority of the pottery found near the foundations to the Iron Age [he meant the
Israelite period]. The plastered pits abutting the southern wall and the potsherds found beneath the south

wall of the courtyard are vividly Persian. The intact cagkpot that found also beneath the south wall of
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the courtyard was dated between the fifth and third centuries B.C.E., and it precedes the construction of
the temple. Obviously, Aharoni assigned the sanctuary to an ethnic ¢gheufews, who establishadn

the Hellenistic period and deserted it in the second century B.C.E. To him, Lachish was largely not
occupied during the Persian period; despite the fact that he confirmed therntireus post querfor its
construction was the Persian period. He sabimo have fundamentally ignored his previous arguments.
Again, he indisputably dated the 150 incense altars that were found in Cave 534 near the city gate to the
Persian period (Aharoni 1968: 159, 1634). Although O. Tufnell did not give an exact date its
construction, she suggested that the coins and Greek vessels belonging to the second half of the second
century B.C.E. perhaps indicated that it continued to be used until the end of the Hellenistic period
(Tufnell 1953: 142, 41:213). Intheirturn  Fant al ki n and Tal (2006: 176)
and they depended on the Hellenistic pottery found in Pit 34 beneath the floor. Ussishkin (2004a: 96) has
refused this date given the fact that only a few Hellenistic sherds were found ipittldthout a
distinguishable stratigraphy. Also, only a single sherd of pottery that predates its construction was found
beneath the floor of the antechamber. Therefore, this date is not reliable, and the temple belongs
unequivocally to the Persian pericll dat e corresponds the earlier Stoae
Judging from the similarity of the layout of the Palace, the stratigraphic data, and the analysis conducted
on the finds, the temple, therefore, was most probably erected at the sanas tine Palace (Ussishkin

2004a: 96). The finds excavated in the temple such as the cult vessels, a terracotta figurine of a Persian
rider, a bronze opelamp, the incense altars, a decorated plague made of marble and the cooking pot
mentioned above, hower, left no doubt of a Persian date (Stern 1982b: 63). Again, Aharoni considered
that the APersian Ridero figurine was not found i
preserved from an earlier period, although he accepted the Persifor daf&haroni 1968: 163). Hence,

the reliance by some scholars on invalid grounds constitutes an express violation of the time of
construction. Therefore, their resolution is erroneous and should be annulled, and thus, we should have

acquiesced to thegPsianperiod as the most appropriate date for construction.

25.2.25 Type

At Arad, the excavators found two libation altars similar to those discovered in the "Solar Shrine" at
Lachish. Aharoni pointed out to the similarities between the temple at Tel Arad adStloel ar Shr i nec
terms of size, orientation, the layout and even the contents. He claimed that this temple served as a
Yahwi stic cult built by Jews. He writes: nlt was
Ar ad t e mpl e .hatlLathesh hadcan aneienetrddition of the Yahwistic cult that it already began

during the "Monarchy" at Arad. In other words, the city was not abandoned in the Hellenistic period as
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some scholars had suggested (Aharoni 1968:188) 1975: &7). Obviousy , t he @A Sol ar Shri

to theouopenfamily flanked by rooms on two sides.

2.5.3 Beth-Zur (in Arabic Khirbet et Tubeiga)

Beth-Zur is located in the mountains of -Khalil, some 22 km southwest of Jerusalem. In 1931, O.
Sellers and W. F. Albright conducted the first real excavations on the site. The second season was carried
out in 1957 under O. Sellers; R. W. Funk; J. L. McKenzie; and P and N. Lapp (Sellers et al. 1968).

2.5.3.1  Citadel Il
2.5.3.1.1 Contextual Analysis

Citadel Il of BethZur was planned with the palace in mind. It is wetjanized building, and its wall are
situated exactly according to the points of the compass. The building is measured ca. 33m iwth&t east

axis and exeeding 41m in the nortkouth axis (Plan 2.39). Indeed, the correct length of the-sottth

axis is unknown owing to the destruction accompanied by the Hellenists invaders (Reich 1992a: 118).
The inner courtyard measured ca. 22m faesit) x 17m (nortfsouth), surrounded by rooms from the

north, west and south. Watzinger (1935-2%) cited that Citadel Il of BetBur is marked by its
elongated and broad rooms. The west wing had two large parallel rooms: Room 93 measured ca. 17 x 2m,
and Room 91 measurazh. 17 x 4mA pair of pilastersis protruding from the long walls near the
southern end forming an end space or tiny chamber (Loc.92). The southern wing had also two elongated
and parallel halls (Halls 74 and 73), with lateral rooms on either side: Béan the east and Room 95

on the west. Hall 73 measured ca. 18 x 3m and Hall 74 measured ca. 18.2 x 5.7m, with two opposite pairs
of rectangular pilasters protruding from the long walls forming two end spaces similar to those in Room
97,

2.5.3.1.2 Topographical Loation andPlanimetric Analysis

Citadel Il stands at the zenith of the mound (Reich 1992a: 113). The entrance may either be on the eastern
wall of the courtyard wherein a crevice in the wall (Loc.56) or perhaps was somewhere in the northern
wrecked part.fl the plan, the inner doorways were either omitted willfully or less likely the digging
processes have not reached bedrock. As long as the excavators were satisfied with a brief description, we

are unable to appraise the likelihood since the relevantniafiton is unavailable, superficial, or

2 The pilaster in the southeast is conjectural lasxdl been added the layout in order to match its peers.
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fragmented. The only clear doorways are those opened in the shared walls of the courtyard and Hall 74,
and Hall 73 and the southern end of Room 95.

2.5.3.1.3 Functional Interpretation

Lacking of objects and installations mati@at easy to determine the functions of the rooms. In general,

the lavish character of the building embodied by the elongated halls with the aesthetic protruding
pilasters, the extended size, and the location at the top most point of the mound thia grareramic

view, give rise to a wellounded interpretation which is that Citadel 1l was a luxurious palace. In addition

to the artistic aspect of the engaged pilasters, they played certainly a vital role in supporting the upper
floor or, at least, theoof. Indeed, the 1.5#hick walls would hint to the first argument, namely the
second floor. Hal | 74 was the principal hal |, and
1992a: 117118).

2.5.3.1.4 Chronology

In both seasons, the excavators did naoiresk the dilemma of complicated stratigraphy of the building in

a comprehensive approach. Alternatively, they had confidence in the literary sources (Reich 1992a: 114).
Moreover, we can realize the contradiction in the arguments of Sellers and Albsigheyaconfirmed

that the occupation in the Persian period was sparse while they claimed that Beth was a Adi s
capitalo in the time of Nehemiah in 444 B.C.E. (
have confessed that the problemslien the overlapped strata causing misunderstanding of the
chronological sequence owing to the inability to distinguish the pottery of each stratum. The other thorny
issue is the terminology, in view of the fact that the excavators in 1931 designateddddrpm the end

of the sixth century B.C.E. to the middle of the first century B.C.E. as Hellenistic (cf. Sellers et al. 1968:

1, 8).

Referring to the foregoing, the scholars had come to an agreement on three occupational phases (Sellers
and Albright 181: 1611; Sellers 1933: 22; Watzinger 1935: 24; Albright 1960:-158; Sellers et al.

1968: 14). Some scholars attributed all three phases to the Hellenistic time (cf. Sellers et al. 1968: 1;
Dever 1971: 461; Funk 1975: 267). The date of Stratum | waefimable to Watzinger (1935: 26),

while he dated the two successive strata to the Hellenistic period as the previous scholars did. For his part,
Albright (1960: 1560152) attributed Stratum | to the Persian period and the next two strata to the
Hellenidic era. Reich (1992a: 115) assigned Strata | and Il to the Persian period and Stratum Il to the

Hellenistic period.
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2.5.3.1.5 Type

Stern (1982b: 54) classified Citadel 1l as a Persian palace or citadel. Other scholars presented similar
suggestions and emphasizadthe Mesopotamian character of Citadel Il of B&tl such as Watzinger

and Reich (Watzinger 1935: 25; Reich 1992a: 116). Citadel Il atBsatihas a remarkable similarity to

the Palace of Lachish and Citadel Il of Hazor (Bage 49 In the comparisorwe can notice that Citadel

Il of Beth- Zur is much closer to the Palace of Lachish than Citadel Il of Hazor. The engaged pilasters
from the long walls forming end spaces or tiny chambers in both buildings have no identical in the

residency of Hazor.

Despte the significant resemblance between the Palace of Lachish and Citadel Il efuBeReich

pointed out to an extraordinary differentiation regarding the internal layout. In Lachish, the entry to the
ithrone roomd was t hr ou gpioached lyiadtaircaseowhite nhe antfanceatn t r a |
Beth-Zur is not clear (Reich 1992a: 119).

Other scholars believe that this type of buildings with an inner courtyard with a reception suit provided
with a wide entrance in the centre, and one or two elondii#sisouth of the courtyard, however, is the
typical plan of the Assyrian palaces and residences that erected in the late eighth century B.C.E., and
evolved in the ne®abylonian and the early Persian period (Ghirshman 1965; Roaf 1973; Amiet 1974;
Perrot1989). A more comprehensive investigation shows that Reich has ignored some other significant
differences between Citadel Il of Beflur and Palace of Lachish. The most important one is that the
inner courtyard of Palace of Lachish is surrounded by roous four sides, whereas the central
courtyard of Citadel Il of BetZur is surrounded by rooms from three or perhaps two sides; the northern

side perhaps was an open space.

2.6, NEGEV

The Negev is a vast desert occupies south of Palestine. Its western side is touching with the Sinai
Peninsula, and the Arabah Valley is the eastern boundary. Although it occupies the entire southern side of
Palestine, we have only opeincipal Persian si& which is Tell Jemmel#t Tell el-Hesi on the west bank

of Wadi Hesi, 26 kmin the northernmost boundaries of the Negavlarge casematie structure
enclosed a central courtyamdas uncoveredlt was constructed of sedried oblong mud bricks and

plag ered walls (Fargo and 0O6Connell 1978: 170) .

67



2.6.1 Tell Jemmeh (Ancient Gerar)

Tell Jemmeh is located 10 km south of Gaza. In 1922, a step trial trench was dug by FAgdnisnon

the southwestern slope of the eroded northern area of the ancient site. Tésecévsttions were carried

out by F. Petrie between 1926 and 1927 (Petrie 1928), but major campaigns were conducted by G. Van
Beek in 19701978, 1982, 1984, 1987 and 1990 (Van Beek 1997: 213). Petrie has distributed the
architectural remains into six per®dising the English letters to express each period. In the buildings
under discussion, however, he used the letter A referring to Building A that belongs to Stratum A, and the
letter B referring to Building B belonging to Stratum B (Petrie 1928).

Van Beekhad evaluated Petriebds excavations and revea
stated that his (Petrie) restlessness and penchant to increase the pace of work as far as possible, however,
motivated him to recruit an immense number of workfored®ut 250 workmen, boys, and girls whom

works had destroyed foundation trenches and floors during this unscientific and irrational excavation. As

an unavoidable consequence, Petrie had failed to correlate the walls with layers and the pottery with its
conext as well. Another problem arose from Petrie's character; as he lacked precision and had a historical
bias. Accordingly, misconceived or blinkered interpretations have emerged as he did not pay any attention
whatsoever to the periods followed the 26tmalty of Egypt. All these matters of substance prompted

Van Beek to estimate Petrieb6s excavations as fol
structural units, phasing, and dating frequently rest on weak@mwg assumpti onso (Van
575-580).

26.1.1 Building A
2.6.1.1.1 Contextual Analysis

Building A is a massive rectangular structure occupies an area of 1102 square meters, measured 38m
(eastwest) x 29m (nortfsouth), and built of ca. 2tiick mudbrick walls. Its central courtyard (Loc.AQO)

is surrounéd by a paired row of rooms from the north and south and a single row on the western side
(Plan 2.40). Petrie has explained the #e@istence of rooms on the east by the fact that there was no
sufficient space to annex additional rooms on this side. Tmepaved area in front of this open space
(Loc.AFF) was a threshold made up of stones. Remnants from earlier phases have been unearthed beneath
the floors of Rooms AD, AB, AC and AP on the western side of the building, Rooms AQ and AH in the
south, and th central courtyard as well. Rooms ACC, AY, ABB, AL and AM were described as an annex

on the southwest corner. Except Chamber AL, no objects have been excavated inside the other rooms in

this annex. Almost all the northeastern part of the building was |ddmad.
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Three out of ten massive round granaries were dug into the floor causing widespread destruction to some
walls. Granary AZ was dug into the southeast part of the building between Rooms AQ and AH. Half of
Granary AW lies in Courtyard AO and the othwlf destroyed the wall of Room AQ partially. The
largest part of Granary AA was dug into the floor of the courtyard as well. The thick curved walls of these
silos suggest that they had conical ceilings. In one of them were found a significant amcwantred c

grain. Petrie conducted his analyzes on this grand bins and concluded that they might support an army of
70,000 soldiers for two months. The southwest corner of the building was destroyed later by a storehouse
consisting of five rectangular roomsuyilb of mud brick and arranged in continuous rows. Near the
northeastern wall of the building, a Persian column was found dated to tHgtimadntury B.C.E. (Fig.

2.51) (Petrie 1928:-8, 25).

Table2.12: The excavated findings in Building A of Tell Jemmeh

Catalogue no. Plate no. Type Provenance Reference
. (Petrie 1928: PI.
207 Not ill. Arrowhead RoomAD
XXVIII: 18)
. (Petrie 1928: PI.
208 Not ill. Bowls RoomAD
XLIX: 14R, 14X)
(Petrie 1928: PI.
209 Not ill. Kraters RoomAB LII: 32Y; LI
33E)
) _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
210 Not ill. Fibula RoomAC
XVIII: 18)
) (Petrie 1928: PI.
211 Not ill. Arrowhead RoomAC
XXIX: 18)
(Petrie 1928: Pls.
212 Not ill. Rib bones RoomAC XXXIV: 30, 33,
34)
Cypriot pilgrim Petrie 1928: PI.
213 Not ill. P Pid RoomAC (
bottle XLVII: 5)
) _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
214 Not ill. Small jar RoomAC
LIX: 78F)
) o (Petrie 1928: PI.
215 Not ill. Fishing ook RoomAP
XXIV: 32)
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(Petrie 1928: PI.

216 Not ill. Storage jar RoomAF
LV: 44K)
) Limestoneincense (Petrie 1928: PI.
217 Not ill. RoomAG
altar XLI: 16)
. (Petrie 1928: PI.
218 Not ill. Bowl RoomAG
XLVIII: 2P)
] _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
219 Not ill. Ring-shaped stang RoOmMAG
LXI: 96M)
) (Petrie 1928: PI.
220 Not ill. Deep bowl RoomAH
XLVIII: 3M)
] _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
221 Not ill. Storage jar RoomAH
LVI: 47S)
. . (Petrie 1928: PI.
222 Not ill. Bronze nail RoomAK
XXII: 37)
. (Petrie 1928: PI.
223 Not ill. Hook RoomAK
XXIV: 23)
) Pottery human (Petrie 1928: PI.
224 Not ill. T RoomAK
figurine XXXVI: 44)
) (Hassel 2005: Fig
225 Not ill. Incense altar RoomAK
24)
) _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
226 Not ill. Bronze nail RoomAQ
XXII: 44)
) (Petrie 1928: PI.
227 Not ill. Toggle RoomAQ
XXIV: 3)
) Pottery figurine of (Petrie 1928: PI.
228 Not ill. RoomAQ
(0)4 XXXVII: 21)
. (Petrie 1928: PI.
229 Not ill. Bowl RoomAQ
XLVIII: 8N)
) _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
230 Not ill. Storage jars RoomAQ
LV: 46N, 46P)
) (Petrie 1928: PI.
231 Not ill. Juglet RoomAQ
LVII: 57U)
232 Not ill. Jugs RoomAQ (Petrie 1928: PlIs.
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LIX: 77H; LX:

84S)
] _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
233 Not ill. Basin RoomAQ
LXI: 96R)
. (Petrie 1928: PI.
234 Not ill. Bowl RoomAO
XLVIII: 8K)
. (Petrie 1928: PI.
235 Not ill. Jug RoomAO
LIll: 38C)
) ) _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
236 Not ill. Silver earring GranaryAZ
XX, 48)
] (Petrie1928: PI.
237 Not ill. Bangle GranaryAZ
XXIV: 80)
. (Petrie 1928: PI.
238 Not ill. Lamp GranaryAZ
LXI: 91Y)
) ) _ (Petrie 1928: Rl
239 Not ill. Silver earring GranaryAW
[, 16; XX: 47)
. . (Petrie 1928:PI.
240 Not ill. Fibula GranaryAW
XVIII: 19)
) _ (Petrie1928: PI.
241 Not ill. Nails GranaryAW
XXVII: 4a-5)
) ) (Petrie 1928: PI.
242 Not ill. Sickle GranaryAW
XXVII: 20)
) (Petrie 1928: PI.
243 Not ill. Arrowhead GranaryAW
XXIX: 65)
. (Petrie 1928:PI.
244 Not ill. Bowl GranaryAW
XLVIII: 2S)
. (Petrie1928: PI.
245 Not ill. Jug/Decanter GranaryAW
LVIII: 66Y)
) (Petrie 1928: PI.
246 Not ill. Jug GranaryAW
LIX: D)
) (Petrie 1928: PI.
247 Not ill. Lamp GranaryAW
LXI: 91R)
248 Not ill. Discoid spindle GranaryAA (Petrie 1928: PI.
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whorl XLIV: 27)
(Petrie 1928PIs.
249 Not ill. Bowls GranaryAA XLVII: 3Q;
XLIX: 15U)
. (Petrie 1928: PI.
250 Not ill. Jar GranaryAA
LIII: 35K)
. (Petrie 1928: PI.
251 Not ill. Jug GranaryAA
LVII: R)
) _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
252 Not ill. Fibula GranaryAA
XVIII: 31)
] _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
253 Not ill. Fibula RoomAJ
XVIII: 21)
) ) (Petrie 1928: PI.
254 Not ill. Bronze coil RoomAJ
XX: 62)
) . (Petrie 1928: PI.
255 Not ill. Bone ring RoomAJ
XXXIII: 47)
) Pottery figurine of (Petrie 1928: PI.
256 Not ill. RoomAJ
oX XXXVII: 24)
) Conoid spindle (Petrie1928: PI.
257 Not ill. RoomAJ
whorl XLIV: 44)
) (Petrie 1928: PIs.
258 Not ill. Bowls RoomAJ
XLIX: 13X, 14W)
) (Petrie 1928: PI.
259 Not ill. Jar RoomAJ
LIl: 31Q)
] ) (Petrie 1928: PI.
260 Not ill. Pithos RoomAJ
LVI: 47H)
] (Petrie 1928: PIs.
261 Not ill. Jugs RoomAJ
LVII: V; LIX:Y)
) (Petrie 1928: PI.
262 Not ill. Spouted Jug RoomAJ
LIX: 762)
) _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
263 Not ill. Bes jug RoomAJ
LIX: 78M)
264 Not ill. Flask RoomAJ (Petrie 1928: PL.
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LX: 87F)

265

Not ill.

Lamp

RoomAJ

(Petrie 1928: PI.

LXI: 91U)
] _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
266 Not ill. Knife L.AFF
XXXI: 50)
] . (Petrie 1928: PI.
267 Not ill. Chisel RoomABB
XXXII: 35)
) ) (Petrie 1928: PI.
268 Not ill. Pithos RoomABB
LVI: 47K)
] (Petrie 1928: PI.
269 Not ill. Arrowhead RoomABB
XXIX: 34)
] _ (Petrie 1928: PIs.
270 Not ill. Knives RoomABB
XXXI: 53, 55, 56)
. (Petrie 1928: PI.
271 Not ill. Juglet RoomABB
LVII: 66S)
Portion of horse _
] o _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
272 Not ill. figurine with hole L.AN
XXXIX, 19)
for a wheel
) (Petrie 1928: PI.
273 Not ill. Arrowhead L.AN
XXIX: 16)
) (Petrie 1928: PI.
274 Not ill. Bone tool L.AN
XXXIII: 49)
) _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
275 Not ill. Rib bone L.AN
XXXIV: 31)
] Discoid spindle (Petrie 1928: PI.
276 Not ill. L.AN
whorl XLIV: 26)
] _ _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
277 Not ill. Ovoid storage jar L.AN
LV: 45])
Limestone incenseg (Petrie 1928: PI.
278 PI.2.10 L.AM
altar XL: 1-4)
) (Petrie 1928: PI.
279 Not ill. Arrowhead L.AM
XXVIII: 19)
280 Not ill. Bronze coil RoomAL (Petrie 1928: PI.
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XX, 61)

(Petrie 1928: Pls.
281 Not ill. Jugs RoomAL LIl 38M; LVIII:
66M)

(Petrie 1928: PI.

282 Not ill. Lamp RoomAL
LXI: 91W)

(Petrie 1928: PI.
XLI: 10)

283 Not ill. Incense altar RoomACC

2.6.1.1.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

Tell Jemmeh lies on the main highway from Egypt to Jerusalem, which means that it had a strategic spot
preventedhe Edomites tribes from assaulting or threatening the coastal road (Petrie 1928: 3). Gaza and
the nearby sites including Tell Jemmeh had also served as the primary outlet for the merchandises coming
from South Arabia and Egypt. Moreover, Tell Jemmeh waes af the fortified sites that controlled the

camel convoys coming through the Incense Route given the fact that the building itself occupies the
center of the mound (Fig. 2.52) (Hassel 2005: 133; Tal 2005: 74). A few meters apart from the building
were urearthed severely destroyed structures bore signs of localized fire, and two huge circular silos
(Loci.WG and WH) (Petrie 1928:-9).

The stonepaved area on the eastern side served most probably as a forecourt wherein the main entrance.
Petri e 6 swshainteonal doorsvdy®in the building, although the walls stand for several courses.
Van Beek assumed that either the building had holes in the roof served as en&ratylesderived from

the village of Wadi Bi n 0 Adnéss durog thetexcavétiony @estreyed all o r
traces of the doors (Van Beek 19%%7).

2.6.1.1.3 Functional Interpretation

The hindrance to realizing the function of most of the rooms of Building A cannot be solved based solely
on the excavated finds due to their erratic and unpredictable distribution in the chambers. Generally
speaking, Petrie interpreted the building asra doawing on the similarity to some forts in Egypt (see
type) (Petrie and Griffith 1888: 53; Petrie 1892: 39,58). As a matter of fact, several domesige
findings, personal and quotidian tools, ornaments and icons such as fibulae, bangles, &ahimgs

hooks, incense altars, nails, figurines and spindle whorls, however, suggested that the fort had a
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residential quarter in it. In other words, perhaps the fort was a military garrison with a possible annex of
living rooms of the family of the comamder (?) on the southwest side (i.e. Loci.ACC, AY, ABB, AL and
AM).

2.6.1.1.4 Chronology

Petrie had attributed Strata A and B to the 26th dynasty of Egypt38B3.C.E.), and he also thought

that the city was finally destroyed by the Persians in the middle difttneentury B.C.E. Watzinger, in

turn, has accepted Petrieds chronology (Watzinger
granaries to the Persian period. He claimed that during the Persian occupation, Egypt was vulnerable, had
an unsthle regime, and thus was unable to do an act of aggression against the Persians, who deemed that
there was no a compelling need to fortify this secured spot at that time, with the exception of the necessity

of food to support the Persian army, if necesshyydigging great granaries can fulfill this aim (Petrie

1928: 78).

Some schol ars have restudied Petrieds chronology,
B.C.E. (see Table 2.12), and the final destruction, in their view, took plabe fourth century B.C.E.

(Albright 1929: 9; Galling 1929: 242; Wright 1939: 460). Sinclair (1960: 42) dated Building A, at the

level of 1978 to the fifth century B.C.E. based on the pottery evidence. Stern (1982) Zuggested

that the finds uneartdeinside the rooms of both buildings emphatically underscored the Persian
occupation. To sum, two stratigraphic phases have been approved: an earlier phase dated to the seventh

century B.C.E. and a later one belongs to the Persian period.

2.6.1.1.5 Type

Watzinger bieved that Building A of Tell Jemmeh was descended from Babylonian or Assyrian roots.

Too, he pointed out the similarities between it and Building 736 of Megiddo (Watzinger 1929). The
author thinks that the comparison between it and Building 736 is natade because of the essential
variations between both buildings regarding the size and floor plans. Building 736 occupied an area of

360 square meters and had only a single row or rooms from three sides while Fort A is almost three times
larger than Buiing 736 and had a dual row of rooms on either side of the court. The closest building to

Fort A from the same period is the fortress of Megiddo (see Megiddo), although the fortress of Megiddo

is twice of the size of Fort A. The layout of Fort A, accordinghe classification presented by Amiran

and Dunayevsky (1958: 262) i s not a | ocal prototype, but a de

courto buildings, as its central court is surroun
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indicated to the similarity between the layouts of Building A and fortresses of Daphne (modern Tell
Defenneh) (Plan 2.41) and Naukratis or Naucratis (modern Kom Gi'eif) on the Suez Canal north of Egypt
that erected during the reign of the Pharaoh Psan(i&4610 B.C.E.) in order to protect Egypt from the

Assyrian invasion.

2.6.1.2 Building B
2.6.1.2.1 Contextual Analysis

Building B is a monumental construction occupied an area of 1196 square meters. From north to south it
is 52mlong, and the eastest axis measured 23neésPlan 2.40). It was constructed of solid walls made

up of mudbrick. Vividly, the building was py@anned as evidently by its floor plan, which is divided into

two separate unsymmetric wings, each surrounded by rooms on the south, north, and east dile we

is a forecourt. In the north side, the building contained Courtyard BM that was embedded by Granary BN.
To the south of the courtyard, there are Rooms BB, BW, and BL. Rooms BH, BJ, and BA occupied the
eastern side with an annex on the easternnhast.BG). To the north of the court are two egsiae

rooms (Loci.BBB, BE) and a long and broad one along the entire length of the northern wall (Hall BY).
The southern wing is larger than the northern one. Courtyard BZ occupies most of its size. Two great
granaries were dug into its floor (Loci.BFF and BCC) causing a critically damaging in the northern rooms
(Rooms BT and BK). Granary BMM caused a partly destruction of Room BP. Loc.BC in the southeast
corner was built of thicker walls than the other walighe building. All granaries are almost equal in

diameter; 6m (20 feet in the plan).

Table2.13: The excavated findings in Building B of Tell Jemmeh

Catalogue no. Plate no. Type Room/Context Bibliography
. (Petrie 1928: PI.
284 Not ill. Hooks RoomBY
XXIV: 28, 29)
) (Petrie 1928: PI.
285 Not ill. Jug RoomBY
LVII: 53Y)
] (Petrie 1928: PI.
286 Not ill. Krater RoomBY
XLVIII: 8R)
] (Petrie 1928: PI.
287 Not ill. Arrowhead RoomBA
XXIX: 17)
. (Petrie 1928: PI.
288 Not ill. Jug RoomBG
LVIII: 66C)
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(Petrie 1928: PI.

289 Not ill. Small jar RoomBG
LVIII: 66D)
] _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
290 Not ill. Fibulae RoomBF
XVIII: 17, 20, 23)
] _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
2901 Not ill. Knife RoomBF
XXXI: 60)
] ) (Petrie 1928: PI.
292 Not ill. Bodkin needle RoomBF
XXIV: 48)
) o (Petrie 1928: PI.
293 Not ill. Pin with sunflower RoomBF
XXIV: 56)
Limestone incensg (Petrie 1928: PI.
2H Pl.2.11 RoomBH
altar XL: 5-8)
Fragmenof _
] o (Petrie 1928: PI.
295 Not ill. Cypriot limestone| CourtyardBM XV: 8)
figurine '
) (Petrie 1928: PI.
2% Not ill. Hooks CourtyardBM
XXIV: 24-25)
Ornament formed _
) ) (Petrie 1928: PI.
297 Not ill. of two strips of CourtyardBM
. XXIV: 73)
bronze crossing
) _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
298 Not ill. Knife CourtyardBM
XXXI: 58)
) o (Petrie 1928: PI.
299 Not ill. Pottery figurine CourtyardBM
XXXVI: 45)
) Limestone incensg (Petrie 1928PI.
300 Not ill. CourtyardBM
altar XLI: 14)
. (Petrie 1928: PI.
301 Not ill. Spouted decanter  CourtyardBM
LIlI: 33S)
) _ (Petrie 1928PI.
302 Not ill. Fibula GranaryBN
XVIII: 11)
) ) (Petrie 1928: PI.
303 Not ill. Bronze pin GranaryBN
XXIlI: 39)
304 Not ill. Hook GranaryBN (Petrie 1928: PI.
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XXIV: 27)

305

Not ill.

Belt fastener

GranaryBN

(Petrie 1928: PI.

XXIV: 74)
Pieceof furniture ]
] (Petrie 1928: PI.
306 Not ill. of casketmade of GranaryBN
XXXIII: 45)
bone
. (Petrie 1928: PI.
307 Not ill. Jug GranaryBN
LIIl: 38P)
] , (Petrie 1928: PL.
308 Not ill. Small jar GranaryBN
LX: 87N)
) _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
309 Not ill. Fibula L.BV
XVIII: 24)
. (Petrie 1928: PI.
310 Not ill. Arrowhead L.BV
XXIX: 20)
) . (Petrie 1928: PI.
311 Not ill. Knife L.BV
XXXI: 57)
Wingedof Persian _
o (Petrie 1928: PI.
312 Pl.2.12 figurine made of RoomBL
_ XX: 17)
ivory
) (Petrie 1928: PI.
313 Not ill. Blue glass RoomBL
XX, 18)
) (Petrie 1928: PI.
314 Not ill. Hooks RoomBL
XXIV: 33-34)
. (Petrie 1928: PI.
315 Not ill. Stopper RoomBL
LXI: 98P)
] _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
316 Not ill. Small jar RoomBL
LVIII: 660)
. (Hassel 2005: Fig
317 Not ill. Incense altar RoomBW 16)
] (Petrie 1928: PI.
318 Not ill. Arrowhead RoomBP
XXIX: 19)
] (Petrie 1928: PI.
319 Not ill. Hook RoomBK
XXIV: 35)
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(Petrie 1928: PI.

320 Not ill. Spouted Jug RoomBK
LIII: 38H)
] _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
321 Not ill. Knife RoomBK
XXXI: 59)
) Conoid spindle (Petrie1928: PI.
322 Not ill. RoomBT
whorl XLIV: 45)
_ _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
323 PI.2.13 Clay impressions| CourtyardBZ
XX: 15-16)
) o (Petrie 1928: PI.
324 Not ill. Pottery figurine CourtyardBZ
XXXVI: 46)
] Pottery figurine of (Petrie 1928: PI.
325 Not ill. CourtyardBZ
male XXXVI: 19)
) Pottery figurine of (Petrie 1928: PI.
326 Notill. CourtyardBZ
oX XXXVII: 25)
) (Petrie 1928: PI.
327 Not ill. Lamp CourtyardBZ
LXI: 912)
. (Petrie 1928: PI.
328 Not ill. Stoppers CourtyardBZ
LXI: 98Q, 98R)
) (Petrie 1928: PI.
329 Not ill. Deep bowl CourtyardBZ
XLIX: 132)
) (Petrie 1928: PI.
330 Not ill. Jar CourtyardBZ
LV: 46M)
(Petrie 1928: Rl
331 Not ill. Jugles CourtyardBZ LVII: 53U; LVIII:
66V; LIX: K)
] _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
332 Not ill. Small jar GranaryBFF
LVIII: 66Q)
) , (Petrie 1928: PI.
333 Not ill. Spouted juglet RoomBAA
LIX: M)
Calcite, worn, _
. (Petrie 1928: PI.
334 Not ill. panther RoomBS
XX, 20)
335 Not ill. Hook RoomBS (Petrie 1928: PI.
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XXVII: 2)
) ) (Petrie 1928: PI.
336 Not ill. Bodkinneedle RoomBC
XXIV: 49)
] (Petrie 1928: PI.
337 Not ill. Arrowhead RoomBC
XXIX: 63)
. (Petrie 1928PI.
338 Not ill. Amphora RoomBC
LIV: 43C)
) _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
339 Not ill. Base of jar RoomBC
LVI: 47M)
] (Petrie 1928: PI.
340 Not ill. Bowl RoomBC
XLVIII: 8H)
] Doomed spindle (Petrie1928: PI.
341 Not ill. RoomBQ
whorl XLIV: 31)
. (Petrie 1928: PI.
342 Not ill. Juglet RoomBQ
LIX: J)
) _ (Petrie 1928: PI.
343 Not ill. Spouted jug RoomBQ
LIX: R)

2.6.1.2.2 Topographical Location arflanimetric Analysis

Building B is located at the peak of the mound near the western (segeFig. 2.52) (see the
topographical location of Building A). The main entrance (s) to the building must have been somewhere
in the western forecourt. Either each courtyard had a separate entrance on the west or less likely just one
of them. In such cas¢he issue of the two different wings is unpredictable; since it cannot be confirmed if

each wing had an individual entrance from outside and did not reach to each other from inside.

2.6.1.2.3 Functional Interpretation

Petrie (1928: 8) had defined Building B as esidency. The available data prevented a detailed
assessment of the function of the majority of the rooms. The two inner courts, the considerable size of the
building, the material of construction and the material culture point out to a luxurious paitce, w

possible administrative annex as evidenced by the clay impressions unearthed in Courtyard BZ.
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Too, the building seems to have been equipped with a military garrison formed of soldiers armed with
arrowheads. The corner projecting room (Loc.BC) waslinprobability a watch tower. The palace
composed mainly of small living apartments as shown by the various types of pottery used in the daily
life, the fibulae, the incense altars, and the clay and limestone figurines, of which could represent idols.
Moreover, the hooks excavated in many rooms are crdghetused to make loops in the yarn and to
interlock them into crochet stitches. Besides the crochet hooks, there are some other tools used for
manufacturing fabric and textiles such as bodkins neeplas, and spindle whorls. To sum up, this
elegant palace probably was settled by the local governor or the administrative officer with his family and

the military unit tasked with palace protection and the incense route likewise.

2.6.1.2.4 Chronology

Building B hasthe same level of Building A, of which would mean that both buildings were erected at the
same time (Petrie 1928: 7) (see the chronology of Building A). Wright (19851AD0believed that
Building B was built in the Nedssyrian period depending solelg d@s floor plan. Stern (2001: 413) had

cited that both buildings (i.e. Buildings A and B) were erected in the Persian period, but Building A was
collapsed and replaced by Building B and storerooms on the southwest corner. Indeed, the construction of

Building B at the corner of Building A would support this argument.

2.6.1.2.5 Type

Wright (1985: 101) has postulated that Building B is similar to the palace of Ayyel&hatzar
concerning the separation between the official and residential quarters. In the authortbesigeneral

layout of Building B bears a stunning resemblance to the ground plan of the Complex A of Buseirah.
Both buildings had two separate wings with a central court in each wing aligned on the same axis.
Complex A of Buseirah contained a single dodble rows of rooms on four sides, but Building B of Tell
Jemmeh has only a single row on three sides. Complex A of Buseirah has broader rooms and halls than
Building B. Regarding the size, Complex A of Buseirah has roughly twice the size of Buildingell o

Jemmeh.

2.7. THE SOUTHERN COAST OF THE LEVANT

The southern coast of the Levant was densely populated during the Persian period. It stretched from Ras
Al-Nagoura south of Lebanon, in the Palestidiabanese borders in the north to-Aish in North

Sinai.
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The northern coastline of it stretches from RadNAtjoura on the north to Haifa in the south. In this vast
coastal plain, we have three key sites: Tell Keisan, Shikmona, and Tell Abu Hawam. In Acre south of
Nahariya, the excavations have revealetbmplex of severely damaged rooms assigned to Strdta 6

The walls in the first and second strata were built of-aetlashlar blocks built up in the header fashion.

In the latest level (Stratum 4), the walls were constructed mainly of rubble, staadingeight of ca.

0.50m shifting with 0.90rmigh ashlars (pieandrubble technique). This complex was interpreted as a
dwelling (Dothan 1976: 26). In Nahariya, the excavations have exposed two successive towns. The
buildings of the first town were desyed, and only some walls were protected. The buildings of this
village record the -aRdr wudrbil ®idan Ttheec lsreicpuined it piwvenr wa s
of its predecessor, and it bears signs of a definite town plan that contains struetuke®) fa street

running northsouth, with seriously damaged buildings on both sides of the street. The compound
contains rooms arranged in parallel rows. The town was erected on the northern and southeast slopes and
the acropolis. Regrettably, the excavatm not perform final schemes for the preserved structures, so we

are unable to conclude the general layout of the Pepsidad town and its structures. The excavator
interpreted the buildings belong to the second town as public buildings servediaistaative centers,
warehouses, and workshops. The first Perpiniod town (i.e. Stratum lll) was dated between the end

fifth and midfourth centuries B.C.E. and the second town (i.e. Stratum IlI) was establishedfiountid

century B.C.E. and abandahin the early Hellenistic era (Yogev 1993: 1089).

The central coastal plain also termed as Sharon Plain stretched from Mount Carmel to the north and
bordered on the south by the Yarkon River (in Arabic Nabhugdh). Several prominent sites were
excavatedn this region: Tel Megadim, Tel Dor, Nahal Tut, Tel Mevorakh, Makmish, and Tell Qasile.
OEn Hofez yielded a building very similar to the
of it have survived. The estimated measurements are ca(eg@west) x 80m (norttsouth). Like the

nearby complex of Nahal Tut, this structure was built of large fieldstone arranged in a herringbone form.
Seemingly, it contained a central courtyard with an enclosure surrounding it, whidlrn is
surroundedoy rooms and halls. The roof was carrying on stone pillars, of which their bases are still in
situ. The west wall perhaps was a retaining wall measuredl@tgnx 1.2mwide. At the time of
excavation, this wall was yet standing to a height of 1.4m. THdibgiwas constructed in the late sixth
century B.C.E. and continued in use until the Early Hellenistic period. It was interpreted as an
administrative center (Alexandre 1996:-58). The excavations at Apollorfarsuf in Areas H and D

(Strata Persian lira 1) have revealed significant refuse pits, tombs, fragments of walls of domestic
buildings, floors and ceramics (Tal 1999:-B33).
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The southern shore is the last section of the coastal strip of the southern Coast of the Levant that extends
into the norhern Sinai. Four major sites with pretty substantial building remains came to light in this
regi on: Jaf f a, Tel Yabdboz, Ashdod, and Ashkel on. A
favissaof a proposed temple dedicated to the Phoenician god B | as evidenced by an
it At Tel Qat i f near Gaz a, the remains of a s ma
courto building, built of-wideaefensiveveall and aitdched to & watcke nc | o
tower viewing the sea. Similar forts were excavated in northern Sinai Peninsula at Sheikh Zuweid,
Rumani and Tel eHer (Migdol), but are in ruins and therefore, will not be discussed (Stern 2001: 407

408, 416).

2.7.1 Tell Keisan

Tell Keisan is a coastal site locat@dm east of Acre. J. Briend andBl. Humbert excavated it between

1971 and 1976 for the sake of the "Ecole Biblique et Archéologique Francaise" at Jerusalem (Briend and
Humbert 1980). The Persigreriod occupation at Tell Keisan is welbcumented and $éed from
beginning to end (Mlynarczyk 2000: 17). The building remains were significantly destructed because of
the following building processes and weathering. The remnants of the Persian period were attributed to
Level 3, which has been divided into tveublevels (Level 3a and Level 3b) due to the failure of

connecting them into one structure.

Building A (i.e. Level 3a) had only some rambling walls and damaged floors. The squatters used slabs
wedged with small stones protruding about @011bm above thground as bases of wooden poles to
support the roof. The excavators concluded that this type of construction was not attested in the Persian
period. All objects found inside the rooms are housewares and refer to the domestic nature of the house.
The localand imported ceramics discovered in this level were dated to the period between 450 B.C.E.,
and 380 B.C.E. Level 3a precedes the Hellenistic layer (Level 2b). Three sublevels of Building B (Level
3b) under discussion were recognized are Levels 3bl, 3023k The East Greek and Attic ceramics

that attributed to Level 3 attested a strong trade between Tell Keisan and Greece in the Persian period
(Nodet 1980: 11-224, 127).

2711 Building B (Level 3b)
2.7.1.1.1 Contextual Analysis

As mentioned above, the erection of thelding has taken place in three phases (Plan 2.42). In the first
phase (Level 3bl), the building composed of Room 313 (5.50 x 2.50 m), Room 314 (5.50 x 4.10 m), and
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Room 306 (6.50 x 2.50m). In the next stage (Level 3b2), the western half of Wall 302&isgdaoom

313 from Room 314 was dismantled. Both rooms were downsized by erecting-avaliod&all 3020),

which was protruding from Wall 3017 in the southwest and lengthened northeast to join the new western
end of Wall 3029 at a 98egree angle. Thesw corrections have constituted four rooms instead of three:

an anterior ample and stepaved room (Loci.301 and 303), intermediate rooms with new loci numbers
(Rooms 304 and 307), and Room 306 in the back. In the final sublevel (Level 3b3), the building
maintained its general layout with slight corrections conducted mainly on thevwathdsetween Rooms

307 and 301 (i.e. Wall 3020). This separation wall was dismantled, and a neswaliosas erected just

west of it (Wall 3016). These changes intendeenlarge Room 307 perhaps to fulfill new functional
purposes. At each junction point of the walls and corners was placed a large adcesssd slab of

stone at regular distances. The doorjambs of the main entrance opened in Wall 3018 (Loc.3022) were
built of large stones (orthostates) set upright on the ground, and the entrance hadpastdnsll (see

Plan 2.42). The western wall of Room 306 i.e. Wall 5242 had, at least, four large ashlar piers placed at
regular periods. Conceivably, the northerstdgyed wall of the building (Wall 3019) had ashlars set at

the corners and the conjunctions with the walls. Most likely they were dismantled when the entire wall

was destroyed. A large pit was dug into the floor of Room 314 (later Room 307).

Table2.14: The excavated findings in Building B of Tell Keisan (Level 3b)

Catalogue no. Plate no. Type Provenance Reference
] (Nodet 1980: PI.
344 Not ill. Jar Room301
18: 1)
) (Nodet 1980FPI.
345 Not ill. Amphora Room301
3018: 12)
) (Nodet 1980: PI.
346 Not ill. Mortar Room301
20: 21)
] _ (Nodet 1980: PI.
347 Not ill. Cooking pots Room301
21: 6,9, 9a)
] _ (Nodet 1980: PI.
348 Not ill. Attic vase Room301
22:18a)
] _ (Nodet 1980: PI.
349 Not ill. Fibula Room307
100: 9)
) _ (Nodet 1980: PI.
350 Not ill. Fibula Room314
100: 8)
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2.7.1.1.2 Topographical Location and Planimetric Analysis

Building B controls the north and east slopes (Nodet 1980: 120). The main entrance to the building
(loc.3022) faced the west side that opened to the p#aredourt (Loc.302). In the first architectural

phase, the main entrance opened solely to Room 314. It is not obvious if there were other doorways
opened through the separation walls between the three rooms. In the second and third phases, the main
entrane reached to Room 301/303 after dismantling the western half of the dividing wall (Wall 3029).
Perhaps, Rooms 307 and 306 had a joint entrance either between the first and second ashlars or between
the second and third ones.

2.7.1.1.3 Functional Interpretation

Geneally speaking, both layout and the household findings implied that this building was built for
residential purposes; most probably a private dwelling. It is possible to evaluate the functions of some
rooms depending on the excavated material culture. it¢tieekware unearthed in Room 301 suggested to

a considerable extent that it served as a kitchen. Room 307 (former Room 314) seemed to have been a

bedroom or living room.

2.7.1.1.4 Chronology

All three successive renovations conducted in the building (Levels 3ban8hzo3) have been attributed

to the period between 580 B.C.E. (Iron IIC) and 480/460 B.C.E. based on the Attic and lonian pottery
vessels. The whole structure was built on the debris of the Iron Age IIC (Level 4a) as indicated by the
objects found nearhé foundations of Walls 5242 and 5221 while Wall 6023 has been ascribed
unequivocally to Level 3 (Prignaud 1972: 249; Nodet 1980: 120, 127).

27115 Type

Seemingly, the final form of ther damd dti ynwme skurggwe sd i
Iron Age. Vividly, there was no particular form of this kind, namely the arrangement of the four rooms
repeatedly changed since the Iron Age (See Tefl Blme i r i ) . Regarding the cons:s
Aptaedr ubbl ed met hod wa srsignperivdgseeJokmeam for parallel ¢xanglesy.
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2.7.2 Tel Shikmona (in Arabic Tell esSamak;in English Tell of Fish)

The ancient mound of Shikmona is situated near the coast, approximately 1.3 km southwest of the Carmel
near the moderday city of Haifa. Itwas constructed on a shallow and dry stratum of gravel. The
principal excavations were carried out by J. Elgavish during the IZ8B0m the name of the Department

of Museums, in the Municipality of Haifa. Salvage excavations were conducted in the ¥388d4drael
Antiquities Authority. In 2010, M. Eisenberg and Sh. Bar headed a team from the Zinman Institute of
Archaeology at the University of Haifa. Two brief seasons of excavations were conducted in 2011. The
renewed excavations concentrated mainlyhatLate Bronze, Iron Age, and Persjasriod strata. Two

strata of the Persian period were ascertained. In this period; Shikmona was administered by Tyre, and
developed from a small settlement to an important andplaained city. In the discovered rdsntial

guarter have been uncovered stone vessels, weapons, jewelry and other small finds. By the end of the
Persian period, the city was fortified, and the housing was apparently relocated at the base of the tell. The
upper stratum contained a large badéstroyed building interpreted by the excavator as a fortress or
royal storehouse, but its plan has not been retrieved since only the floors had preserved. Therefore, it will
not be addressed independently in this thesis. Among the other destroyedgbuidan underground

room served as a storeroom, as evidenced by dozens of pottery vessels and four large storage jars bearing

royal Phoenician inscriptions written in ink (Stern 2001:-389).

27.2.1 The Settlement
2.7.2.1.1 Contextual Analysis

The lower stratum complesf the buildings contained a vast and waHnned city organized on the
orthogonal plan. Two paved streets intersecting atle€@ffee angles crossed the settlement: Street PA
running eastvest and Street PB running noegtbuth, with two blocks of structuseand courtyards on

both sides. The town is expanded beyond the excavation areas on all sides imakjmgssible to
determine the settlement's limits. The excavated portions of Street PB is eln22m?2.80mwide and

Street PA is ca. 14#ong x 2.50mwide. The buildings were built of ashlar masonry and monolithic
pillars infrequently set at the junction of the walls and the corners (Plan 2.43). The block established
south of the easwest street contained, at least, eight rectangular buildings or ererREIPES, PF, and

two undesignated structures south of Rooms PE1 and PF. Since the southern and western sides of this
complex are in the unexcavated area; it is difficult to calculate the exact number of structures.
Considering the systematic layout®bdoms PEZPES, they would form together a single building, built

of 1mthick walls with a possible vast and unpaved courtyard (PE3) flanking by rooms from the east and

west. The southern side perhaps was an open space. A rectangular monolithic piptceson the
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northeast corner of Room PE4 to strengthen the intersecting walls. In the center of the "courtyard" was
found a mortar in situ. In Room PE2, the excavators found a store jar in situ and a circular tabun built in
its southwest corner (see Plam3). The adjacent rooms west of it perhaps formed part of another
building contains Rooms PE1, PF and two undesignated rooms south of them. Room PE1 measured 5m
(eastwest) x 3m (nortksouth), had a stone pavement, a circular stimeel silo in the sailneast corner,

and two ovens in the northeast and southwest corners. Room PF measures 2.5 x 2.5m, had also a stone
paved floor embedded with a circular oven near the southwest corner and a storage jar found near the

southeast corner.

The northwest block imore complicated than and unclear as much as the southern one. Nonetheless, it
seems that the structures were separate rooms. The southernmost room or corridor (PC1) measured ca. 3
(eastwest) x 1m (nortksouth), had a stone pavement and a circular avéts isouthwest corner. At its
southeast corner i.e. the south doorjamb of the entrance opened to Street PA was laid a large monolithic
pillar. Room PC2 measured ca. 2.90m (@as$t) x 3.90m (nortsouth) and had an unpaved floor.
Several store jars weffeund in it. Loci.PC3 and PC4 were a large single room measured 6m-(north
south) x 4m (easwest). It was separated by a cregal protruding from the east wall and cut off at a
distance of 1.20m apart from the western wall forming a passageway. Neasthend of the crossall

was placed a weljuarried square monolithic pillar. Patches of big uncut stones were found in the
common passageway and loc.PC3 as well. Loc.PD perhaps was gatedeforecourt or a room.
Several store jars were found on g®ound. Room PG3 was a big rectangular room measured ca. 4m
(eastwest) x 2.90m (nortlsouth). Neither material culture nor installations were excavated in it. Room
PG1/PG2 is similar to Room PC3/PC4 as it was divided into two halves by a-BbA@mnattahed
crosswall running eastvest, built of ashlar masonry with a monolithic pillar at its western end. In the
northwest angle of the room was a-imdiameter circular pit. At the center of the southern wall of the
room was laid a group of skillfully amged stones of a bench (?) rising 0.20m above the ground level. At
the intersection of the eastern and northern walls of Room PG1/PG2 was set a rectangalar well
monolithic pillar to buttress the weak point on the wall. An orbicular silo was dug iatodftheast

corner. Room PH was partly stepaved. Another block must have been east of the street. The

excavations of the Persian period inside theselachave yieldedh heap opottery; mainly juglets.

2.7.2.1.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

The area around the tell was an agricultural area fed by gushing streams. Both blocks formed entrances
from the streets; the southern block opened to thevesststreet through a wide entrance opened in the

northern wall of Room PEL. The plan did not laxkp if this room distributed to the adjacent rooms or the
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nearby proposed building. Perhaps they were approachable from the unexcavated area southward. The
northern block, on the other hand, had entrances on both streets: one in Room PC1 opens b the nort

south street, and two entrances opened to Room PC4 and Room or Forecourt PD through Street PB.

2.7.2.1.3 Functional Interpretations

In general, the ground plans, the findings, and installations refer to glastied city composed of a
residential quarter formedf private dwellings and perhaps workshops and warehouses, as indicated by

the considerable number of storage jars and juglets, the ovens, and silos.

2.7.2.1.4 Chronology

Judging from the Attic pottery, the lower stratum was ascribed to the period between thehensixih

and the first third of the fifth centuries B.C.E. The upper layer that contained the supposed fortress or the
royal storehouse mentioned above, however, was attributed to théourtid century B.C.E. and
destroyed by the Hellenistic invasiontire last third of the fourth century B.C.E. (Stern 2001-380).

2.7.2.1.5 Type

The orthogonal plan of the town of Shikmona had also organized the residential quarters at Tel Dor,
Ashkelon (Phase 10), Tel Megadim,-Mina, and Beirut. The general layout of thetleeent is
substantially similar to the residential districts of-Mina and Beirut (see below). Regarding the
construction techniagddes hiwhir ebh 1t schihiequia ufebiddeé wi de
buildings in the Levant (see Jokneam forgtial examples).

2.7.3 Tell Abu Hawam

Tell Abu Hawam is a located in the estuary of Kishon River (in Arabic Nakfo&htta) north of the
Carmel Ridge, on the eastern outskirt of Haifa. The tell itself stands roughly 7m above the surrounding
ground level and emsures ca. 80 x 90m (7200 square meters). The ancient site was excavated by
Hamilton in 1932/33. The Persiqeriod layer has been assigned to Stratum II, which has been badly
weathered to a concrete level. The necropolis discovered near the harbor ef-Makatta’ may have

belonged to Tell Abu Hawam, and it has been damaged by erosion as well (Hamilton 1933; 1934).

2.7.3.1 The Settlement
2.7.3.1.1 Contextual Analysis
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Through the last few decades, the town has suffered from plundering and natural, which caused
demolishing of its entire northern sector, portions of the southern side and several walls of the structures
(Plan 2.44). The preserved section show a district of several structures enclosed by a polygonal casemate
wall served as an enclosure or a itgll. Only a minor portion of the southern and eastern parts are
preserved up to two courses high. The buildings are enclosed by enclosures adjoining the inner face of the
south wall that would grant a more resilient and robust wall (see Plan 2.44). Thatexcated that the

portions of the wall at the western end were remaining of an earlier wall as it is not on the same axis of
the citywall. Inside the city wall, the excavator has counted remaining of nine buildings built of ribbed
walls made up of unhewand regular sizes rubble rotating with ashlar blocks laid at interval distances of

2 and 3m and each projection or angle. The ashlar ribs are built up in a crude header and stretcher fashion
(Fig. 2.53) (Hamilton 1934:-3).

The preserved walls of Buildg 1 in Squares G6 formed two parallel and rectangular rooms with
remaining of a cobbled pavement in the northwest chamber and outside the building northward as well.
Their common wall was consolidated by planting three monolithic columns at regultrsleBgveral

circular pits were dug into the area around the structure, and one of which caused a destruction of the
northern wall (see Plan 2.44). A few meters south of it, in SquaréstBére are portions of Building 4

that is consisting of a vast asthall rooms measured 5 x 10m and 4m x 5m respectively. The floors of
the rooms are compressed mud and rubble (see Plan 2.44). To the west runs an unémeg [3&im or

street on the eastest axis separating the northern block so to speak, namely Bysilfliand 9 from the
southern one, namely Buildings 5, 7 and 8. The preserved segments of Building 6 represented one
spacious and unpaved room, with an extension of its southern wall eastward, which would suggest
another chamber (?). Several walls from arlier phase were reused in Building 9 forming a poor layout.

The buildings of the southern block are severely destroyed and sparse, so nothing could be said about
their ground plans and installations. East of Building 6 a hoard of coins (a total of ih6P ltas been
unearthed in a jug embedded into the floor (see Chronology). Most of the objects discovered at Tell Abu
Hawam are imported Greek pottery (see Table 2.15) (Hamilton 1933: 78; 19B84: 2

Table2.15: The excavated findings in Stratum Il complex of Tell Abu Hawam

Catalogue no. Plate no. Type Provenance Reference
. o (Hamilton 1934:
351 Not ill. Juglet Building 7
14: no. 2)
. o (Hamilton 1934:
352 Not ill. Juglet Building 1
14: no. 3)
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(Hamilton 1934

353 Not ill. Base ofKotyle Building 1
Pl XII: 21)
) o (Hamilton 1934:
354 Not ill. Jar Building 2
14-15: no. 4)
o (Hamilton 1934:
355 Pl.2.14 Scarab Building 2
18: no. 47)
) o (Hamilton 1934:
356 Not ill. Jug Building 4
15: no. 5)
) Two-handled o (Hamilton 1934:
357 Not ill. _ Building 4
pitcher 15: no. 6)
) o (Hamilton 1934:
358 Not ill. Bowls Building 4
15: ne. 7-8)
. o (Hamilton 1934:
359 Not ill. Juglet Building 4
15: no. 9)
) Fragment of o (Hamilton 1934
360 Not ill. o Building 4
terracotta figurine 15: no. 10)
_ _ o (Hamilton 1934:
361 Notill. Handle of Kylix Building 6
Pl XII: 14)
) Fragment of o (Hamilton 1934:
362 Not ill. Building 3
Aryballso Pl. XII: 24a)
_ o (Hamilton 1934:
363 Pl.2.15 Steatite scarab Building 3
18: no. 49)
) Fragment of seate o (Hamilton 1934:
364 Not ill. o Building 5
female figurine 16: no. 25)
] Fragment of o (Hamilton 1934:
365 Not ill. _ _ Building 8
kneeling sphinx 17: no. 27)
Fragment of .
) _ o (Hamilton 1934
366 Not ill. standing female Building 8
o 17: no. 28)
figurine
] _ o (Hamilton 1934
367 Not ill. Loom weight Building 8

Pl. XXXI: 30)
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2.7.3.1.2 Topographical Location arflanimetric Analysis

The site is a natural harbor of Haifa; a location granted it beneficial commercial relationships with the
Aegean worl d, as Hamiltonds exc bcatadon tharsutelieading pr ov
to the Jordan Valley via Megiddo and B&han, and it is surrounded by the Carmel Mount from the

south and southwest. In many sectors, the infrastructure remains are heavily destroyed followed by
changing the general appeararaf the town and the associated structures. Nonetheless, it seems that the

city was flourished and wefilanned.

2.7.3.1.3 Functional Interpretation

Generally speaking, all findings unearthed inside the buildings are household tools that are reflected the
domesticnature of most of these structures. The scarabs excavated in Buildings 2 and 3 were either
religious icons or used as personal ornaments incorporated into jewelry or functioned as official seals.
Indeed, the purpose of scarabs repeatedly changed. Acdgrdimghe light of the absence of precise
layouts of both buildings mentioned above, their functions could not be determined. Perhaps they were
administrative centers or just dwellings and thus, the scarabs found in them were used as amulets or
ornamentsThe terracotta figurine found in Building 4 could have been depicted a goddess. Perhaps
Building 4 was a small cultic place intended to serve the local society. The small square room maybe was
an annex or a treasury of the sanctuary, and the main riiaklsin the large room. The fragment of
seated female figurine in Building 5 portrayed a goddess. However, the layout of the building is not clear
due to the great mess occurred in the building and the town in general. Therefore, we cannot estimate its
exact function. In Building 8, the squatters seemed to have engaged in textile production, but on a limited
scale as evidenced by the little amount of unearthed loom weight. The bowing Sphinx and the naked
female figurine refer to perform religious ceremoniekated to the goddess of fertility, most probably
Astarte. To sum up, Tell Abu Hawam in the Persian period was an affluent settlement having had the
constituent elements to qualify as a wafjanized city or town contained mainly private dwellings with

potential administrative centers and a local sanctuary.

2.7.3.1.4 Chronology

Generally speaking, this settlement was attributed to Stratum Il, which the excavator called it the
"PersianGreek period". The local and Greek pottery vessels had been dated to theofiddlsixth and

the beginning of the fourth centuries B.C.E. The excavator had observed two architectural stages with a
short span in between: Phases A and B. Phase A dated between 569 and 525 B.C.E. and Phase B dated
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between 525 and the early fourth aemt B.C.E. (Hamilton 1934: 2, 5, 66). Stern (1968: 215, 219)
assigned Phase A to the period between the end of the sixth and the beginning of the fourth centuries
B.C.E. and Phase B from the early fourth century B.C.E. until the conquest of Alexand& BiC3B.

based on the unearthed Tyrian coins, which have been omitted by the excavator. Fourteen out of 109
coins were dated by Lambert (1931-2@) to the period of the conquest of Tyre by Evagoras |, king of
Salamis and Achoris, king of Egypt in 385 BECdown to the Alexandre invasion, and the rest of the
pieces were ascribed to the early Hellenistic period. F. M. Cross did not concur with Lambert, and he
dated the entire hoard between 375 and 335 B.C.E. and no one of these coins is later thaantsecHell

time (Cross 1963: 11021). All buildings, except Building 7, were ascribed by the excavator to Phase B.

In Building 7, the two phases mentioned above had been recognized: in the earlier phase (i.e. Phase A)
the walls were built without limestonsldar ribs as opposed to the second architectural phase (i.e. Phase
B). The pit disturbed Building 8 in Square E3 was ascribed to Phase A as well (Hamilton 1934: 3; Balensi
1985: 69).

2.7.3.1.5 Type

Regarding the construction technique, the stonemasons have uagdo&the wellknown techniques
knew in the Levant for erecting the walls of the settlement of Tell Abu Hawam, which are the “header
andstretcher" and "pieandrubble” techniques. For more information about the “predrubble”

fashion see Jokneam.

Thei he aaddst r et cher 6 style used in the construction
Tell el-Mazar, some walls in Area G of Tel Dor, Building 264 of Tel Mevorakh, the warehouse of
Ashkel on, Buil ding M of J @A, Btareroonds rok Bel KBzel,band thed i n g
residential quarter at Beirut.

The ribbed walls have been adopted largely in the Phoenician structures, which prompted some scholars
to presume that the site was a Phoenician colony (cf. Elayi 1982: 101). In fagt,au$thoenician
construction method does not necessarily mean that the Phoenicians inhabited the site as the only ethnic
group, but it might also refer that the local settlers have learned new ways different from what they knew

through the sea trade andnredopted it in their buildings.
2.7.4 Tel Megadim (in Arabic TellSalar)

Tel Megadi m is | ocated at the Car mel Coast near
were commenced between 1967 and 1969 under M. Broshi (Broshi 1969). In 1994, fdik&ciéd a
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salvage excavation on behalf of the | srael Ant i
and the railroad track that bisects the site (W996: 748).

During the Persian regime, there was increasing urbanization throughouethendi Tel Megadim had

seen a high intensity of shipping traffic and external trade, which is ascertainable from the Greek and
Cypriot pottery vessels (Wright 1985: 95; Broshi 1993: 1003). The Pgrsiawd level was very rich and
subdivided into threetsata: Strata I, Il and Ill. Stratum | contained lowality walls, and most of its
remains are in ruins as a result of topographical changes over the years followed by erosion and other
natural processes as it is the closest stratum to the surface.iflaeydayer is Stratum Il since it is the

best preserved Persiperiod level and contained coherent walls formed a-platined city. The walls of
Stratum Ill are loose, and thus, no clear plan could be established (Broshi 1993: 1001). Consequently,
thereis no place for addressing the remains of Strata | and lll, and therefore, only the remains of Stratum

I will be described.

2741 The Settlement
2.7.4.1.1 Contextual Analysis

In the Persian period, Tel Megadim was a city, consisting of insulae flanking $titeetected at right

angles. The settlement was enclosed by a rectangular casemate wall constructed mainly of rubble and
roughly dressed sandstones also known as kurkar. Of this fortification wall, the entire western wall had
been unearthed, which measutd®mlong and only portions of the northern and southern walls (100m

and 20rlong respectively). The citgate was on the south wall (Plan 2.45).

At any rate, the insulae under discussion were abutting the western side of the casemate wall. The
northern nsula contained eleven casemate structures neatly arranged in parallel rows: three large
chambers flanked by two smaller on both sides. A complex of three chambers was attached to the fourth,
fifth and sixth chambers (see Plan 2.45). To the south of litu&,kwo insulae are flanking a street. The
anterior insula incorporated into the western wall and consisted of ten chambers arranged in a single row.
On the opposite side, there is the second insula which is composed of thirteen relatively large@dooms. T
the east of these blocks run a 9limg street on the nortbouth axis. Its width varied from 2.40m to 3m,

and two lanes intersected with it at right angles. The finds excavated inside these structures represented
by significant amounts of jars, bowlsigs, stands, basket handles, juglets, iron and bronze arrowheads,
fibulae, coins, Egyptiastyle seal depicting Isis nursing Horus and terracotta figurines including Astarte
(Broshi 1993: 1003; Stern 2001: 392).
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2.7.4.1.2 Topographical Location arflanimetric Analgis

The western flank of the mound, where the storerooms were excavated, however, is the closest point to
the seashore, which unequivocalorroboratestheir supposed functions (see Plan 2.45). The
southernmost insulae are separated by a street opem®erjostructure in each insula. A narrow lane
running eastvest communicated between this street and the easternmost one runningosibuth
Perhaps this road expanded northward in the northern quarter and therefore, the insula located over there

openeda this street as well.

2.7.4.1.3 Functional Interpretation

The store function of these chambers could not be rejected given the large numbers of the store jars and
other pottery vessels and the arrangement of the rooms in parallel rows near the harbor to facilitate
loading and unloading of goods (Fig. 2.54). The-ufll would have been erected to protect the city
against the intrusion of pirates and not designed to be a giant defensive wall (Broshi 1993: 1002). On the
other hand, the international trade flows aattgrns, including the import/export and taxes or charges for
public utility services, however, needed management and organization that should be controlled by an
administrator officer. Indeed, the seal impression found in a room is an actual manifestatten
existence of a local authority tasked with monitoring all works related to the harbor. Combating violations

of the regulations and ensuring security in this area needed armed patrols whose their presence is proved

by the arrowheads.

The Egyptian ifluence is illustrated by the terracotta figurines, including Astarte and the seal impression
depicted the Egyptian deities Horus and Isis. Nevertheless, no one of the excavated chambers intimates to
have been a cultic place, andfavissawas found, whib would indicate that the people worshiped his or

her beloved deities in the house or workshops viz an individual worshiping. Like Tell Abu Hawam, it
appears that Tel Megadim in the Persian period maintained its flourishing and had all necessary elements
to be a cosmopolitan city contributed largely to rekindling the sea international trade, and could have

played a key role in economic recovery.

2.7.4.1.4 Chronology

This town was established by the end of the fifth century B.C.E. and continued to be settled for the
following century when it was destroyed and deserted all of a sudden at the beginning of the fourth
century B.C.E. as evidenced by the enormous amount of the intact pottery vessels unearthed in the entire
excavated area (see Chapter 6 for explanation) (Wiig85: 95; Broshi 1993: 1003).
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2.7.415 Type

This type of structures, namely the parallel chambers arranged in successive rows one after another with a
bunch of storage jars in them, however, appeared at several sites in the Levant during the Persian rule (see
Jokneam for parallel examples). It could not be imagined that a prospered city like Tel Megadim has been
arbitrarily established without a prior urban planning. Although only the western flank of the city was
established with solely a street, we can peedhat there was a network of intersecting roads with

buildings on their sides (Hippodamian plan). The site needs further investigations eastwards.

2.7.5 Tel Dor (in Arabic Khirbet elBurj)

Tel Dor is |l ocated south of 0thoflHafa. E.cStern direcsednthd | per
first real excavations between 1980 and 2000 on behalf of the Institute of Archaeology at Hebrew
University of Jerusalem, and the Israel Exploration Society. The mound occupies an area of 30 acres
(500mlong x 350mwide) (Stern 1980: 209). The Persian remains have been unearthed in Areas A, B,

and C on the eastern side of the mound, Area D on the southern flank close to the harbor, Area G at the

center of the mound, and Area F in the western side of the tell (Fig. 2.55).

An inscription on the sarcophagus of Eshmunbéazar |
centuries B.C.E., declares that Dor and Jaffa were awarded to him upon the orders of Darius | king of
Persia (522486 B.C.E.) as a remuneration fos hdyalty (Dunand 1965: 10509; Peckham 1968: &8

Moscati 1973: 25). This royal decree would mean that Dor in the Persian period was a Phoenician city

and established by the Sidonians (Stern 1995b: 34). This hypothesis was not entirely convincing for S.

Moscati, who did not consider them as real Phoenician settlements (Moscati 1973: 75).

In the centre of the mound (Area G), remnants of dye depaosits with shells and lime, plus a large quantity

of local and imported pottery vessels had been found in latgeMassive walls built of thick ashlars
arranged in the fiheadero for m, perhaps formed a n
27: C; Stern et al. 1989: 42; 1991: 53; Stern 2001:3#. In the western flank of the mound (Area E)

were found portions of walls constructed of ashlars, perhaps were essentially remnants of dwellings
(Stern and Sharon 1987: 208; Stern et al. 1991: 54).

In this thesis, the author would address the settlement excavated near the eastern slope of the mound in
generdas we do not have clear floor plans of the buildings excavated in it. Thprbestved structures
have been unearthed in Area D (see below). This area has been divided into two areas: Area D1 on the

west and Area D2 on the east, which is the closedt@pthe port (see Fig. 2.55). Generally speaking,
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Area D yielded dog bones and fireplaces full of ash, glass wastes, and iron and bronze slag, which most
likely indicate that there were manufacturing workshops (Stern 2001: 395, 397). The two principal
buildings of Area D (i.e. Area D1 building and the Magazine Building) will be separately addressed since

we have clear ground plans for both of them.

2.75.1 The Settlement
2.7.5.1.1 Contextual Analysis

Impressive structure remains have been found throughout the easterof ahea mound that was
identified as a residential quarter (Areas A, B, and C) (Plan 2.46) (Stern 1983b: 260; 2001: 395). In the
northernmost district (Area C), the excavations have revealed storerooms, workshops, and dwellings
abutting the inner face ofeh A oif M sttt d or Asalient and recesso
undressed native limestone. The uppermost part of the walls is éhicknand the substructure is im

thick®. The structures flanked 2mide streets (St.I and St.Il) that run alathg ciy wall (Stern 1982a:

111, 113).

Area C contained buildings with high walls that were infrequently standing to a height of 3m. These walls
were built of hard sandstone (kurkar) in thecsa | | e d-anfta sutblbdres 6 manner . The
the haises were divided by partition walls forming long and narrow rooms (Stern 1983B62592985:

173175; Fig. 3). Area C1 yielded an intact Lekythos (0.4%gh), and at the bottom offavissahave

been found pottery vessels and figurines (see chrono{&gin 1983a: Pl. 15: C; 1986: 2887; Stern

ard Sharon 1987: 208; PI. 27: A).

The city wall already excavated in Area C expanded into Area A. Westwards, someldadiged

dwellings built of ashlar piers alternating with rubbles have been excavatedAAreuses are similar to
those excavated in Area C northward. The fieldwork in Area A revealed local, PhoeniciaGrésist

and Attic pottery vessels (Marchese 1995:-187; Mook and Coulson 1995: 926; Stern 1995a: 51

92), coins, clay and faienceagfirines, a conical glass stamp decorated by a Phoesigi@nsphinx, and

two bronze censers (Stern 1980: 211; 1982a: 11087 1983b: 260; 1985: 178).

3 Offsetlnset is a term used for change of location for segments of wall sections in both cameinsddid style
curtain walls, in other words, it is a type of defensive wall construction that has alternating sections of the wall set

somewhat protruding or receded from adjacent sections.
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Area B has been divided into two areas: Area B1 in the north and Area B2 in the south (see Fig. 2.55). A
2mwi d e def enisn sveet oA ovd Islet was excavated i-maved hi s a
piazza/square embedded by severely damaged and scattered houses-pava&dnmead runs eastest

from the city gate via the piazza and to the western bayadtintersected by the nortlouth streets (St.|

and St.11) (Stern 1980: 212; 1i9n8s2eat: 0 1wlabl ;| 1a9t8t5a: ¢ hle8c
chambered" city gate that was erected originally in the Assyrian period after the destructiofoof-the
chambered gate by the end of the eighth century B.C.E. by the troops of -Pidgestér 1l in 734/3

B.C.E. (Figs. 2.5&@.57) (Stern and Sharon 1995: 29). The basalt socket of the outer door was unearthed
intact, and in the center of the entrance wa®cket of a bolt indicating that this entrance had a double

leaf daor, most probably built of woo@Stern 1983b: 260 PI. 30: B). Inside the southern and northern
chambers of the twohambered gate had been unearthed two stone basins. East of-tigecityas a

heap of late Persigoeriod pottery vessels dnalmost fifty stone catapults. THavissaof Area B

containeda figurine of a pregnant woman, two Sidonian coins, imported and local pottery vessels, "horse
andrider" figurines, stone beadsnacklace, a glass stamp depicting a king or hero capturing two winged

and horned creatures, and a rhyton in the shape of a veal (Stern 1980: 212; 1982a: 117; PI. 15: D; 1986:
278284, Stern and Sharon 1987: 208; PI. 27: B; Stern et al. 1992: Hys. 2

2.7.5.1.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

Area C occupies the northernmost side of the residential quarter; Area A at the center; and Area B was the
southernmost limit of the district. The city gate was built on the south side of the eastern sbagpB2A
It opened to the street heading from city gate in the east to the western bay. Streets Il extended southward
down to the fortification system of the city and intersected with the other street orientegbsiasthe

insulae flanked all these stise

2.7.5.1.3 Functional Interpretation

As mentioned above, Areas C and A were the residential quarter of the eastern district of the city that
contained storerooms, workshops, and dwellings. The Pgysiérd figurines (almost 20) and the pottery

vessels excavatad Area Bfavissaurged the excavators to assume the presence of a sanctuary inside the

city wall, but it was completely dismantled during rebuilding processes of the new Hellenistic city wall
(Stern 1986: 27284; Fig. 2). Area B, in general, isevidénb be i denti fied with #ft
Tel Dor, which contained the fortification system including the “tlambered" citygate and the

"offsetinset" defensive wall attached to it. Accordingly, the whole city should have beenfladgéd
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city contained private residential dwellings, public administrative centers, defensive structures,

storerooms, and workshops.

2.7.5.1.4 Chronology

Between 1983 and 1984, several test trenches were conducted on the Hellenistic floors of the western
insulaeof Area C, spefically beneath and on both sides of the street separating them. These soundings
yielded objectsand pottery vessels characterized the Persian period. The material culture excavated in
Area C was ascribed to the period between the middle to the endfiffittoentury B.C.E. (Stern 1986:
284-287; Stern and Sharon 1987: 208). In Area B, the PePsaiod strata were unearthed underneath
those belong to Hellenistic period. Judging from a fragment of a Paygsiarhorse figurine, the two
chamber gate of AeeB in all probability continued to be used throughout the Persian period (Stern 1985:
183-185). Moreover, the pottery uncovered in the gateway and the-[stared street leading to the city

give clear evidence that this fortification system was destrbydte middle of the fourth century B.C.E.

during the Sidonian rebellion against the Persians in 348 B.C.E. (Stern 1988: 8). The archaeological
evidence indicates that the city gate was restored within a short period (Levine 19B. The
excavator coni r med t hat the orthogonal pl an also known
qguarters of Areas A and C is originated in the Persian period and still used during the Hellenistic and
early Roman periods without fundamental changing in the plan ($8&3b: 25261). Too, all findings

of Area A are from the Persian period.

27515 Type

The residential quarter of Tel Dor vividly established in the orthogonal urban planning (See Shikmona for
parall el exammhdas hl aMbdet @c lubb tcanstrucaoh sfdhe dnelingini n t h.
Areas C and A have comparable patterns elsewhere (see Jokneam for parallel examples). The storerooms
and workshops of Area C seem to have been organized in a row, although more excavations are needed to
highlight it (see Jakeam for similar examples). The "offseset" defensive walls are a fortification

system used since the Middle Bronze Age toward the Persian perio€apter 4). In Jordan, the
excavations at Tell Jawa had revealed an offest wall but not connealeto a gate and built in the

Early the Iron Age (Stratum 1X) (Daviau 2003:-89). Using headers technique without stretchers in the
construction of the walls is infrequent, and it was used in the buildings at Tell Deir Alla andNatta

in Jordan Vdey.
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2.75.2 AreaD1 Building
2.7.5.2.1 Contextual Analysis

Despite the fact that the building has not been completely excavated, the preserved sectors demonstrated a
well-preserved and pyglanned building. It was constructed of -timick fieldstone shifting with upright
monolithic pillar or ashlar blocks set between the rubble masonry on deep foundations (Fig. 2.58) (Stern
and Sharon 1987: 208). The excavated portions illustrated, at least, three long parallel rooms, each
measured 4m (eastest) x 9m (nortksouth), and paed with kurkar. A passage or large hall adjoined

their northern wall, with a tower approached by a staircase (Fig. 2.59) (Stern et al. 1.987:S3&rn

2001: 395397). Apparently, the limits of the building extended beyond the unexcavated areas eastward
and northward. At the center of the westernmost hall was placed a thick square ashlar pillar meant to
support the roof, but a heavy rain has ruined it. Beneath it was a large pit contained a considerable amount
of Persiamperiod pottery and limestone heathatuette wearing a cylindrical hat showing Cypriot
influences (Stern and Sharon 1993: 138; Fig. 8).

2.7.5.2.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

The building was unearthed in Area D1, which is the western part of Area D on the southern edge of the
mouwnd close to the shore (see Fig. 2.55) (Stern and Sharon 1987: 203; Stern 2001: 395). South of the
building are two pits used for purple dye manufacturing: the first pit was algstedeand full of crushed

shells of snails, and the second pit had an amitramount of purple dye residue and ash. Both pits were
connected by a plastered channel. The quicklime has been used to extract the dye from the mollusks
(Stern and Sharon 1987: 208; Stern et al. 1989: 39; Stern et al. 199@). 4Bost of the portionsf the

building and the remains in the adjacent areas are razed to the ground. Furthermore, the photo taken by

the excavator does not show any doorways, except one in the eastern end of the northern oblong hall.

2.7.5.2.3 Functional Interpretation

The layout, accolidg to the excavators, refers that it was a public residence (Stern and Sharon 1987: 208;
1993: 138). In the author's view, this interpretation is baseless as very few objects have been excavated in

it, besides it is too small to serve as a residency cmdpa the other residences excavated elsewhere; it

does not exceed 170 square meteo®smoMbueddéengst he
changed and was a highly controversial subject. Some scholars have interpreted some buildings in this
style as cultic structures depending mainly on the resemblance to the layouts of temples belong to the
second millennium B.C.E. (cf. Andrae 1930: 24; Thiersch 1932). Other scholars have rejected this
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proposition and defined some buildings in this style asagies or warehouses (Yeivin and A¥bnah

1955: 109), or public (administrative) buildings or dwellings of the rulers (Barrois 1939: 274) or merely
private houses (Shiloh 1970: 188). The author thinks that Area D1 building wasta-delprivate villa.

The statue head perhaps portrayed the owner of the villa or one of his ancestors. If so, the villa was
inhabited by a wealthy Greek family as the Grggle statue head shows.

2.7.5.2.4 Chronology

I n gener arloomohebudifloduirngs wer eon fge (Shileh 1978:m83). inaur s i nc
case, the excavations beneath the foundations of one of its rooms exhibit the building was not built
originally in the Persian period, but in the Iron Age and continued to be used until the Persian and
Hellenistic periodsas well (Stern et al. 1997: 35). Several superimposed floors of the westernmost hall

corroborate the early Hellenistic occupation (Stern and Sharon 1987: 208; 1993: 138).

2.7.5.2.5 Type

The building is typbobbmédbas!| dineg o f(sed Teleedaftighdl rel s e v
The most common -l aymat b wifl dihregshi fiosura row of thr ece
with a back room along their entire length [this description is entirely compatible with our building under
discussion]. The main roo of this type is the back room (Shiloh 1970: 180, 186). On the other hand, the

Arukkhdaehl ar o technique was common in the Phoenici

2753 The fAMagazine Buildingbo
2.7.5.3.1 Contextual Analysis

Only six chambers of the building have been preserved. The rooms are rectangular and have different
sizes (Plan 2.47). Owing to the destruction occurred on the southern and west sides of the building it is
hard to define its accurate dimensions. The maxirpueserved length from east to west is 20m, and the
maximum protected width from north to south is only 6m. All walls are 0:80ck. The long northern

wall (W5176 and W5188) was constructed of large boulders alternating with ashlar piers while the
partition walls (i.e. W5313, W5178, W5288, and W5278) in addition to the short wall i.e. W5322 were
constructed of fieldstone. The southern demolished wall most probably was built in the same manner of
the northern wall. The excavations revealed a consideaabeint of the Persigoeriod pottery (Stern et

al. 1997: 3%40). In this area, several pits were dug into the floors and contained Greek pottery, amphorae,

a Phoenician ostracon;vafsie@urainme ss,| aag RMae nai ecwaasnt efi E
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street running parallel with the building were found dog burials and pits (Stern et al. 1991: 53; Stern and
Sharon 1995: 30).

2.7.5.3.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

The fAMagazine Buil di ngwide street rurecastest orehd sostlenn pdiipheryf a5
of the mound (Area A2), which is the closest point to the harbor. A+sorth road was running near the

eastern edge of the building referring, therefore, to a Hippodamian plan in this area (Stern et al. 1991: 53;
1997: 39; Stern ahSharon 1995: 30). In the scheme, the building has no entryways neither from outside

nor inside. Either the excavators overlooked them, or perhaps each room had a separate entrance from the
destructed south side. The latter proposition is the most pteasaling as it fulfills the intended function

of the rooms as warehouses (see below).

2.7.5.3.3 Functional Interpretation

The colorant residual suggested that the squatters used this area for industrial purposes and commercial
works. Accordingly, the buildingseemed to have designed as a storehouse as indicated by the
arrangement of its chambers, the storage jars and the considerable amounts of the amphorae that have
been unearthed in it, and its location near the seashore (Stern et al. 1991: 53; Stern530P&riggos

some rooms served as workshops.

2.7.5.3.4 Chronology

The "Magazine Building" replaced an Irétge one. The building was attributed to Phases 4 and 5. Both
levels were dated to the fourth century B.C.E. judging from the ceramic evidence (Stern et: 91997

2.7.5.3.5 Type

The layout of the building and the construction technique used in erecting its northern wall, which is
Airubbdae hl|l ar o0, however, were widespread in the sto
the seashore in the Levant (See Joknéamparallel examples). Moreover, the northern wall has two

shallow salients on the east and west which could refer to an “off&#t wall. In this building, the

"offsetinset” wall was not a defensive one, rather than, it intended to be an aesivetiage.
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2.7.6 Nabhal Tut (in Arabic Wadi elShagaq)

Nahal Tut is a littoral site located some 11 km east of Tel Dor. Salvage excavations were carried out in
1993 (Alexandre 2006: 1313 2) . The site was designated as NASite
(Olmai 1981: 57).

2.76.1 The Building
2.7.6.1.1 Contextual Analysis

The plan of the southern half could not be sufficiently clarifithns 2.482.49; Fig. 2.60) The
excavated parts, however, show a massive square anglambled structure, oriented noghbuth,
measured 55 x 55m (3025 square meters), and constructed of casemate walls made up of undressed chalk
fieldstone erected directly on bedrock (Fig. 2.61). Its central courtyard occupied most of its size as it
measured 40 x 40m. It had a bedrock floor anchallpodium (Wall 206) measured 3ong x 2mwide

x 0.80mhigh (Fig. 2.62). Some floors had stone pavement like Rooms 299, 115, 129 (Fig. 2.63) and the
entrance to the courtyard and Room 244/299. Other floors had fragile layers of packed earth. Only the
ertire western part of the building has been excavated and some portions in the south, north, and east. The
thicknesses of the walls are varying from 1.30m to 1.40m at the base and 1.20m at the top (Fig. 2.64). The
stonemasons raised tleaternal and interndaces of the walls by erecting large fieldstones arranged
diagonally in rows a technique also known as zigzag or herringbone patterns. This method ensures the
durability of the walls even without using mortar in between (see Fig. 2.64). Noteworthictinigque

did not apply to the retaining walls. The western wall (W218), Tower 240 and the southern wall (W260)
were consolidated by erecting robust and rooted retaining walls built of undressed stones adjoining the
external faces and preserved to a hieafhl.20m (Fig. 2.65). The retaining walls 251 and 259 are 2m
thick, making them a single impenetrable wall with a total width reaches to ca. 3.40m. The retaining walls
of Tower 240 (i.e. W249 and W297) are wider than 2m, which made it a reinforcedvtitivex total

width up to 3.50m (see Fig. 2.61). Tower 240 is the only ultimately survived tower. It stands to a height
varying from 1.50m to 2.30m. The quantities of rubbles found near and in the tower indicate that the
stone construction reached even lighTraces of three towers remain evident in the corners. Walls 306,
307, and 308 formed the southeast corner tower; the northeast corner tower is constructed by Walls 152,
153 and 154; and the roadworks conducted in the 1970s eliminated any tracesdhtiest one.

The excavators deduced that this building had two floors based on the stone pillar bases found in the
center of Rooms 275, 129, 244/299, and Tower 240 (Figs-2639, besides the large quantity of the

collapsed stones in the rooms, esalgiin Room 244/299. Two stone platforms measuredidirg x
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2.20mwide x 0.360.50mhigh each, however, were built in Rooms 115 and 275. The excavator
described them as stairwells ascending to the upper storey (Fig. 2.68).

The partition walls that are lkng the outer and inner casemate walls on the western part of the building
formed various size rooms: Room 275 measured 5 x 9m; Room 115 measured 5 x 6m; Tower 240 and
Room 277 measured 5 x 4m each; Rooms 142 and 116 measured 5 x 3m each; Room 283 Bneasure
x1.50m; and Room 143 measured 5 x 2m. The excavator considered loci.299/244 as a single large hall
measure 5 x 13m. The doorpost of the shared doorway between Tower 240 and Room 275 was
constructed of the wettut stones placed horizontally, with a retothreshold rising 0.15m above the
bedrock. Among the debris and near the joint entrance between loci.244 and 299 were found more than
30 large iron and bronze nails, which prompted the excavator to conclude that the door made up of solid
wood (see Tabl@.16). Two stondined canals ca. 0.30mide were running along the easést axis of

Rooms 277, and 115 are Channels 307 and 123 respectively (Fig2.Z20p9Both channels expanded

about 25m outside the building westward. A row of three small ingtedtabuilt of stones was placed at

the corner of Room 299. The excavator thought that they were designed for storage and manufacturing
purposes (Fig. 2.71).

The excavation area was filled with crumpled walls and dozens of crushed storage jars benaidh the f
walls. Ashes and soot covered most of the floors. Heavy burnt materials, stones, and mudbrick found
beneath all rooms on a depth of 1m. Crushed bones of adults and children were found in Rooms 277, 240,
275, and 299. Weapons and rounded stone cétapere unearthed in several loci as well. All these
remnants indicated to a horrific destruction and conflagration took place by the end of the Persian rule. As
a matter of fact, the function of the rounded stones is unclear; either they were storlesaataperely

used for industrial purposes (Alexandre 2006: 132;1488 148, 179).

Table2.16: The excavated findings in the complex of Nahal Tut

Catalogue no. Plate no. Type Provenance Reference
_ _ (Alexandre 2006:
368 Notill. Attic bowl Room244 .
Fig. 53: 1)
(Alexandre 2006:
369 Not ill. Mortarium Room244 _
Fig. 53: 4)
. _ (Alexandre 2006:
370 Not ill. Cooking pots Room244 _
Fig. 53: 56)
_ (Alexandre 2006:
371 Not ill. Juglet Room244 _
Fig. 53: 9)
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(Alexandre 2006:

372 Not ill. Storage jars Room244 _
Fig. 53: 1217)
) (Alexandre 2006:
373 Not ill. Lamp Room244 _
Fig. 53: 18)
) (Alexandre 2006:
374 Not ill. Iron ploughshares Room244 _
Fig. 54: 14)
) ) (Alexandre 2006:
375 Not ill. Iron sickles Room244 _
Fig. 55: 12)
) Iron shearing (Alexandre 2006:
376 Not ill. _ Room244 _
clippers Fig. 56: 2)
] _ (Alexandre 2006:
377 Not ill. Iron fibula Room244 _
Fig. 57: 3)
) (Alexandre 2006:
378 Not ill. Bronze spearheag Room244 _
Fig. 57: 4)
) (Alexandre2006:
379 Not ill. Iron arrowhead Room244 _
Fig. 57: 5)
(Alexandre 2006:
380 Not ill. Bronze nails Room244 Fig. 58: 27, 14
15)
) Basalt millstone (Alexandre 2006:
381 Not ill. o Room244 .
(in situ) Fig. 59: 1)
) Large basalt (Alexandre 2006:
382 Not ill. _ . Room299 .
millstone (n situ) Fig. 38)
Large iron
) _ (Alexandre 2006:
383 Not ill. ploughshareif Room299 )
_ 150; Fig. 39)
situ)
Three diamond
shaped iron rings
) (Alexandre 2006:
384 Not ill. used to clamp the Room299 )
150; Fig. 40)
wooden parts of
the plough
) _ (Alexandre 2006:
385 Not ill. Three iron scythes Room299

150)

104




(Alexandre 2006:

386 Not ill. Storage jars Room299
150)
) (Alexandre 2006:
) Bronze and iron )
387 Not ill. _ Room?299 Fig. 58: 1, 813,
nails
16)
) ) (Alexandre 2006:
388 Not ill. Mortaria Room299 _
Fig. 53: 23)
] (Alexandre 2006:
389 Not ill. Krater Room299 _
Fig. 53: 7)
] (Alexandre 2006:
390 Not ill. Jug Room299 _
Fig. 53: 8)
] (Alexandre 2006:
391 Not ill. Juglet Room299 _
Fig. 53: 10)
) (Alexandre 2006:
392 Not ill. Handle Room299 _
Fig. 53: 11)
) ) (Alexandre2006:
393 Not ill. Iron pickaxe Room299 _
Fig. 56: 1)
) ) (Alexandre 2006:
3H Not ill. Iron ring Room299 _
Fig. 56: 3)
) Bronze buckle (Alexandre 2006:
3% Not ill. _ Room299 .
with duc Fig. 57: 1)
) (Alexandre 2006:
39% Not ill. Iron accessory Room299 .
Fig. 57: 2)
] Storage jars (Alexandre 2006:
397 Not ill. Room143 _
(almost 100) Fig. 60: 110)
] Storage jars (Alexandre 2006:
3% Not ill. Room283 _
(almost 40) Fig. 60: 1118)
] (Alexandre 2006:
399 Not ill. Handle Room?283 _
Fig. 60: 19)
) (Alexandre 2006:
400 Not ill. Lamp Room283 _
Fig. 60: 20)
) Storage jars (Alexandre 2006:
401 Not ill. Room142 _
(almost 20) Fig. 61: 1215)
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(Alexandre 2006:

402 Not ill. Storage jars Room240 _
Fig. 52: 13)
) ) (Alexandre 2006:
403 Not ill. A bronze fishhook Room240 _
Fig. 52: 4)
) A couple of bronze (Alexandre 2006:
404 Not ill. _ Room240 _
nails Fig. 52: 5)
) ) (Alexandre 2006:
405 Not ill. Iron ring Room240
151)
) (Alexandre 2006:
406 Not ill. Human bones Room240
152)
] _ (Alexandre 2006:
407 Not ill. Storage jars Room275 )
Fig. 50)
) ) (Alexandre 2006:
408 Not ill. Cooking pots Room275 _
Fig. 48: 47)
) (Alexandre 2006:
409 Not ill. Bowls Room275 _
Fig. 48: 13)
) (Alexandre 2006:
410 Not ill. Jugs Room275 _
Fig. 48: 810)
) (Alexandre 2006:
411 Not ill. Lamp Room275 .
Fig. 49: 1)
) (Alexandre 2006:
412 Not ill. Alabastron vessel Room275 .
Fig. 49: 2)
) _ (Alexandre 2006:
413 Not ill. Limestone bead Room275 _
Fig. 49: 3)
) (Alexandre 2006:
414 Not ill. Jar bases Room275 _
Fig. 49: 45)
) ) (Alexandre 2006:
415 Not ill. Iron pickaxe Room275 _
Fig. 51: 1)
) Iron shearing (Alexandre 2006:
416 Not ill. _ Room275 _
clippers Fig. 51: 2)
) Iron and bronze (Alexandre 2006:
417 Not ill. Room275
nails 152)
418 Not ill. Human bones of Room275 (Alexandre 2006:
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an infant 152)
] _ (Alexandre 2006:
419 Not ill. Cooking pots Room277 _
Fig. 52: 67)
) ) (Alexandre 2006:
420 Not ill. Storage jars Room277 ,
Fig. 52: 812)
) (Alexandre 2006:
421 Not ill. Iron awl Room277 _
Fig. 52: 13)
) Spindle whorl of (Alexandre 2006:
422 Not ill. Room277 _
black stone Fig. 52: 14)
) _ (Alexandre 2006:
423 Not ill. Mortarium Room129 _
Fig. 61: 7)
) _ (Alexandre 2006:
424 Not ill. Cooking pot Room129 _
Fig. 61: 8)
) ) (Alexandre 2006:
425 Not ill. Storage jars Room129 _
Fig. 61: 911)
) (Alexandre 2006:
426 Not ill. Bowl Room115 _
Fig. 61: 1)
) _ (Alexandre 2006:
427 Not ill. Cooking pot Room115 _
Fig. 61: 2)
) (Alexandre 2006:
428 Not ill. Juglet Room115 .
Fig. 61: 3)
) _ (Alexandre 2006:
429 Not ill. Storage jar Room115 .
Fig. 61: 4)
) Sandstone (Alexandre 2006:
430 Not ill. Room115 _
whetstone Fig. 61: 5)
] Pestle of black (Alexandre 2006:
431 Not ill. Room115 _
stone Fig. 61: 6)
) _ (Alexandre 2006:
432 Not ill. Attic bowl L.215/106
Fig. 62: 1)
) ] (Alexandre 2006:
433 Not ill. Mortaria L.215
Fig. 62: 3, 4)
) ) (Alexandre 2006:
434 Not ill. Cooking pot L.215/106 _
Fig. 62: 8)
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) (Alexandre2006:
435 Not ill. Flask L.215 _
Fig. 62: 10)
) (Alexandre 2006:
436 Not ill. Handle L.215 _
Fig. 62: 12)
) (Alexandre 2006:
437 Not ill. Bronze buckle L.215 _
Fig. 63: 7)
) (Alexandre 2006:
438 Not ill. Iron arrowhead L.215 _
Fig. 63: 8)
) _ (Alexandre 2006:
439 Not ill. Mortarium L.128/114 _
Fig. 62: 2)
] (Alexandre 2006:
440 Not ill. Jug L.128 _
Fig. 62: 11)
) ) (Alexandre 2006:
441 Not ill. Storage jars L.128 _
Fig. 63: 12)
) (Alexandre 2006:
442 Not ill. Bronze spatula L.128/114 _
Fig. 63: 5)
) ] (Alexandre 2006:
443 Not ill. Mortarium L.255/279 _
Fig.62: 5)
) (Alexandre 2006:
444 Not ill. Bowl L.255/279 )
Fig. 62: 6)
) (Alexandre 2006:
445 Not ill. Krater L.255/279 .
Fig. 62: 7)
) _ (Alexandre 2006:
446 Not ill. Cooking pot L.255 _
Fig. 62: 9)
) ) (Alexandre 2006:
a47 Not ill. Storage jars L.255 _
Fig. 63: 34)
) ) (Alexandre 2006:
448 Not ill. Bronze chain L.255 _
Fig. 63: 6)

2.7.6.1.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

The site is surrounded by perennial springs and rivers made it a productive agricultural area. The building
was erected on a slope of a hillock (Oirh881: 57; Wolf 1996: 749). Nahal Tut, on the other hand, had
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a strategic position on the nowtbuth route linking Syria with Egypt and vice versa. The building
monitored the westast route from Tel Dor to Galilee and Jezreel Valley as well, whichd mean that

that Nahal Tut is the eastern end of the agricultural land that was under the sway of Tel Dor, and at the
western end of Galilee (Alexandre 2006: 179).

The location of the main entrance of the complex is unclear since it sufferedsalerable physical
damage that has caused by war (?). The western retaining wall affirms the absence of any entrance in this
part. The excavator believed with cautious that the main entrance was in the center of the southern
casemate wall (see Plan 24Alexandre 1996: 49). All casemate rooms are reachable through joint
doorways communicated them with the central courtyard. Several corrections were conducted on the
building in later phases: the doors between Rooms 244/299 and 283; Rooms 244/299 andl 148
courtyard and Room 142 all were blocked off by large stones (Fig. 2.72) (Alexandre 2008:3)42he
courtyard also approached to the northern and southern casemate rooms i.e. Rooms 129 and 275

respectively. The latter reached to the towehendouthwest (Loc.240).

2.7.6.1.3 Functional Interpretation

The objects excavated in the building could be typified in seven groups: 1) kitchen vessels including
mortaria, cooking pots, juglets, millstones, krater, jugs, bowls, alabastron vessel, whetstondlagkstle,

and spatula; 2) plowing, cultivation and livestock rearing tools including Iron ploughshares, Iron sickles,
scythes, Iron pickaxes, and Iron shearing clippers that perhaps used as wool shearing tools; 3) weapons,
including bronze spearhead and Irarrowhead; 4) storage jars; 5) ornaments and personal tools
including lIron ring, bronze buckle with duckds he
been used as stitching needle used for piercing holes in leather; 6) fishhooks; 7inhthdiiey tools such

as spindle whorl.

As a matter of fact, the random or inequitable distribution of the finds in the rooms plus the absence of
installations from most of them, however, makes it difficult to determine the function of each one, even
for those that yielded a big number of objects like Rooms 244/299 and 275. In any event, based on
preceding arguments, the primary activities that carried out in the building were the food production and
the agricultural production, commencing from cultivatingotitgh harvesting and milling, and finally
storing. Indeed, blocking off some entrances between rooms had utilitarian ends related mainly to the
storage functions. The basalt millstone in Room 244/299 is an indication of engaging milling works, and
therefoe, the storage jars filled with flour. The excavator weighs the possibility that this vast edifice was
a fortified agricultural property (Alexandre 1996: 50; 2006:-183, 175, 180). Indeed, its great size and
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finds refer that it was a provincial agriaulal estate contributed to enhancing farm incomes and the
development needs by providing the surrounding areas with crops. Perhaps, these crops used partially for
exporting goals via the adjacent harbors such as Tel Megadim and Tel Dor. On the othifrehansino

clue amongst the findings such as stamp seals that would corroborate that Nahal Tut had an administrative
or governmental authority managing food production, which brings us the probability of that Nahal Tut
was administered by one of the adjatsites, most probably by the nearby metropolitan city at that time

which is Tel Dor or even Megiddo.

On the other hand, the enormous number of storage jars in Rooms 283, 142, and 143 leaves no room for
suspicion that these rooms were storerooms as Wadl.bronze and iron weapons excavated in Rooms

244, and 215, the solidity of the casemate and retaining walls in addition to the buttressed towers are
conclusive proofs of the fortification system. In other words, they suggested that this agricultere esta
was annexed with a military garrison protected it. The spindle whorls were used for spinning after

shearing the wool of the livestock as alternative livelihoods besides the fishing.

2.7.6.1.4 Chronology

Wallls of a Middle Bronze Age IIA building have been excagtdteneath the northern foundation courses

of the building (Alexandre 1996: 50). The complex was slwgtl as it was built in the last phase of the
Persian period i.e. the fourth century B.C.E. and was destroyed by the end of it or the very beginning of
the Hellenistic period i.e. 35825 B.C.E. as evidenced by the local and the Attic pottery vessels (Guz
Zilberstein 1995: 289, 295, 356; Alexandre 2006: 132, 154, 156, 180). A bronze coin dated to the reign of
the Alexandre the Great that has been founddom 244/299 beneath a thin layer of debris provided an
unequivocal evidence about the date of the destruction of the complex (Alexandre 2006: 178, 180; Fig.
64).

2.7.6.1.5 Type

The zigzag pattern used in the construction of the walls is in the same way as lloeHAtge city-walls

of Megiddo and Dan (Wright 1985). The building is very comparable to the fortress of Ashdod regarding
the spacious courtyards which are enclosed by rooms on four sides and the projecting corner towers.
Nonetheless, there are many difieces between both buildings regarding the size, number of rooms,
thicknesses of the walls and corner towers and the material of construction. Nahal Tut building is three
times bigger than Ashdod fortress. The total width of Nahal Tut building countingtdiring walls is

up to 3.50 and in Ashdod fortress the walls are onlytdiok. The complex of Nahal Tut is built of
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boulders arranged in the zigzag pattern, and the fortress of Ashdod was erected of bricks. In Theangela in
Greece, there is a similaraangular fort and also dated to the late fourth century B.C.E. as well
(Lawrence 1979: 138, 179; Figs. 31, 441).

2.7.7. Tel Mevorakh (in Arabic Tell Mubarak)

Tel Mevorakh is a coastal site located on the southern cliff of the Crocodile River (in Arabic Nahr ez
Zarga) between Sharon Plain and the Carmel coast, about 5 km northeast of Caesarea. The tell measured
50 x 50m and stands ca. 15m above the surrounding area (Wright 1985: 96). E. Stern excavated the site
between 1973 and 1976 (Stern 1973; 1974; 1978). Baséluke ribbed walls formed by ashlar blocks, E.

Stern (1973: 25@57) cited the site was inhabited by the Phoenicians since this kind of walls is a
Phoenician prototype. The Persipgriod level composed of three strata (StrataW! Stratum VI

containg only deep pits filled with ash, animal bones, and pottery. Stratum V is represented by a
structure erected on the western flank of the mound. Stratum IV contained a large building covering the
whole mound (see below). Building 120 of Stratum V is extigrdamaged, and only a few disjointed

walls have survived. Moreover, the finds are not sufficient by themselves to conclude its function. In
general, the excavated portions of this building show a complex of rooms similar to Building 264 of
Stratum 1V. Baed on the local and imported Greek pottery excavated in the whole excavated area and
inside the silos, Stratum V has been dated to the beginning of the fourth century B.C.E. E. Stern (1978:
26-30) has concluded that Building 120 was an epaurt building,served as a large farm house. Indeed,

this argument is baseless in the light of the enormous destruction occurred in the building. The present

author will only discuss Halepth the architectural remains of Stratum IV (i.e. Building 264).

2.7.7.1 Building 264
2.7.7.1.1 Contextual Analysis

Building 264 is a large complex consisted of a vast number of rooms. Perhaps the building had two wings
with a long narrow lane or street run eastst separating thefiPlan 2.50; Fig. 2.73)A circular pit was

dug into its floor on theastern end (Pit 8). Vast portions of the building are yet in the unexcavated areas
on the north, east andest; so neither the layout nor measurements could be established in an exact
manner. In the plan, the building is demarcated by a casemate wait treernal wall (W7 and W22) is
located in Squares H/ADL and the inner wall (W1) is located in Squares @fl(and together they
formed casemate rooms (L.4 and L.6) (Figs. 27%). It seems that the external face (W7 and W22) has
salients and resses. It was constructed of wellt ashlar blocks courses arranged alternately in headers

and stretchers. The inner wall (W1) is built of selr@ssed fieldstones alternating with wallt ashlar
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blocks laid at fixed distances (Fig. 2.76). The excavdimks that the casemate wall surrounded the
entire complex. Unlike the casemate wall, all rooms were built of undressed ashlar blocks of different
sizes.

Remnants of stonpaved floors have been unearthed in Rooms 102 and 214 while the rest of the rooms
had beaten earth floors. The stone pavement of Room 102 has been unveiled a few centimeters beneath
the surface, and it covers the northeastern part of the rdoben.southern and western portions are
completely demolishecperhaps because of later graveshéiigh this floor is rising 0.60m above the
ground level, it has been attributed to Stratum IV based on the types of jars found above it (see Table
2.17). The major amount of pottery has been unearthed in Room 103 (Fig. 2.77) (see Table 2.17). Most of
them are intact despite collapsing the roof on its floor. The floors of RoomslQ®4are severely
destroyed by graves belonging to later periods. Some walls were utterly destroyed by Hellenistic

structures as well (Stern 1978:-28).

Table2.17: The excavated findings in Building 264 of Tel Mevorakh

Catalogue no. Plate no. Type Provenance Reference
. _ (Stern 1978: R
449 Not ill. Storage jes L.102
24:4,6; 25: 9
. (Stern 1978: Fig.
450 Not ill. Bowl L.103
4:12)
) (Stern 1978: Fig.
451 Not ill. Kraters L.103
5:2 4;Pl. 23:
(Stern 1978: Fig.
452 Not ill. Cooking pos L.103 5: 1011, 17; PI.
23:9
(Stern 1978: Fig
453 Not ill. Storage jes L.103 6:68,11;7:1,6;
Pls. 24: 5; 25: 1L
) (Stern 1978: Fig.
454 Not ill. Amphora L.103
8: 15; PI. 25: 14)
) ) (Stern 1978: Fig.
455 Not ill. Standof a jar L.103
8:22; PI. 27: 8)
) (Stern 1978: Fig.
456 Not ill. Jugs L.103
9: 2 45; PI. 27: 2,
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4)

(Stern 1978: Fig.

457 Not ill. Jugles L.103 9: 14 15, 17 PI.
28:2 4,7
. (Stern 1978: Fig.
458 Not ill. Lamp L.103
10: 5)
] Unknown metal (Stern 1978: 105;
459 Not ill. _ L.103
object Pl. 46: 1)
) (Stern 1978: 105;
460 Not ill. Metal bracelets L.103
Pl. 46: 4)
] (Stern 1978: 97;
461 Not ill. Part of amphora L.117
Pl. 25: 13)
. (Stern 1978: Fig.
462 Not ill. Jug L.117
10: 18; PI. 30: 9)
) Attic imported (Stern 1978: 98;
463 Not ill. L.150
ware Pl. 29: 8)
) Attic imported (Stern 1978: 99;
464 Not ill. L.154
ware PI. 29: 20)
) _ (Stern 1978: Fig.
465 Not ill. Pyxis L.154
9: 25;PI. 28: 13)
) Imported East (Stern 1978: 100;
466 Not ill. L.172
Greek bowl PI. 30: 5)
) Handle of (Stern 1978: Fig.
467 Not ill. L.172
amphora 8: 14; PI. 25: 11)
. (Stern 1978: Fig.
468 Not ill. Bowl L.106
4:5)
] (Stern 1978Fig.
469 Not ill. Kraters L.106
5: 67; Pl. 23:4,6)
(Stern 1978: Fig.
470 Not ill. Storage jes L.106 7: 2-4; Pl. 25: 23,
5)
) (Stern 1978: Fig.
471 Not ill. Juglet L.106
9:11;PLL27:7)

113




) Fragment of lay (Stern 1978: 104;
472 Not ill. o L.110
figurine Pl. 42: 4)
. (Stern 1978: Fig.
473 Not ill. Bowl L.108
4: 6)
(Stern 1978: Fig.
474 Not ill. Jugles L.5 9:9 18 Pls. 27: 6
28: 5
Attic imported (Stern 1978: 99;
475 Not ill. L.2
ware PI. 29: 13)
] (Stern 1978: 105;
476 Not ill. Metal bracelet L.2
Pl. 46: 2)
] _ (Stern 1978: PI.
477 Not ill. Jar Pit 8
24: 2)
) _ (Stern 1978: Fig.
478 Not ill. Jug Pit 8
9:7; Pl 27: 3)
) _ (Stern 1978: Fig.
479 Not ill. Lamp Pit 8
10: 1012)

2.7.7.1.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

The building occupies the entire surface of the mound &) (Stern 2001: 403). The ancient tell lies

at the junction of Sharon Plain and Carmel Coast. In other words, it was dominating the coastal plain.

Some details of the plan remain problematic, especially the connection between the different parts and
entrances to the rooms since only the foundations of the complex are preserved. More excavations are

needed south, west and east of the compound to obtain a more instructive picture of its layout.

2.7.7.1.3 Functional Interpretation

The excavator believes that Roomsa2id 28 in the northwest sector were staircases leading to a tower or
second floor on the western side of the complex. The storage jars in Room 102 would indicate to a storage
function of it. Room 103 could have been a kitchen, as evidenced by the kigzkeiwe Pyxis in Room

154, which was originally used by women to hold cosmetics, trinkets or jewelry would imply to a

bedroom. Room 106 perhaps was intended to store the wine in the kraters, plus the fluids and crops. Stern
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(1978: 2627) has interpreteché complex as an administrative center or large agricultural estate. In fact,
there is no clue about both suggested functions especially that the building is largely unexcavated yet, and
the findings refer to a domestic nature rather than public. In thersiview, this complex was, seemed

to have been a residential quarter occupied the entire area of the mound and composed mainly of private

dwellings and storerooms.

2.7.7.1.4 Chronology

Judging from the pottery vessels, Stratum IV was dated to the last stdye Bénsian period i.e. the
middle of the fourth century B.C.E. (Stern 1978: 28; 2001: 403).

2.7.7.1.5 Type

Stern (1974: 267; 2001: 403) has inferred that this complex is similar to Building 234 excavated in Tell
el-Jurn at EARGedi regarding their multiple rooms, the open courtyards, and the second storey. As long as

the excavations have not been finished, and the complex maintained of the status quo, we could not
retrieve a clear layout of it. This complex comdrnalmost all Phoenician architectural techniques used

el sewher e i n t he -angivalmb |, e Oi;anddhthurelehtahagir e fi @i, e riic as e ma't
possi blien sfieotfdf sweal | ( saadrubhleadchmique;mell fAlou Hawarm ferrheaderd

stretcher technique, Rujm Alenu for casemate; and Tel Dor for offgetet technique).

2.7.8 Makmish (Tel Michal)

Makmish is a small mound on the northern half of the Mediterranean seashore northern Palestine. In
1922, J. Ory was the first scholar who condddte first survey on the site. Between 1958 and 1960, N.
Avigad directed salvage excavations on the northeast side of the mound, followed by the excavations of
Z. Herzog and J. D. Muhly between 1977 and 1980 (Herzog 1993: 1036). Six rich occupatioesbphas

the upper and lower tells and the lower chipweverhave been attributed to the Persian period (Strata
XI-VI) (Herzog 1989: 88, 124; 1993: 1038). N. Avigad was convinced that Makmish was a Phoenician
settlement (Avigad 1960: 926).

The building emains of Stratum XI have been unearthed at the northern end of the acropolis where the
excavators found only remains of a single building (Building 872), pits and ovens. Stratum X overlies
Stratum XI and contained incoherent walls of Buildings 856, 14hd,1351, courtyards, floors, pottery,
cooking ovens, pits, drainage system and fragments of plasteredTrbefsemains ofStratum IX have

been unearthed on the acropolis as well. It contained yards and-poEsrved buildings (Buildings
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344, 1483, 188, 1771, and 412), pits, silos, and floors. Stratum VIII remains have been excavated on the
acropolis in Area D. It yielded a few remains of Buildings 340, 1084, 1304, and 89, kilns (loci.1803, 215
and 207), a small winepress (loc.510), floors, animakbpand pottery vessels. Stratum VIl contained
portions of walls and silos. Building 1013 is the ba®served building in this stratum. Stratum VI is a
continuation of Stratum VII and covers the center, south, north and east sides of the acropolis. It
contained silos, a winepress (loc.566), pottery sherds, drainage channels (loc.137), incense altars and
portions of building remains without precise layouts (Herzog 1980:1208 123138; 1989: 89113,

Figs. 8.48.17).

Despite the absence of explicit designf most of the buildings, the excavators presented inconsistent
explanations about their functions. Therefore, the present author will examine only the sanctuary,
Building 89 of Stratum VIII and Building 1013 belonging to Stratum VIl as they are theptestrved
buildings with clear ground plans.

2.7.8.1 The Snctuary
2.7.8.1.1 Contextual Analysis

In consequence of the damage occurred in the building, specifically on the western wall, no one can
retrieve the original plan of the sanctuary. The building processes harepiace in two phases. In the

first stage, the sanctuary was a rectangular building oriented in thesoaith direction and, composed
mainly of two rooms with a vast courtyard on the east: a large room on the south and a smaller one
attached to its ndnern end. The eastern limits of the court are indefinable, and its floor is 1m below the
ground level of the rooms. The total length from north to south was 15m, and the estimated width was
6.5m (Figs. 2.72.80). The east wall of the main hall is the hastserved wall. Only two courses of it

have been survived. The lower course was built of uncut stones, and the upper one was erected of mud
brick with a 1.10rwide opening associated with square doorposts made of ashlars. In the second phase,
an enlargema took place in the building. The main hall was, therefore, widened 2.5m northward
creating an obliqgue bend and the floor level of the courtyard was lifted 0.17m. A rounded plastered basin
(1.10min diameter) was built into its floor with a depth of 0.30mside it was found an incense
limestone altar. This basin was probably connected to an open and shallow drain run, at least, 5m in the
eastwest axis. Near the pipe was found a circular torus smooth column base made of basalt (not in situ),
which are réher similar to the basalt torus base found at the Palace of Lachish. In front of the main

entrance was added a small pavement of sandstone slabs (Avigad 1958: 276; 1960: 91).
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Table2.18: The excavatefindings in the sanctuary of Makmish

Catalogue no. Plate no. Type Provenance Reference
Open lamps; Deep bowls _
) (Avigad 1961.:
480 Not ill. Jars; Beads; Bronze Northern annex 97.98)
bracelets; Incense altars
) Glass pendant representir] (Avigad 1961
481 Not ill. Northern annex
abearded head Plate 25b-c)
Figurines depicting wome Avigad 1960:
482 Not ill. g. PIEANg - (Avig
in the prenatal phase Plate 11: &)
Figurine of a mother
] carrying her infant in a (Avigad 1960:
483 Not ill. . -
hand and supporting her Plate 11: ¢)
breasts with thether one
Maidenfigurine supportin Avigad 1960:
484 Not ill. g PP 9 - (Avig
her breasts Plate 10: ¢)
) (Avigad 1960:
485 Not ill. Statuette of naked male -
Plate. 12: a)
Cypriote limestone statuett
of a woman wearing sewn _
] _ (Avigad 1960:
486 Not ill. garment, known as chiton -
. . Plate. 12: b)
and hold a votive offering
in a hand
_ (Avigad 1960:
] Limestone male heads
487 Not ill. _ o - Plates 9: c; 11:
showing Cypriot influenceg )
Seated old men wearing
) cylindrical and pointed (Avigad 1960:
488 Not ill. _ -
headcloths and grasping Plates 10: )
their beards
Beardedhead ofmale )
. _ (Avigad 1960:
489 Not ill. wearing Atefcrown of -

Osiris

Plate 9: b)
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2.7.8.1.2 Topographical Location arflanimetric Analysis

The sanctuary was erected about 400m amnthéhwest side of the mound (Avigad 1960: 90, 95). A
person can enter the main hall of the temple through the courtyard, and most probably, there was an

entryway connected the main hall and the annex.

2.7.8.1.3 Functional Interpretation

The layout of the building @hthe abundant quantity of votive figurines and limestone incense altars
clearly indicate to a cultic character of the building. Too, the types of the figurines suggested that the
sanctuary was dedicated primarily to a goddess of fertility; most probakdyté This argument can also

be easily confirmed by the fact the site was inhibited by Sidonians who established a commercial colony
in Makmish for the sake of prosperity of their global sea trade. Geographically, Makmish is located
within the territoris ext ended from Dor to Jaff a, whi ch were
royal decree from Darius for his great deeds (see above). The small room on the north probably was
served as a treasury of the sanctuary since most of the valuable olgjecfeund inside it (Avigad 1960:

92-95). It seemed that the Egyptian deity Osiris was also worshiped in this sanctuary as indicated by the
terracotta figurine of the bearded head wearing Osiris Atef crown (catalogue no. 489). This figurine had
quite simibr iconography to Osiris in Egypt regarding the headgear, the false beard, and shaved
mustache. On the contrary, despite the Atefvn that topped the male head shown in catalogue no.488,

it represented a personage rather than Osiris, as demonstratedldnsture clasping the beard with the

right hand. In the Egyptian mythology, Osiris never had a mustache.

2.7.8.1.4 Chronology

The trial trenches conducted below the sanctuary have revealed Iron Age potsherds (Avigad 1958: 276;
1961: Fig. 1: AD). Both identified pases are belonging to the Persian period judging from the pottery,
figurines, and the other objects. The votive figurines bore Persian, Cypriot, Egyptian and Phoenician
influences (Avigad 1960: 994). The pregnant women and those holding their breaste walso
widespread in the Levant in the Persian period. Several parallel examples were excavated in Shrine Il of
Sarepta (catalogue nos. 5834), TellesSa 6i di yeh (Stratum |11 }7),Tetf. Pri
Abu Hawam (Level Il) (catalogue n864), House 2 of Tell Mardikh (cf. Matthiae et al. 1995: 515, Fig.

495), Beth Shan (cf. FitzGerald 1931: Pl. XXIV:-3) and Kharayeb (catalogue no. 614). The male
figurines topped by Atef crown of Osiris were also found in Amrit (catalogue no. 581), yehara

(catalogue no. 618), and Mizpe Yammim (catalogue no. 71). Similar figurines of the old men wearing a
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cylindrical tiara and fondling their beards were also found in Kharayeb (catalogue nos. 603, 605) and Tell
Sukas (catalogue no. 558). The Hellenistatedhas been given to the latest phase of occupation after the
destruction of the building (Avigad 1960: 96).

2.7.8.1.5 Type

The oneroom sanctuary with an annex was not widely known among the sanctuaries during the Persian
period. In the Levant, the sanctuary ofZgée Yammim is the only comparable temple to the shrine

excavated in Makmish (see Mizpe Yammim).

2.7.8.2 Building 89
2.7.8.2.1 Contextual Analysis

Building 89 is contained solely Rooms 89 and 92. They both measured 9m (noghuthstast) x 4.50

6m (northeassouthwest), ath built of undressed sandstone in the lower courses, and the superstructure
was constructed ofamra bricks that were collapsed on the floor of Room 92. Room 89 was considered as
a courtyard measured 3 x 3m and Room 92 measured 3.50 x 4.50m (Plan 2d)miM2 a semi
circular stondined silo was dug into its southwest corner. The walls of the building ashitknand

stand to a height of 1.5m (Herzog 1989: 97, 100). Beneath the floor of Alley 405 is aviid@mitch
(loc.413) elongated along the tilmwestsoutheast axis through the stgraved street (loc.951).

Table2.19: The excavated findings in Building 89 of Makmish (Stratum VIII)

Catalogue no. Plate no. Type Provenance Reference
) _ (SingerAvitz
490 Not ill. Storagears Room92 _
1989: Fig. 9.4)
) Miscellaneous (SingerAvitz
491 Not ill. Room92 _
pottery ware 1989: Fig. 9.5)
] _ (SingerAvitz
492 Not ill. Storage ars Room93 _
1989: Fig. 9.6)
) o (Marchese 1989:
493 Not ill. Attic oil lamp Room89 _
Fig. 10.2: 32)

2.7.8.2.2 Topographical Location arflanimetric Analysis
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Building 89 was established on the southern end of the acropolis, on the upper terrace of Stratum VIII
(see Plan 2.51). Alley 405 reached to Room 89 that, in turn, had a joint entryway with9odnis
apparent through the plan that the settlers blocked it off later (see Plan 2.51). The building was adjoined
by two streets intersecting at-gégree angles. Loc.405 was a 1.20ide lane or street separates this

building from another extremelyamaged building north of it.

2.7.8.2.3 Functional Interpretation

The large number of store jars that were collected from the building, particularly from Room 92,
however, suggested that the building was a public storehouse meant to store wine jars in all probability,

and thus Silo 93 was dug for gathering the empty jars (Herzog 1989: 100).

2.7.8.2.4 Chronology

Stratum VIII has been dated to the second half of the fifth century B.C.E. based on pottery evidence
(Stern 2001: 405). Architecturally, it seems that the building haw denstruction phases that were
distinguished principally by sealing off the entrance to Rooms 89 and 92 in the second stage.

2.7.8.2.5 Type

This building seems to have been belongewhatt he aut hor pr efreoromoo scalelmei
Regardless, this type wanot widespread in the Persian period in the Levant. The only similar example,
with slight differentiations, is Phase C building of TelBelrak (see Tell eBurak).

2.7.8.3 Building 1013
2.7.8.3.1 Contextual Analysis

Most of the building's walls are destroyed and the excavators, therefore, reconstructed the missing
portions. The southern half of the building was built of mud brick built up in stretchers only, and the
northern and western segments were made of smalessetl stones (Plan 2.52). Room 1013 measured
2.40m (northsouth) x 5.60m (eastest) and filled with a 0.80+thick layer of shattered mdarick.
Loc.1029 seems to have been a btiokd silo; measured ca. 2im diameterand its bottom is 2m lower

than floor level of the rest of the building. Its upper walls are curved, of which indicated that it had a
domeshaped roof (Herzog 1989: 105). On the west, there are, at least, two other rooms (loci.1640 and
1027).

120



Table2.20: The excavated findings in Building 1013 of Makmish (Stratum VII)

Catalogue no. Plate no. Type Provenance Reference
) Miscellaneous (SingerAvitz
4N Not ill. Room1029 ,
pottery ware 1989: Fig. 9.8)
) _ (Marchese 1989:
495 Not ill. Attic Skyphos Room1029 ,
Fig. 10.2: 10)
) (Marchese 1989:
49 Not ill. Base of cup Room1029 _
Fig. 10.2: 23)
) (Marchese 1989:
497 Not ill. Lekythos Room1013 _
Fig. 10.2: 19)

2.7.8.3.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

Building 1013 is located on tHewer terrace of the acropolis (Herzog 1989: 105). Since most of its walls,
especially the western walls are destroyed, we could neither ascertain the position of the external

entrance, nor the inner doors communicated between its rooms.

2.7.8.3.3 Functional Interpstation

The excavator interpreted Room 1013 as a courtyard and loc.1029 was a storage room for storing grains
as indicated by its doomed roof, deepness and rounded shape (Herzog 1989: 105). To sum up, Building
1013 seemed to have been a public storehaugmerhaps a private dwelling attached to a silo to save the

crops of the family inhabited it.

2.7.8.3.4 Chronology

The pottery of Stratum VIl was dated to the first half of the fourth century B.C.E. (Stern 2001: 405). The
ceramics that are characterized of the étafitic in the upper stratum, however, indicated that the

building was replaced by Building 1024 belonging to Stratum VI (Herzog 1989: 110).

2.7.8.35 Type

The ground plan of the building does not show what might denote foreign features or even influences.
Regardles, the construction technique used in the arrangement the mudbrick commonly used during the

Persian period in the dwellings and storehouses (for parallel examples see Tell Abu Hawam).
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2.7.9 Tell Qasile

Tell Qasile is located near Jaffa, on the northern banfkeok¥arkon River (in Arabic Nahr Ahuja). The
mound is raised 26m above sea level. The first methodical excavations were carried out under Benjamin
Mazar in 1948 (Maisler 19581a: 61).

2.79.1 Building G
2.7.9.1.1 Contextual Analysis

Building G is a rectangular buildinguilt of 1mthick walls made up of undressed sandstone rubble. The
excavator has reconstructed a clear ground plan of the building despite the fact that it is severely damaged
and only the northeast part is conserved that contained the entire corner Reaom @rts of Rooms G2,

G3, and Courtyard G1 (Plan 2.53). The restored plan illustrates a rectangular open courtyard surrounded
by rooms from the north, south and east with an outer court east of it (Loc.G6) and a big granary dug into
it (Plan 2.54). Roont4 is almost a square room measured ca. 2.5 x 2.4m. Room G3 is cavideébm
(eastwest) and its preserved length from north to south is ca. 6m. Generally speaking, Stratum VI yielded
jars, cooking pots, juglet, bowl, lamp, Attic black figurine, Persiarséman figurine, a portion of a
plough, and limestone seal (Maisler 1%5lb: 211214).

2.7.9.1.2 Topographical Location arflanimetric Analysis

Tell Qasile is one of many sites located neatAjja River that contributed to the wddking of the
population living nearby by providing the region with a fertile and productive land rendered fit for
cultivation. The scattered silos, grain pits, fruit presses, and farming tools such as sickles found in all
strata, mainly since the Iron Age forward, however, supporatigisment. The building itself was erected

south of the tell (Maisler 19581a: 6162; 1956051b: 211). Apparently, the main entrance of the building

was to the west. It is reasonable to conclude that the open courtyard communicated with the surrounding

rooms.

2.7.9.1.3 Functional Interpretation

Analysing the function of each room is out of the question as the excavator did not correlate the findings
with their contexts, except for some jars and cooking pots unearthed on the floor of the courtyard. The
seal impressiomecisively implies that the building carried out administrative and governmental duties.

Hence, the building could have been a public residence of a local governor who dwelled it and carried out

administration affairs from it.
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2.7.9.1.4 Chronology

The excavator had e si gnated Stratum VI as APostexilico an
centuries B.C.E. judging from the pottery (Maisler 1:88@: 67; 1951b: 211).

2.7.9.1.5 Type

In fact, the excavator has not explained why he restored the demolished parts ofdihg builook like

exhaustively as an "opewourt" building surrounded by rooms from three sides rather than four.
Therefore, if we look objectively at this thorny issue, we can conclude that it is impossible to settle the
debate definitively. Ingeneralti i s | argely acceptable that -this b
courto buildings excavated el sewhere. The best S
Megiddo and the Villa of Ashkelon (Phase 13), regardless of the differences méahgee in size and

some details in the layouts.

2.7.10 Jaffa

Jaffa is located a few kilometers south of Tel Aviv at the southern edge of Sharon Plain. The excavations
have been sporadically conducted since the 1940s under the direction of P.L.O. Guy and i@5@esrly

under J. Bowman (Bowman et al. 1955). Between 1955 and 1974, J. Kaplan supervisedalarge
excavations (Kaplan 1959; 1961; 1964, 1970; 1972; Kaplan and-Rép#an 1993a; 1993b). In 1997, Z.

Herzog headed two seasons of excavations (Herzog 20@&1792). Like Tel Dor, Jaffa belonged to

the territory of Sidon in the Persian period as e
the manuscript document called Periplus of Psetiidax, and the Sidonian coins excavated at the site.

The excavator correlated the use of the Phoenician ribbed walls to the arrival of the Sidonians (Kaplan
1972: 85, 87; Fantalkin and Tal 2008: 2248; Burke 2011: 74). During his fieldwork, Kaplan unearthed

a 2.5mthick city wall that was constructedine f hamdsdeeret cher 6 technique (Ka

2.7.10.1 Building M
2.7.10.1.1 Contextual Analysis

Only a few portions of this structure are preserved. Nonetheless, the excavator has reconstructed the razed
parts (Plan 2.55). Some scholars believed that it comprised of a courtyard surrounded by rooms on three

sides (cf. Fantalkin and Tal 2008: 249).ded, the reconstructed plan is tolerable as it has been restored

in a manner that is commensurate with the axis of the preserved walls. The renovated layout does not

show an inner courtyard, rather than it demonstrates a building contains two wingseselpgaratiane.
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The preserved walls are constructed of fieldstone with ashlar piers at constant intervals, which are made
up of stones arranged on headers rotating with stretchers (Fig. 2.81). The entrance was/ethrla a

room, too many Greek bowls t&d lekanides were found (Stern 2001: 406). Heaps of iron slag were
scattered across the mound with part of a forge and a container near the building contained an iron sickle
and a knife (Kaplan and Ritté&aplan 1993a: 657).

2.7.10.1.2 Topographical Location arfélanimetric Analysis

Building M was established on the peak of the tell (Area A) with a wall surrounded the whole settlement

(see above) (Fig. 2.82) (Kaplan and Rittaplan 1993a: 657). Other building remains have been found
scattered throughout the excagtarea, including a few incoherent walls of Building N (Fantalkin and

Tal 2008: 249), storeroomsandramd!| evdor sslydps (Heirlzto g
Some tombs were found on the southern slope (Ayash and Bushnino 1999). The igmeisdasiirely

unclear since the major parts of it are badiynolished.

2.7.10.1.3 Functional Interpretation

Generally speaking, the excavators assumed that this building served as a large warehouse for keeping
and storing the imported goods (Kaplan and RKigplan 1993a: 657).

2.7.10.1.4 Chronology

Generally speaking, the Persian period was assigned to Level Il, which had been divided into three sub
phases: A, B, and C. The earliest phase (Level IIC) was characterized by large silos. Level IIB is
represented by portions oficiear structure excavated in Squar& Knd dated to the fifth century B.C.E.

The building under discussion is attributed to Level lIA that was dated between the second half of the
fifth century B.C.E. and the end of the Persian period i.e. the lastathfadirth century B.C.E. (Kaplan

1959: 7778; Kaplan and RitteKaplan 1993a: 65658).

2.7.10.1.5 Type

The preserved walls are raised in thecsal | ed Phoendamwdi abhblse | €s @i dokn
parall el e x a mandisetsr)e tacnhde riioh e{amtekerpafalel ekam@els)uTheHayout of
Building M was not an unusual; since Houses J, B, and E-&tidd (Level 1ll) had the same layout and

same function.
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2711 Tel Yaboz (in Arabic Tell Ghazza)

Tel Ya6oz is | ocated a f ew Meditdrraneae seacoast. The sitd vias of T
surveyed for the first time in 1933 by J. Ory, and then by M. Dothan in 1952 (Dothan 1952: 112). In the
1950s and 1960s, the site was surveyed under the superintendence of M. Brosh. |. Roll was the director of

the sureys that conducted in the 1970s and the test excavation in 1980 (Fischer et al. 20C%) 188

1998, R. Kletter conducted a rescue excavation (Kletter et al. 2000: 72). Regrettably, several portions of

the buildings were destroyed by bulldozers piinar ¢xcavations.

2.7.11.1 Area DBuilding
2.7.11.1.1 Contextual Analysis

The building of Area D was erected directly on the sand without stone foundation. The walls are 0.50m
thick, made up principally of fieldstone of various sizes alternating with solid ashlar piarskaf built

up in the "headeandstretcher" fashion. These ashlars were placed at equal gaps measured 1.5m from
one another (Plans 2.5657; Fig. 2.83). At any rate, the excavators have reconstructed the western
demolished part of the building identilyato the eastern preserved facade. In the reconstructed plan, the
building had four analogous rooms with an open courtyard in between and a vast hall behind them (see
Plan 2.57).

The length of the building from north to south is 9m and from east to sasiéterminable. What are

left of the eastern wall (i.e. WD4) are five ashlar piers; two of which were put at the junction of Walls D8
and D6. It must have been two other piers at the intersection with Walls D3 and D1 southward, but they
were destroyed bg bulldozer as mentioned above. The preserved length of Wall D1 is 7.5m [although
the southeastern part is demolished]. It had four ashlar piers; one of which was laid at the intersection of
Wall D2. The doorjambs of Room 403 and 401 were built of oriesOf particular concern is Room

403; as it had plastered floor and walls with two shelves rising 0.22m and 0.35m and perhaps they were
whitewashed as well. On the other hand, the floor of the open courtyard (Loci.402/405) was compressed
sand and asht is lifted 0.40m above the floor level of Corridor 400. Therefore, at the joint entrance were
built of three steps of kurkar slabs. The floor of Room 404 was similar to the floor of Room 402/405. The
floor of Hall 408 has not been reached (Fischer é10f18:129-134).

Table221: The excavated findings in Area D building of Tel

Catalogue no. Plate no. Type Provenance Reference

498 Not ill. Cooking pot Room404 (Fischer et al.
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2008: Fig. 29: 1)

(Fischer et al.

499 Not ill. Jar Room404 _
2008: Fig. 29: 3)
. (Fischer et al.
500 Not ill. Lekythos Room404 _
2008: Fig. 29: 8)
. (Fischer et al.
501 Not ill. Stone bowl Room404 _
2008: Fig. 29: 9)
) _ (Fischer et al.
502 Not ill. Cooking pot Room405 _
2008: Fig. 292)
] (Fischer et al.
503 Not ill. Juglet Room405 _
2008: Fig. 29: 7)
Incised glass seal defiitg
a nude, bearded male _
o _ (Fischer et al.
504 Pl.2.16 figurinein kneeling Room405 _
o N 2008: Fig. 30)
position identified as
Heracles
) . (Fischer et al.
505 Not ill. Animal bones Room405
2008: 152)
) (Fischer et al.
506 Not ill. Jas Room400

2008: Fig. 29: )

2.7.11.1.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetricAnalysis

Area D is the northeastern slope of the mound (Fig. 2.84). Two sources of water are gushing near the
a-Butan ¢Fscher etlal. 2008: 123, 129). These springs created a

productive and cultivable soil. The main entrance of the structure was opened on the eastern side of the

mound:e-MaEn ha

southern wall between the two ashlar blocks incorporated intts \Wal and D2, but it was blocked off
later by fieldstones and mortar (Fischer et al. 2008: 130). The location of the new entrance is still unclear.
At any event, the original doorway opened directly to thehlped corridor i.e. 1oci.400/401, which

openedo Room 403 on the east and the open courtyard (loci.402/405) on the west. The latter reached to

Room 404, and it must have had entrances leading to the rest of the rooms on the west and north.

2.7.11.1.3 Functional Interpetation
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Generally speaking, the excavatdnik that this structure was a private dwelling. Although Room 403

was empty of finds especially storage jars, it was interpreted as a storeroom (Fischer et al. 2008: 130,
133). Apparently, the excavators' explanation relied principally on the plastemrdafid walls. The
kitchenware and lekythos that used for storing oil, especially olive oil found in Room 404, however,
might suggest that this room functioned as a kitchen. The omission of the glass stamp seal seems to be a
critical mistake and will notélp to resolve the problem of the functional interpretation. The stamp seal is

real evidence that the building handled administration matters. Like Building G of Tell Qasile, perhaps
this building was a public residency and an administrative center oflotted governor or an

administrative employee.

2.7.11.1.4 Chronology

Most of the materiatulture excavated in the building dsted to the Persian period with some artifacts
belonging to the Late Iron Age (Fischer et al. 2008: 133). Indeed, the lekythos is one of the most
prominent vessels that they were very popular during theéitury B.C.E.

2.7.11.1.5 Type

If we acceptedthe econstruction made by the excavatoaumrd ,d t he
scheme excavated elsewhere in the Levant. It was unusual among the-Raisnesidences and villas
to use the c¢const-andrcutbi bolne Omeaanie d & e ¢apd e o . Bot h st
prevalent during this period (See Jokneam for parallel examples edrmieubble technique and Tell

Abu Hawam for headeaindstretcher style).

2.7.11.2 Area C Building
2.7.11.2.1 Contextual Analysis

The substantial destruction occurred ie tiuilding included the entire western wall (W8), the western
segment of the southern wall (W9) and some walls in the eastern part including Walls 1, 2, 6, 10, 11 and
12 (Plan 2.58). Despite this disruption, the building maintained its general layoutndieeial of
construction was the crude kurkar alternating with \gakirried sandstone ashlar piers laid at equal
periods measured 1.50m one from the other. The building was created directly on the sand floor without
foundations (Fig. 2.85). The width dig walls is varying from 0.40 to 0.50m. The ultimately preserved
width from north to south is ca. 10m and it exceeds 14m from east to west. It contains, at least, four
spacious rooms: loci.302/303 measured 9.50m -(gast) x 2m (nortksouth); the kshapedroom
(loci.314A, 311, and 315) measured 6m (naiith) x 2.80r/6m (eastvest); Room 314B measured
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2.20 x 2.20m; and Room 313/309 measured 3.50m-essd) x 5.50m (nortsouth). Loci.302, 313 and
309 had soil floors while loci.307, 311, 314 and 315 Haahra and earth floors. The open area in the
foreground i.e. 10c.306 had no floor. In the southern end of tshaped room is a circular tannur
measures 0.6%meep and 0.50sm diameter (see Plan 2.58) (Kletter et al. 2000: 72; Segal et al. 2006: 1
24).

Table2222 The excavated findings in Area C building of Tel

Catalogue no. Plate no. Type Provenance Reference
) _ (Segal et al. 2006
507 Not ill. Moratorium Room302 _
Fig. 7: 6)
) (Segal et al. 2006
508 Not ill. Jar Room302 _
Fig. 10: 8)
) _ (Segal et al. 2006
509 Not ill. Cooking pots Room302 _
Fig. 8: 5, 9)
) (Segal et al. 2006
510 Not ill. Jug Room302 _
Fig. 11: 6)
] (Segal et al. 2006
511 Not ill. Juglet Room302 _
Fig. 11: 14)
) (Segal et al. 2006
512 Not ill. Bowl Room303 )
Fig. 7: 2)
) . (Segal et al. 2006
513 Not ill. Moratoria Room303 _
Fig. 7: 5, 8)
) (Segal et al. 2006
514 Not ill. Kraters Room303 _
Fig. 8: 34)
) _ (Segal et al. 2006
515 Not ill. Cooking pot Room303 _
Fig. 8: 8)
(Segal et al. 2006
516 Not ill. Jars Room303 Figs. 9: 4, 6; 10:
15)
) Eastern Greek (Segal et al. 2006
517 Not ill. Room303
bowl Fig. 12: 1)
) Eastern Greek (Segal et al. 2006
518 Not ill. Room303 _
Amphora Fig. 12: 2)
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(Segal et al. 2006

519 Not ill. Attic lekythoi Room303 _
Fig.12: 5, 6)
) (Segal et al. 2006
520 Not ill. Jugs Room307 _
Fig. 11: 45)
) (Segal et al. 2006
521 Not ill. Jars Room306 )
Figs. 9: 21, 10: 1)
) _ (Segal et al. 2006
522 Not ill. Attic Handle Room306 _
Fig. 12: 16)
) _ (Segal eal. 2006:
523 Not ill. Cooking pot Room311 _
Fig. 8: 10)
(Segal et al. 2006
524 Not ill. Jars Room311 Figs. 9: 23; 10: 3,
12)
) (Segal et al. 2006
525 Not ill. Juglets Room311 _
Fig. 11: 9, 12)
) (Segal et al. 2006
526 Not ill. Lamp Room311 _
Fig. 11: 18)
) _ (Segal et al. 2006
527 Not ill. Attic ware Room311 _
Fig. 12: 10)
) (Segal et al. 2006
528 Not ill. Krater Room314 _
Fig.8: 1)
(Segal et al. 2006
529 Not ill. Jars Room314 Figs. 9: 12, 19; 10
13)
) (Segal et al. 2006
530 Not ill. Jug Room315 _
Fig. 11: 7)
) . (Segal et al. 2006
531 Not ill. Moratorium Room315 _
Fig. 7: 7)
) (Segal et al. 2006
532 Not ill. Jar Room315 _
Fig. 9: 18)
) _ (Segal et al. 2006
533 Not ill. Attic ware Room315 _
Fig. 12: 12)
534 Not ill. Cooking pot Room309 (Segal et al. 2006
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Fig. 8: 6)
) (Segal et al. 2006
535 Not ill. Jars Room309
Figs. 9: 14; 10: 4)
) (Segal et al. 2006
536 Not ill. Bowl Room313
Fig. 7: 3)
) (Segal et al. 2006
537 Not ill. Krater Room313
Fig. 8: 2)
) (Segal et al. 2006
538 Not ill. Jars Room313 _
Fig.9: 8, 13)
] _ (Segal et al. 2006
539 Not ill. Moratorium Room312 _
Fig.7: 4)
(Segal et al. 2006
540 Not ill. Jars Room312 Figs. 9: 15; 10: 5,
17)
) (Segal et al. 2006
541 Not ill. Juglet Room312 _
Fig. 11: 13)

2.7.11.2.2 Topographical Location arflanimetric Analysis

Area C was opened on teeuthwest slope of the mound that could have been part of a residential quarter
(Kletter et al. 2000: 72) (see Fig. 2.84). A 0.5Gsde entrance was opened in W4 northwest of the
building. This entry opens to Corridor 307 and then to the vast room @aétefloci.302/303) from the

outside supposed open area (i.e. 10c.306). The doorway in W2 that leads {shidqgeld room could have

been somewhere in the damaged portions. In the same manner, perhaps there was an entryway in W3
leads to Room 309/313 the south. In the northern end of the eastern wall of this room (i.e. W5) is an
opening approached thedhaped room. Room 314B maybe had an opening either in W10 or W13.

2.7.11.2.3 Functional Interpretation

The excavators could not identify the function of the diod (Kletter et al. 2000: 72). Generally
speaking, we could rule out the cultic nature since the findings are pure mundane, besides it does not
consist any of the religious elements existed in other shrines such as altars and podia. Too, the building
could not be a fortress with 0.56wide vulnerable walls. In the same manner, the building does not have

palatial elements that could refer to a residency or palace, in addition to its small size. Indeed, the
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domestietype findings, the ground plan, and couostion technique all refer to a wald-do private

dwelling.
2.7.11.2.4 Chronology

The building has no architectural phases, and ho maintenance operations have been conducted on it. Only

a single phase was recognized that was dated to the Persian period as the eaéd@mce has shown

(Kletter et al. 2000: 72; Segal et al. 2006: 203). Of particular interest is an anthropomorptshdyed,
Achaemenietype rhyton that had a protome of an Egyptian sphinx wearing a false beard and a Nemes
headcl ot h wi tdha salaadisé. sThishsphinx peraaps portrayed an Egyptian king as god
Amun-Ra (identified as Zeus Ammon in ancient Greece since the late fifth century B.C.E.) or depicted a
Pharaoh as a god. The other two r BO962637hFgel13p | i ond
The excavators did not assign the exact context of these remarkable drinking vessels, but they supported

the Achaemenid existence at Tel | Yabdoz.
2.7.11.2.5 Type

The excavators cited that the construction technique is a Persian prototygper @lal. 2000: 72). Like
many Persiaper i od sites in the Levantandrubbbpaotteachai gao

encountered in the private dwellings and storerooms (see Jokneam for parallel examples).
2.7.12 Ashdod

Ashdod is a large mound laed on the southern shore of the Mediterranean Sea, north of Ashkelon.
Between 1962 and 1972, Moshe Dothan conducted his excavations on behalf of the Israel Department of
Antiquities (Dothan and Freedman 1967; Dothan 1971; Dothan and Porath 1982; 1993).

2.7.12.1 The Building
2.7.12.1.1 Contextual Analysis

The building is square structure measured 29 x 29m (841 square meters). The building is largely occupied
by its central court that measured 16 x 16m and surrounded by fourteen rooms from all sides. The

building had fourcorner towers measured 4 x 4m €agPlan 2.59. The exterior walls are lithick

* The roans in the destroyed parts of the building have been also counted.
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constructed of bricks on stone foundations, and the corner towers arethi@inThe protruding edges

formed "offsetinset" appearance of the exterior walls.

The northern ash eastern facades are better preserved than the other faces. The southwest part which is
marked by dotted lines is demolished, including the presumed corner tower. The northwest tower was
divided into two halves (Loci.60 and 61) by a craesdl (W14) protuding from the western wall (W19)

and cut off before reaching the eastern wall, forming arvae entryway. The crossall is rising 0.60m

above the ground level. The floor level of Loc.61 is 0.16m higher than the floor level of Loc.60. Room 62
measured 60 (northsouth) x 4m (easwest). The scattered stones illustrated on the plan perhaps
represented a stopave floor. A 2radeep pit (Loc.621) was dug into its northern side. At the centre of
the north side of the building between the two corner towersl¢ici.57 and 60/61) are two broad rooms
(Rooms 58 and 59) measured 7.80 x 4m and 8.10 x 4m, respectively. The floor level of Room 59 is
0.46m higher than the floor level of Room 58. In front of the doorway opened in the middle of the
southern wall of Rom 58 (i.e. W13) is a stone threshold rising 0.38m. Inside the room is a large
rectangular pit (Pit 582) incorporated into its western wall and measured-lbBm 1mwide x 1.20m

deep. The doorway between Rooms 59 and Tower 57 also had a stonengilD/38m above the floor

level of Room 59 and 0.11m above the floor level of Tower 57. Room 53 measured 4.5rRs¢ndmhx

2m (eastwest) and had two stosreade doorsills: one in front of the joint doorway with Tower 57, which

is rising 0.25m above iteVel, and the second one was built in front of the shared door with the courtyard
and rising 0.41m above its ground level. In its northwest corner was constructed-arselar oven
(Loc.531). The joint doorway with Room 51 south of it seems to havelideeked off in a later phase.

The latter had a circular stofieed oven that is lifted 0.42m above the floor level. The stone threshold at
the entrance leading to the court is 0.16m higher than its floor. Loci.51/52 perhaps were originally a
single largehall divided into two parts by a cressll (W3) incorporated into Wall 1 on the east and
continuing 3m westward and cut off at a distance of 1m apart from W2 forming an entryway. This
separating wall stands 0.70m above the ground level of loc.51. Tdrddiel of loc.52 is 0.27m higher

than the floor level of Room 54, and in between there is a stone threshold on a level of 0.17m lower than
the floor level of loc.52. On the opposite side, namely the western side in front of the courtyard, there is a
shalow stone threshold in front of the entryway of Room 68. The floor level of Room 64 is 0.22m lower

than the floor level of Room 63 and measured 6m-{gast) x 4.10m (nortsouth) each.

2.7.12.1.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

The building occupies the entire area of the acropolis. Interestingly, the excavations did not reveal

dwellings or other structures in its surrounding. In the plan, it is hard to emphasize the location of the
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main entrance of the building, although thehautwould suggest that it was either in Room 64 or Room

63 through Wall 9. From inside, the courtyard communicated to all rooms on four sides.
2.7.12.1.3 Functional Interpretation

This layout that contains protruding solid corner towers and boosted walls refer taawoddubt to a

public building built for defensive ends, namely a fortress. The position of the mound on the seashore and
the strategic location of the fortress on the top of it would mean that it was erected to shield the southern
coast and the surroumdj important sites such as Ashkelon and Tel Ya'oz from the foreign invasions

coming from the sea.
2.7.12.1.4 Chronology

The Attic pottery vessels found inside the fortress confirmed thaethenus post querof erecting the
building was the fifth century B.C.E. (Hoglund 1997: 328).

2.7.12.1.5 Type

The closest examples to this fortress regarding the layout are the agriculture estate at Nahal Tut (see
above). The villa of TelleSa éi di yeh i s s i mirding the dutdoortcbuit svhichisr t r e s
surrounded by rooms on four sides, thicknesses of the walls, and the material of construction. Regardless,

thevilaatTellesSa6i di yeh had no similar corner tower s.
2.7.13 Ashkelon (in Arabic® s g @1 Un

Ashkelon is a coastal sifocated on the southern shore of the Mediterranean Sea, about 16 km north of

Gaza Strip. The site was first excavated by John Garstang in1B220on behalf of the Palestine
Exploration Fund (Garstang 1921a; b; c; 1922; 1924). The Leon Levy Expeditiviuated extensive
excavations on the ancient tell of AAsqgal Un since
behalf of Harvard University (Stager and Esse 1986: 2; Stager et al. 2008: 165).-Bsdaddn his

Periplus had mentioned that Asldwe subordinated to the Tyrian rule in this period (Elayi 1982: 103).

The Persiasperiod architectural remains were uncovered principally at the south tell in Grids 38, 50, and

57. In addition to the structures discussed in detail below, there are lessambuildings excavated in

the entire excavation grids. In Grid 50 there are portions of a massive structure or complex of structures
assigned to Phase 4, but it is hard to recapture its layout due to the overlapping of the strata, especially in

the nothwest part. A Phoenician pottery figurine depicting a seated pregnant woman and scarabs has
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been found in it [the exact context is not specified]. The unearthed objects inside these rooms are not
sufficient to assign their functions, but they reflected,géeneral, the domestic nature. All excavated
objects are from the first half of the fourth century B.C.E. (Stager and Esse 1986: 4; Stager et al. 2008:
316).

In the southern side of the mound in Grid 57 have been excavated a densely destructed ssigrtack a

to the early Persian period (Phase 6). Just one room of it had preserved. It contained traces of red ocher
and ash that prompted the excavators to conclude that this room served for industrial prospects. Too, it
yielded a significant amount of pety and five ostraca inscribed with Phoenician inscriptions (Stager
1993: 107; Stager et al. 2008: 319). The Phase 4 structure in Grid 57 is also ruined. There are some
installations in it: a bin contains several bronze nails, pottery, and deposits afpétstil|ed with ash and

a bench.

The Phase 3 structure in Grid 57 is magnificently reconstructed since most of its walls are in ruins. A bin
and a small pit contained a silver bracelet were excavated in it. Of special interest is its basement (Room
306), which carried traces of heavy conflagration, and its floor is filled with burned mudbrick, carbonized
wooden beams, seed and, ash, and smashed pottery vessels. Among the finds were iron and bronze spikes
and coins. Similar traces of that conflagratiorrevidund in another room. In a chamber, two spearheads

were unearthed. The considerable amount of restorable pottery excavated in it indicated that it was a
storehouse (Stager et al. 2008: 32P).

2.7.13.1 Phase 1¥illa
2.7.13.1.1 Contextual Analysis

The Villa of Phase 1% a large building measured 15m (eastst) x 19m (nortisouth) with a spacious
court (Courtyard 427), measured 10m (nestiuth) x 8m (eastest), and surrounded by rooms from the
north, east, and south sid@dan 2.60) The western facade is openedhe adjacent street running north
south (Street 330).

Thicknesses of the walls are varying between 0.75m and 1m. Portions of the Walls 729 and 12 on the east
side are extending beyond the limits of the building. Perhaps they were walls of other rotimessmiet

At any rate, the northern part of the building contained three broad rétwosns 704, 707 and 706.

Room 704 measured 3.90m (easst) x 2.50m (nortisouth). Room 707 measured 6m (easst) X

2.50m (northsouth). The dimensions of Room 706 hezd to define. Loci.405 and 431 seemed to have

been a single large hall measured 8.10m (psotith) x 2.20m (eastest) and separated by a loose cross
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wall (W406), with a 1rrwide doorway in between (Doorway 409). On the southern side are Rooms 270,
255,and 358. Room 270 measured 6m (@e@ss$t x 2.10m (nortisouth). Room 255 measured 3m (east
west) x 2.10m (nortsouth) with a circular oven (loc.242). Room 358 measured 2.90mweabtx 2.10
(northrsouth). In the courtyard was built a rectangular chartiReom 478) incorporated into its northern

wall and a circular oven (Oven 269) near its southwest corner and abutting Wall 246. Dog burials were
unearthed in Street 330 and the courtyard as well. All rooms yielded a big amount of pottery vessels
(Stager eal. 2008: 283), but the excavators did not define the contexts of each type of these wares. The
Villa is separated from a badtlamaged structure south of it by Alley 263 run e&ss$t. To the east of it,

there are incoherent walls of other unknetype structures.

2.7.13.1.2 Topographical Location arflanimetric Analysis

The Phase 13 Villa was built on the northern slope of the South Tell in Grid 38. Seemingly, the building
had more than one entrance: one in the south through Alley 263 and the second throu§BBinethe

west. There may have been other entrances in the east. Most probably, the southern entrance was a
secondary entrance, and the main gate is that opened to the courtyard from the west. In the plan, no one
could assign the locations of the dooywdetween the rooms. Most likely the courtyard communicated

to all chambers.

2.7.13.1.3 Functional Interpretation

As mentioned above, the excavators did not correlate the findings to their exact contexts, which impede
any attempt to define the functions of the roo@gnerally speaking, the ovens and pottery collected
from the rooms corroborated the domestic nature of the building. The layout is reminiscent of the
residences and villas excavated elsewhere in the Levant (see type). In other words, it is justfiad to d

the function of the building as a wgdlanned and prosperous residential building (residency) or most
likely villa.

2.7.13.1.4 Chronology

This Villa was attributed to Phase 13, which was erected in the first half of the fifth century B.C.E., based
on the Attic pottery, and was destroyed in the late fifth century B.C.E. to be substituted by new
uncorrelated walls of unknown type structure (Phase 12) and dog burials as well. It seems that Street 330
and Courtyard 427 continued in use during this time (Stagér29G8: 283287).

2.7.13.1.5 Type

135



The Phase 13 Villa corresponds to the second group proposed by Amiran and Dunayevsky, which is an
"opentcourt” building with rooms on three sides. This villa is very identical to Building 736 at Megiddo

and Building G of Tell Qasileoncerning the general design and the area they occupied (see above).

2.7.13.2 Phase 10 Villa
2.7.13.2.1 Contextual Analysis

The Phase 10 Villa is smaller than the Villa of Phase 13. It is square building; measures ca. 14 x 14m and
built mainly of rubble on fieldstonfundationgPlan 2.61) The walls are joined securely by mortar and
well-dressed sandstone ashlars set at the corners. The upper parts of the building were constructed of
mudbrick. Thicknesses of the walls are varying between 0.80m and 1m. The buildipgsea of two

parallel rows of rooms, each comprised of three rooms are Rooms 308, 324, 341, 346, 369, and 321, with
a broad hall (Room 256) along their side, and three rooms on the southernmost side (Rooms 229, 225, and
unmarked room on the western endhom 308 measured 3m (noghuth) x 2.10m (eastest). Room

324 measured 2.90m (norslouth) x 2m (easwest) and contained a circular oven abutting its southern

wall. Room 341 measured 2.20m (nesthuth) x 3m (easwest) and contained a hoard of Greekns

(Obol). Rooms 321 and 369 measured 4.10m (rswitith) x 3.10m (eastest) each. Room 346
measured 2.10m (nordouth) x 1.50m (eastest). Hall 256 estimated 8m (nowbuth) x 3m (east

west). Room 225 measured 3m (nestiuth) x 5m (easwest) withan oven on the northeast side.

The excavators cited that the orthogonal urban planning of the city of Ashkelon had appeared in this
phase; as they unearthed parts of tlinselaeintersecting by paved streets associated with dinad
drainage channel§tager et al. 2008: 287).

2.7.13.2.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

This villa was built on the northern slope of the South Tell in Grid 38. Neither the main entrance nor the
internal doorways are illustrated in the plan, which impedes any endeadescribe the planimetric

analysis. It is probable that there was an entrance opened to theststreet north of the villa.

2.7.13.2.3 Functional Interpretation

Regrettably, it is challenging to determine the function of each room because we cannot cbeelate t
unearthed artifacts to their original context as is the case of the Villa of Phase 13. Generally speaking, the
ovens refer that there were household activities took place in the villa during the Persian period. The

layout of the building and its sizeroborated that it was a villa of a wéd-do family.
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2.7.13.2.4 Chronology

Judging from the pottery and other miscellaneous objects, Phase 10 has been dated to the later part of the
fourth century B.C.E. and the beginning of the third century B.C.E. i.e. Lateaf&arly Hellenistic

periods. The fallen mudbrick walls, the collapsed roofs, the burnt floors, and the smashed pottery beneath
the destruction layers and ash indicated to an unexpected violent destruction took place about 290 B.C.E.
Some Greek silver cos unearthed in Room 341 support this date. Indeed, similar destruction layers were
found in Grid 57 (Stager et al. 2008: 287).

2.7.13.2.5 Type

The villa of Phase 10 did not follow a particular scheme knew elsewhere in the Levant during the Persian

period, and therefe, there we could not find parallel ground plans throughout the Levant.

2.7.13.3 The Warehouse
2.7.13.3.1 Contextual Analysis

The "Warehouse" of Ashkelon has been partially destructed. The preserved section measured ca. 29m
(eastwest) x 11m (nortfsouth). It contained, déast, one continuous row of five rectangular and equal

size chambers aligned from east to west are Rooms 333/299, 323/322, 320, 316, and 205. It is probable
that there was one or more rooms at the western end. The first two easternmost rooms i.e. B@8fhs 33

and 323/322 are divided by crosswalls into two unequal size rooms each (Plan 2.62; Fig. 2.86). The
measurements of all rooms are 8.25m (nedhth) x 3.50m (eastest). The long and partition walls

were also of uniform thickness, which is 0.9€mtk. They were constructed of stones alternating with
ashlars in the bottom courses, and the swuapder struc

stretchero style.

The eastvest wall on the north (W294 and W312) is facing avBigke street or catyard, and is the only

wall that had deep foundations while the rest of the walls are set immediatala efay layer. The floor

level of the rooms is terraced as having a series of steps incrementally increased eastward. All rooms
except Room 333 wermpty of finds; it yielded storage jars, Phoenician amphoras, black Attic pottery,
redfigured lekythos depicting Heracles, blafagured vessels and bone artifacts (Stager and Esse 1986:

4, Stager 1993: 108; Stager et al. 2008:-313).

2.7.13.3.2 Topographical Loation andPlanimetric Analysis
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Grid 50 where the "Warehouse" was excavated is the western flank of the South Tell, adjoining the
seashore of Mediterranean Sea. Definitely, the building was extending eastward and westward beyond the
boundaries of the excateal areas. The open space at the eastern wall of Room 333/299 could have been a
doorway or simply was a gap in the wall. No one could emphasize what it was in the light of the absence
of detail description. The undeniable entrance is that opened in ttieesowall of Room 316 (W60),

which opened to an alley or street.

2.7.13.3.3 Functonal Interpretation

Although only Room 333 yielded objects and installations, the only reliable criteria for defining the
function of the building is its ground plan and topographical location (see below). The neat and
regular arrangement of the rooms in a continuous row and its location near the shore refers to a public
storehouse built near the shore for loading and unloading processes. The findings of Room 333 would be

considered as another important clue.

2.7.13.3.4 Chronology

This structure was resettled after an occupational gap lasted one hundred years after The devastation
caused by the Babylonian in 604 B.C.E. (Phase 7). The next phase (Phase 6) was dated to the late sixth or
early fifth centuries B.C.E. Many of the amphoras, Greek, and Attic pottery wares, besides the bone and
bronze artifacts unearthed in Square 57 and the northerwvestsstreet or courtyard demonstrated that

the occupation continued until the rfifth century B.C.E. (Stager and Esse 1987: 72; Stager 1993: 108;
Stager et al. 2008: 313R14).

2.7.13.3.5 Type

The storerooms obviousl-ryoofnosildol owa rtehheo utsyep i cAasl sfiepvaer
storehouse in the Levant, the builders of this warehouse had¢hgsmost familiar techniques ever knew

in the Levantine coast since t-dmndr ufbibfltehd ,c eanntdu rtyh eB .
andst retcher o fashions (see above). The orthogona

coastal site¢see Shikmona for parallel examples).
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CHAPTER 3

ARCHITECTURE OF THE PERSIAN
PERIOD IN THENORTHERN LEVANT

The purpose of this chapter is to illustrate the building remains in the northern Levant that nowadays

includes Syria and Lebanon. Due attention hadbeetn paid to the study of the heartland sites of the
northern Levant like the southern Levant has received being "The Holy Land." Accordingly, scholars'
attention was drawn principally to the periods before and following the Persian period, which hds cause

a deep knowledge gap. Under such circumstances, the excavation reports have not provided essential
data, and the Persigeriod sites have not been reported well in the northern Levant.

3.1 THE NORTHERN COAST OF THE LEVANT

The Persian sites in the north afdant were concentrated mainly on the shoreline that extended from Ras
Al-Nagoura on the south to Mina on the north. Besides the sites described in detail below there are

other sites with ruined building remains. Tell Kazel in the Safita district of énieis Governorate in the

north of the Akkar plain contained meager but vital remains as they expose similar familiar construction
methods to some important sites. The Perpienind layer is well attested in Area | on the western flank

of the tell. In this area, the excavations have revealed a few walls of a complex built of mudbrick on uncut
stone foundations. These structures are severely damaged, resembled the beehive and divided into three
naves (Dunand and Saliby 1957-148, Gubel 1990: 390). Appa ent | y, t he maand ns use
rubbled technique for constructing the wadnd s, and
stretchero fashion. These structures were interp
agriculural surplus from the city to the outside (Gubel 1990: 40).

3.1.1 Al-Mina (in English the port)

Al-Mina is the name given by Leonard Woolley to an old trading station on the northern Mediterranean
coast, in the estuary of the Orontes, near pratenty S a rmaHatdyaPjovince of Southern Turkey

near Turkey's border with Syria. L. Woolley conducted the first excavations at the site between 1936 and
1937. Since its discovery, it considered as an early Greek trading colony in direct competition with the
Phoenicias to the south, founded a little before 800 B.C.E. and ended shortly before 300 B.C.E.

(Woolley 1948: 148). Some scholars considered the majority of the merchantdviiiadhs Greeks in
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view of the fact that the Phoenicians had occupied the best potite ieastern Mediterranean and,
therefore, they have omitted the port ofrAina because of the dangers of shipping at the entrance to the
estuary of the Orontes (Rostovtzeff 1941:888 Dunbabin 1957: 25, 27). Too, Riis has cited that Al
Mina was a Grecia emporium inhabited by a mixture of ethnics included Euboeans, Cycladic,-Cypro
Phoenicians and Greeks (Riis 1982: 2%5%). Based on the Gre@pe pottery, the Greeks considered as

the principal founders in addition to the Mycenaean, or Aegean, or EnfyamaCypriots (Coldstream

1968: 312). The argument that-Mina was inhabited by Greeks, because the Phoenicians had abandoned
this worthless harbor, is a gratuitous assertion (Elayi 1987: 257). Furthermore, the Level Il tombs bore
evidences of the presce of the Greek traders, but most of them could be Phoenician (Woolley 1938a:
15; 1938b: 15857). However, Elayi has suggested that the graves of Level Il have no parallel in the
burial customs of the Greek World during the classical period (Elayi: Z%8j. In fact, the excavations

have proved that only Building H of Level Ill appears to have contained exclusively of Greek products
and the other buildings contained local products (see Building H) (Woolley 1938b: 142; Riis 1982: 246).
The careful readig of excavation reports is enough to prove thaMiia was not a Greek city in the
Persian period; the discovery of Greek ceramics iMila, despite their abundant, do not constitute
proof of the Greek presence in the site; it is not even prove thasitbrought by passersby Greek
merchants. The classical sources have mentioned that the Phoenician traders could sell the Greek
ceramics. As a matter of fact, the objects belonging to the Phoenician culture became numerous in the
reconstructed town (i.&evel lll) around 430 B.C.E. in comparison with the level corresponds to a period
of establishing it (i.e. Level IV) around 520 B.C.E. and the levels preceding the Persian period alike. The
beginning of level Il would thus seem to correspond to a sigmifichange in the occupation of the site,
probably an influx of Aradians and associated new burial customs and coinage (Elayi 1987: 254, 256,
259, 266). The inscriptions, which are mostly Phoenician, shed more light on the mixture of the
Phoenician, Aramaiand Greek cultures around the beginning of the fourth century B.C.E. (Bron and
Lemaire 1979: 67-678)

Woolley has believed that AMlina in the Persian period or the Greek period, as he called it, had a
fortified acropolis surrounded by a town at its fobhe Persiaqperiod structure remains are represented

in Levels IV and lll (Plans 3:-B.2). Level Il buildings had suffered a severe damage because of
denudation and fire, and its structures had been leveled as a prelude to construct a new town in the
Hellenistic time (Level II). Moreover, most of Level Il walls were rebuilt on the ruins of the preceding
architectural phase i.e. Level IV which required disassembling some old walls occasionally and adding
new mudbrick walls on stone foundations to previnet collapse of the walls. Too, the floors were

surfaced lower than the stone foundations to cease water accumulation. All walls belonging to Levels Il
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and IV are made up of mudbrick put on one or two courses of stone foundations of large boulders mixed
with well-cut rubble. Since only the foundations that are rising slightly above the floor level have been
preserved, it was difficult to determine the positions of the doorways largely. The walls are fairly thick;

some of which are exceeding 2mide. Noneheless, the excavator does not think that these walls
intended to carry an upper storey, especially that no house contained a staircase. The flat roofs are mixed

of layers of matting, reeds and mud coated the compact wooden beams, and the floors vaéza ofdye

or mud. Woolley believed that Levels IV and Il buildings served mostly as warehouses and business
premises of the merchants working on import and export between the Aegean regionMind, Aind

from there to the other cities in Asia using tteavans. AMina during the fifth and fourth centuries

B.C.E. was systematic at the highest levels and its structures were laidirsul&earranged on either

side of northsouth and eastest, gravepaved streets or lanes intersecting at right arfgiesing what

has been termed the AHIi ppodamiand plan of the cit
Woolley thinks that AlMina was a Greco commercial area inhabited mainly by the insolvents, port
workers, storekeepers, sailors, and sqegy trader and inhabited lesser by wealthy Greek merchants

who lived in the near town called Sabouni (Woolley 193846924). Therefore, the buildings of Level

Il are better preserved than those of Level IV, and the present author will addresshlliL&vildings

since their layouts are clear enough, whereas the buildings of Level IV are disturbed and their layouts are

not recognizable mostly. Therefore, in this stratum the present author will address only the buildings that

had clear ground plansyhi ch ar e: Houses Al and A2 (Wooll eybd
(Wool |l eybs House B), House D, and House E and the
author, which are: Houses L, H, G, J and K. The other rooms on the southeastthel®tler hand, are

extremely disrupted and thus it is very difficult to distinguish each single building from the other.

3.1.1.1 House F
3.1.1.1.1 Contextual Analysis

Almost the entire northeastern part has been demolished which makes it difficult to retrieve its general
layout. At any rate, the preserved portions of the building formed eight different sizes and neat rooms.
Room 5 seems to have been a courtyard, withwaof rooms at the western end (Rooms 1, 3, 4 and 6),
and two side parallel rooms on the north (Rooms 7 and 8). The mutual southern wall of Rooms 7 and 8
made up of mudbrick and was intersecting with the separating stone wall protruding from the eslstern w
of Room 6 at right angles and continuing westward forming a long narrow corridor between Rooms 7 and
8 on the east and Room 6 on the west. The southern half floor of Room 1 is cobbled, wherein large jars
were found in situ and a circular stone base miea northwest corner. Room 3 contained similar but

smaller stone base placed near a stone bench jutting from the middle of the eastern wall. The northwest

141



wall of the building contained a recess and salient. Room 6 is an elongated room contained a large

number of small globular painted flasks (Aryballi) used for perfume or oil.

3.1.1.1.2 Topographical Location and Planimetric Analysis

House F was erected in the eastern flank of the town in SquaFé&sI) on the opposite side of House E

and facing two streets. Due the enormous damage occurred in the building, especially in the eastern
part, it is impossible to assign the exact location of the main entrance and its interior design. Since the
building opens to the street, it makes sense to conclude that thdyeemaan entrance from the western

side overlooking this street.

3.1.1.1.3 Functional Interpretation

The excavator cited that Room 6 was a storeroom of the Aryballi manufactured in Athena (Woolley
1938a: 24). The Atheniatype vessels do not necessarily mean thasai produced in Athena; rather it

could indicate that a local craftsman learned how to create it, or rather designed by a Greek craftsman
who settled AIMina. Room 1 must have used for storage purposes as shown by the large jars found on
the paved sectiowf the floor. Generally speaking, House F was a storage facility meant to be a

warehouse.

3.1.1.1.4 Chronology

House F belongs to Level lll that has been assigned to the reconstructed town between 430 and 375
B.C.E. (Woolley 1938a: 24).

3.1.1.1.5 Type

The building does not beng to a specific type because it is mostly in ruins. We cannot, therefore, to
restore the demolished part.

3.1.1.2 House E
3.1.1.2.1 Contextual Analysis

House E is one of the largest structures ever erected-Blin&l It contains 14 different size rooms
surround an opecourtyard or alley from the north, west, and south sides while the east side opens to the
street. To the north and south of the courtyard there is a central large room (Room 2 on the north and

Room 12 on the south), each flanked by three smaller roomishen side: one in the east and two in the
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west. Rooms 3 and 4 are parallel to the central room while Rooms 10 and 11 are perpendicular. Room 13
had a mud brick floor. The western part of the building is largely occupied by a lasigaped room
(Room 9),with a small square room at its eastern end (Room 14), and ReBnBeheath the floors of

Rooms 7 and 9 are two stone coffins.

Table3.1: The excavated findings in Building E of-Mina (Level III)

Catalogue no. Plate no. Type Provenance Reference
) _ (Woolley 1938a:
542 Not ill. Bars of silvers Room2
13)
] _ _ (Woolley 1938a:
543 Not ill. Hoards of silver coins Room2 13)
) Fragments of jewellery (Woolley 1938a:
544 Not ill. _ Room2
made of gold and silver 13)
) . (Woolley 1938a:
545 Not ill. Weights Room2
13)
] (Woolley 1938a:
546 Not ill. Necklace Room2 _
25, Fig. 9)
Attic and Syriartype Woolley 1938a:
547 Not ill. yraryp Room8 ( Y
i ¢ o chkeetdo | 24)
) _ (Woolley 1938a:
548 Not ill. LampHillers Room7
24)
) (Woolley 1938a:
549 Not ill. Lamps Room6 20)

3.1.1.2.2 Topographical Location and Planimetric Analysis

It seems that House E had a strategic position as it is situated at crossroads of three streets in Squares E
G/6-8. The main entrance of the structure was from the courtyaatley that opened to the street on the

east. Perhaps there had been other entrances through one or both streets on the north and south. The
courtyard must have opened to the lateral and back rooms likewise. Unlike the side rooms, there are clear

doorwass between RoomsBand 78.

3.1.1.2.3 Functional Interpretation
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The rooms surrounding the courtyard have been identified as storerooms. Room 2 was a workshop of a
craftsman (jeweler) (Woolley 1938a:-13). Therefore, House E seems to have been a private praductiv

place.

3.1.1.2.4 Chronology

It belongs to Level Il (see above)

3.1.1.25 Type

There are some petty differences regarding the back rooms between House E and the otbeuftipen
buildings. The most similar building in the Levant is Building M of Jaffa that has beenretezsias a
warehouse (see Jaffa).

3.1.1.3 House B
3.1.1.3.1 Contextual Analysis

House B is fairly large structure. Like House E, it had a rectangular open court or alley (Room B6)
flanked by side rooms on either side (RoomsHB&Lon the southeast and Rooms-BI0 on the
northwest). Backward of the presumed court, there are two broad, rectangular and parallel rooms arrayed
in a double row (Rooms B5 and B4), and separated by a crosswall protruding from their common

southern wall. Beneath the floor of Room B4 is a stone coffin.

3.1.1.3.2 Topographical Location and Planimetric Analysis

House B was excavated in Squaresid-6 and faces three streets intersecting at right angles. The open
court opened to a bypass reached to the adjacent street. From inside, the location of the doorways

comnunicating the rooms is not visible.

3.1.1.3.3 Functional Interpretation

The rooms are empty viz had neither findings nor installations. Nonetheless, its general plan is very
similar to the other buildings that have been interpreted surely as warehouses. TheoefeeeB Iderved

for the same purposes and the side rooms as storerooms and workshops.

3.1.1.3.4 Chronology
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It belongs to Level Il (see above)

3.1.1.35 Type

No one can affirm that House B is "opeout" building since Room B6 was a sort géstibule

communicated with the sided back rooms, rather than a court (See House E).

3.1.1.4 House J
3.1.1.4.1 Contextual Analysis

House J is welplanned huge square building. It contains a broad rectangular courtyard (Room J) with a
small square chamber (Room J2) attached to its soutterand side ath back rooms. Inside Room J12
is a crosswall extruding from its northeastern wall and extends slightly southwest. Perhaps it was dividing

the room into two halves for functional ends. Room J3 yielded jugs (see Plan 3.1).

3.1.1.4.2 Topographical Location and PlanimetAnalysis

House J was erected on the northwestern side of the town in Squ&/ésipPat the junction of two
streets intersecting at right angles. Apparently, a person can enter the building through its broad courtyard

on the southwest, which distrilmat unequivocally to the side and back rooms in turn.

3.1.1.4.3 Functional Interpretation

The excavator interpreted the rooms around the courtyard as storerooms (Woolley 1938a: 12). Room J2
would have the same function of Room A2 in House A of Level IV, namelpffiee of the tally clerk

who checks the count of goods being loaded or unloaded.

3.1.1.4.4 Chronology

It belongs to Level lll (see above).

3.1.1.45 Type

Room J1 was definitively a courtyard rather an alley surrounded by room from three sides. Indeed,
Building 736 of Megiddand House J are considerably identical. Both buildings have a courtyard flanked
by spacious side rooms and a large hall in the rear (Room J8 in House J and Room 737 in Building 736).

Too, both buildings have a corner room on a side (Room J11 in HouskRoam 1313 in Building
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736). The only difference between them is the side chamber inside the courtyard of House J, of which was

built to fulfill its duty that was designed for (see above).

3.1.15 House K
3.1.1.5.1 Contextual Analysis

The excavator considered Rooms J& @nd 10 as part of House J, but that is disproportionate with the
general layout of both buildings. Accordingly, the present author considered them as part of House K
instead of House J. The plan shows different size rooms arranged in four successiweittowdarge

hall on their back (Room K2). Two stone coffins were unearthed beneath the floors of Rooms K3 and J6.

Several jugs were discovered in Room K6, and some pithos were found in Room J7 (see Plan 3.1).

3.1.1.5.2 Topographical Location and Planimetric Argity

House K was erected in the northeastern flank of the town in SqudE&s6C The building opened on
two streets intersecting at right angles, and the main entrance must have been through one of them. As the
building is extremely destroyed it is notgsible to assign the location of the inner doors communicated

the rooms.

3.1.1.5.3 Functional Interpretation

House K, in general, seemed to have been a productive warehouse and Room J7 appears to have been a

storeroom as indicated by the large pithos laid oftcits.

3.1.1.5.4 Chronology

It belongs to Level lll (see above).

3.1.1.5.5 Type

Most of the portions of the building are in ruins causing a difficulty in defining the type of the building.

At any rate, House K does not follow a wieflown type.

3.1.1.6 House H
3.1.1.6.1 Contextual Analysis
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Like House F, the entire eastern part of House H has been destroyed. The current plan shows different
size rooms arranged randomly. The western half of Room 10 had a cobbled floor. Rooms 4 and 7 are
considerably spacious rooms. Beneath the floor of Roona@iave. In Room 9 the masons have added

enclosures. In Room 11 was a great number of different sorts of Greek vessels (Cotylae), of which were a

liquid measure, used especially for oil. Rooms 10 and 12 contained several kraters (Woolley 1938a: 24).

3.1.1.6.2 Topogmaphical Location and Planimetric Analysis

House H was erected in the eastern district of the town in Squddé&& on the opposite side of House
F, and overlooks two streets. The building is on a higher level than the street, and a person can enter the
building from Room 1 through some steps built in front of it. Room 3 seems to have been a corridor

reaches to Room 4.

3.1.1.6.3 Functional Interpretation

House H seems to have been a se@lio private warehouse. The enormous number of Greek vessels
prompted the exavator to conclude that this productive warehouse owned by a Greek tradesman lived in
Al-Mina (Woolley 1938a: 13; Elayi 1987: 257).

3.1.1.6.4 Chronology

It belongs to Level lll (see above).

3.1.1.6.5 Type

Like most of the private properties, House H does not fall intofamjliar type of structures in the
Levant during the Persian period as it is severely damaged and, therefore, its original features have been

eliminated.

3.1.1.7 House A
3.1.1.7.1 Contextual Analysis

House A is a large structure consists of twesttg rooms including Room INthat the excavator has
weighed it as part of House N, but that would not seem probable as it is on the same axis of the adjacent
rooms belong definitely to House A. Rooms 8 and 9 appear to have been a central courtyard. A high
number of oiljars and wineamphorae have been found in Rooms 2, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11, 12, 13, and N1. In

Room 14, hundreds of Greek storing olive oil vessels (Lekythi) were found in clay bins (Woolley 1938a:
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10, 24). The doorjambs of the door between Rooms 18 and 19 are built of twmklabkllquarried
stones known as orthostates (see Plan 3.1).

3.1.1.7.2 Topographical Location and Planimetric Analysis

It was built on the southeast side of the town at the junction of two streets in Squéfe4 @ Room 21

had an entrance opened to the adjastrret. From Room 21 there is a doorway leading to Rooms 9 and
then to Room 8 through a wide mutual door. Room 9 reaches to Room 5, and Room 8 reaches to Room 4
that, in turn, opened to Room 3. In the northeastern part is only one clear doorway bebmvesmih

which is the door between Rooms 18 and 19.

3.1.1.7.3 Functional Interpretation

Judging from the findings mentioned above, Rooms 2, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11, 12, 13 and 14 must have been
storerooms intended to save oil specifically. Accordingly, House A was in alklpilityy a large

storehouse.

3.1.1.7.4 Chronology

It belongs to Level lll (see above).

3.1.1.7.5 Type

Although the building is highly preserved and its general floor plan is very clear and understandable, it

could not be typified into any weknown scheme.

3.1.1.8 House N
3.1.1.8.1 ContextualAnalysis

House N is a small structure in comparison with the rest of the buildings in the towrMiha&l It

consists of five rectangular rooms; four of which are arranged in two rows with two rooms in each
(Rooms N2, N3, N4, and N5) and Room N6 alongdrtiédth. Neither installations nor findings have

been excavated inside this house. It seems that Room N6 was partly paved with mudbrick as the plan

demonstrates. Like House F, the eastern wall of House N contained a recess and salient.

3.1.1.8.2 Topographical Loc&n and Planimetric Analysis
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House N is located at the junction of two streets (see Plan 3.1). The main entrance of the building is

unclear, and the inner doorways between its rooms are unrecognizable.
3.1.1.8.3 Functional Interpretation

Owing to the absence of tlimds and installation, the function of each room could not be asserted. The
building, in general, served as a warehouse (Woolley 1938a: 13). The author thinks that there are no clues

that could support this argument, and it appears that it functionegrapex private dwelling.
3.1.1.8.4 Chronology

It belongs to Level lll (see above).

3.1.1.85 Type

Despite the fact that the building seems to be gplanened structure, it has no distinct layout. Indeed,

most of the Persiaperiod private houses have no a specific floanpl

3.1.1.9 House G
3.1.1.9.1 Contextual Analysis

House G is a huge structure extended along the entire length of Houses J and K and shares with them its
northwestern wall. It contains twelve rectangular and square rooms: Rooi@4 25 Interestingly, the

rooms contain ninstallations. In Room G9 is a small wall protruding from its northern wall, perhaps was

a bench. Stone coffins were unearthed beneath the floors of Rooms G2, G5, and G8. Large storage jars
were found in Room G1. Room G2 contained jugs. Room G3 yieldgdoden weights. Several bowls

were found in Room G9. In Room G10 were found several large jars and amphorae (see Plan 3.1).
3.1.1.9.2 Topographical Location and Planimetric Analysis

House G was erected nearly in the center of the town, and it opens to three Rémbetiss Room G12
was an open space facing the street like House J, or the entrance was in one of the walls facing the other

two streets. From inside, all interior entryways are not visible in the plan.

3.1.1.9.3 Functional Interpretation
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Despite the absence of timstallations, the finds are reliable to define some rooms' and general function.
Rooms G1 and G10 used for storage purposes. Room G3 perhaps was a workshop for textile industry,
although this assumption could not be overemphasized as the number obdheseeights had not been
adequately explained. Room G12 seems to have been a forecourt. In general, it appears that House G was

a wealthy private dwelling of a rich businessperson, whether was a Phoenician or Greek.

3.1.1.9.4 Chronology

It belongs to Level lll (seabove)

3.1.1.95 Type

Matching the majority number of the houses excavated-iMiAl and elsewhere alike, House G does not

belong to any common type house in the Persian period.

3.1.1.10 House Q
3.1.1.10.1 Contextual Analysis

House Q is the smallest structure ever erected in theeddtovn of AIMina. The excavator considered
it as a fowroomed block, with a stone coffin beneath each room (Woolley 1938a: 13). All walls are equal
in thickness. Rooms Q1 and Q2 and Rooms Q3 and Q4 are identical in size.

3.1.1.10.2 Topographical Location and Plametric Analysis

House Q was erected on the very southeast side of the town in SqfE8. INeither the main entrance

nor the inner doors are clear in the plan.

3.1.1.10.3 Functional Interpretation

According to Woolley, House Q was a proper private residence tieefact that each room in the house
contained a grave beneath its floor (Woolley 1938a: 13).

3.1.1.10.4 Chronology

It belongs to Level lll (see above).

3.1.1.10.5 Type
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The layout of House Q has never been encountered elsewhere in the Levant. Although it iscartidur

house there is no similar building to it neither in the northern Levant nor in the south.

3.1.1.11 House M
3.1.1.11.1 Contextual Analysis

The building had been vastly devastated, especially its northeastern and southwestern parts. The
preserved parts show a building with fourtegunare and rectangular rooms in parallel rows: Rooms M1
M14. Neither installations nor findings have been excavated inside the chambers. At least three stone
coffins were unearthed beneath Rooms M4, M9 and M10. The stone coffin in Room M10 has occupied

almost the entire space of the room.

3.1.1.11.2 Topographical Location and Planimetric Analysis

House M is the furthest building on the northwest side of the town, in Squad&s3\ In the plan, there

is no clear entrance neither from outside nor from inside.

3.1.1.11.3 Functional Interpretation

Since neither installations nor findings are illustrated in the plan or even mentioned in the text, the
purpose of its rooms is difficult to interpret. In general, the floor plan of House M and the stone coffins

underneath the flwrs could refer that it was a private dwelling.

3.1.1.11.4 Chronology

It belongs to Level lll (see above).

3.1.1.11.5 Type

House M does not follow any known type as the majority of the Pepsidod houses in AMina and

elsewhere.

3.1.1.12 House |
3.1.1.12.1 Contextual Analysis

The excavator caidered Rooms 232 as part of House A, but this arrangement could not be accepted as

these rooms are not on the same axis of Wooll eybd
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them into a single house and termed it "House I." Rooms 32/24 sebagetbeen a courtyard with stone
coffin embedded beneath its floor. The doorjamb of the doorway between Rooms 25 and 26 was built of

orthostates. Room 31 contained a big amount of jugs.

3.1.1.12.2 Topographical Location and Planimetric Analysis

House | was erected dhe southwest side of the town amwkrlookng a street, in Squares-#H5-7. Most

probably, the main entrance was on the wall of thehaped supposed courtyard. The excavator
suggested a doorway between Rooms 31 and 30 (see Plan 3.1). Perhaps, Room 30 opened to Room 32
and reasonably to Room 28 ord®o 29. The kshaped court perhaps opened to Rooms 27 and 23 or at
least to one of them. Perhaps the two last rooms must have a common entryway, but this is could not be

ascertained. The corner Room 22 had most probably a common doorway with Room 23.

3.1.1.12.3 Functonal Interpretation

Room 31 must have been served as a storeroom judging from its contents, and the function of the other
rooms was difficult to assign due to the absence of installations and material dnlgereral, House |

was most probably a house.

3.1.1.12.4 Chronology

It belongs to Level lll (see above).

3.1.1.12.5 Type

Room 32 of House | is very identical to Room 9 of House E and both them could be interpreted as a court
and integrated with stone <coffins beneath their

recognizable.

3.1.1.13 House Al
3.1.1.13.1 Contextual Analysis

House Al a term given by the author to distinguish it from House A2. The excavator supposed that they
were a single building, but the present author weighed the possibility that they were two separate
buildings. A any rate, House Al is enormous building contained of broad courtyard (Room Al) with a
small chamber attached to its southwest wall (Room A2). A 1déep bin was dug into its northeast

side (see Plan 3.2). Several rooms are flanking the court fromuatteeast and southwest.
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3.1.1.13.2 Topographical Location and Planimetric Analysis

House Al was erected on the northwest side of the town in SquddEs4C Certainly, the main access

to the building was through the open side of the courtyard on the northeast side.

3.1.1.13.3 Functional Interpretation

The rooms on flanking the court were storerooms (Woolley 1938a: 13).The building as a whole was
interpreted as a warehouse. The courtyard served to unpack and store the imported goods. Room A2 was

the office of the tally clerk whaonitors the count of goods being loaded or unloaded.

3.1.1.13.4 Chronology

House Al belongs to the first town that was assigned to Level IV, which was dated from 520 to 430

B.C.E. judging from the pottery associated with its remains (Woolley 1938a: 20).

3.1.1.13.5 Type

HouseAl has no a distinct style and could not be typified as is the case with the majority of the buildings
of Al-Mina. Although it has an open court, it is inaccurate to classify it among the-topeti buildings

as it does not have the general common feattivat these buildings have.

3.1.1.14 House A2
3.1.1.14.1 Contextual Analysis

The northwest part of House A2 is completely razed to ground. It seems that it had a double row of
rooms; the first row composed of Rooms AAD5 and in the second row there are two preserved rooms
(Rooms Al16 and Al17). Rooms Al2 and A13 are inconsistent with the rest of the rooms as they are not
parallel to the other rooms and parted by a perpendicular wall. In Room A15, there are raised courses of
stones abutting the southwest wall, perhaps forabdnch. In Room A14 is a block or capital on which

an arch rests (impost), of which means that the roof of the building was arched.

3.1.1.14.2 Topographical Location and Planimetric Analysis

The house was erected at the most remote point of the town on the nodiugestear House Al in
Squares AC/2-3. To the northwest, there is a wall of what seems to have been a wall of another structure,

of which would mean that both structures i.e. House A2 and this structure are separated by a lane or
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street. Therefore, theullding must have an entrance opened to this street. There could be another
entrance through Room A10.

3.1.1.14.3 Functional Interpretation

Obviously, the layout and installations suggest a warehouse. Regrettably, there is no material culture local
or imported that auld affirm this hypothesis.

3.1.1.14.4 Chronology

It belongs to Level IV (see above).

3.1.1.14.5 Type

House A2 is the only building in AWlina that followed the typical layout of the Perseriod
warehouses excavated elsewhere in the Levant, namely the "parallel roomsiusesefsee Jokneam for

parallel examples).

3.1.1.15 HouseB1
3.1.1.15.1 Contextual Analysis

In the same previous manner, the author divided House B into House B1 and House B2 because they are
two houses instead of one as the excavator has presumed. House Bl is largedomidoged of Rooms

B1-B7. At any rate, it seems that this building is one of the biggest buildings-Mind, but its
northeastern part is completely devastated, of which would have formed spacious halls or courtyards. In

Room B6 are raised stone perhépsned a bench.

3.1.1.15.2 Topographical Location and Planimetric Analysis

The building under discussion overlooks a street and a lane in SquBy&siDDefinitively, the building
is reachable through the cobbledved lane between it and House B2 on the souttsigest

3.1.1.15.3 Functional Interpretation

In the light of absence findings and installations except the bench in Room B6, however, we could not
emphasize its function. Perhaps it was one of the warehouses excavated in the town, or most likely proper

dwelling.
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3.1.1.15.4 Chronology

It belongs to Level IV (see above).

3.1.1.15.5 Type

The building's ground plan does not help us conclude its type especially that most of its portions are in

ruins.

3.1.1.16 House B2
3.1.1.16.1 Contextual Analysis

The house as the present author presumed it containparatiel rooms (Rooms BB10) and a large
rectangular room along their back (Room B8). Neither installations nor findings are illustrated in the plan

or mentioned in the text.

3.1.1.16.2 Topographical Location and Planimetric Analysis

House B2 is adjacent to House Bd the southwest in SquaresHE-4 and shares with it the lane

separating them.

3.1.1.16.3 Functional Interpretation

In the light of absence of installations and material culture, we can adopt the similarity to House N of
Level Il that has been interpreted as aetmuse, and thus we can, therefore, interpret House B2 as a

warehouse as well.

3.1.1.16.4 Chronology

It belongs to Level IV (see above).

3.1.1.16.5 Type

House B2 is similar to House N of town Level Ill in terms of the back broad room with front parallel

chambers. It is possiblo classify it among the "threeom" houses.

3.1.1.17 House D
3.1.1.17.1 Contextual Analysis
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House D is fairly preserved structure contained seven different size rooms (Rocd8).DIhe
southwest part facing the street is demolished. The plan demonstrates that benahetiagethe walls
of Rooms D7, D3, and D1. Room D2 had a stone pavement.

3.1.1.17.2 Topographical Location and Planimetric Analysis

The house was erected in the northeastern part of the town in SquBf89@nd faces at least one
street. Most probably, the buitdy opened to the street in the southwest and had an entrance from it to
Room D1 or Room D2 or both.

3.1.1.17.3 Functional Interpretation

It is not feasible to define the function of the rooms and the entire building exactly, despite the fact that its

layout would réer to a private residential house.

3.1.1.17.4 Chronology

It belongs to Level IV (see above).

3.1.1.17.5 Type

The stonemasons of House D clearly did not intend to build it in a specific style or familiar type as its

rooms are arrayed randomly without proficiency in design.

3.1.1.18 HousE
3.1.1.18.1 Contextual Analysis

The building is partly destroyed in the southwest part. The preserved segments show twelve rooms
arranged in four parallel rows with three rooms each. It seems that the entire Room E3 and half of Room
E2 had stone benches, and inoROE3 is a stone impost similar to that in Room Al4 of House A2. In
Room E7 was built a mdlrick platform. The excavator has counted Room E13 as part of the building,
and it might be if there was another row of rooms in the empty area north of it,thetdarrent plan, it is

not clear if there were rooms or not. Accordingly, the present author would consider it as part of House H.

3.1.1.18.2 Topographical Location and Planimetric Analysis
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House E was erected in the center of the mound and overlooks two stré&gfsaires E5/7-8. The

building is flanking by two streets intersecting at right angles. Therefore, one or both streets reached to it.

3.1.1.18.3 Functional Interpretation

The grouping of the rooms in rows is evocative the warehouses excavated elsewhere, and thus, most

likely, this building intended to be a warehouse.

3.1.1.18.4 Chronology

It belongs to Level IV (see above).

3.1.1.18.5 Type

The "parallel rooms" warehouses were welbwn in the Levant during the Persian period (see Jokneam

for parallel examples).

3.1.1.19 House G
3.1.1.19.1 Contextual Analysis

House G is welbrganized building contains nine rooms: Roomgi85and three unmarked rooms in the
northwest. Perhaps there were other rooms in the empty area eastward. In Room 37 was placed a hinged

stone. In the southwest wall of Room 40 is a projedimdj separated from Room 39 by a short crosswall.

3.1.1.19.2 Topographical Location and Planimetric Analysis

House G was erected in southwest part of the town in Squadé46G It opened to a street on the

northeast and a cobbled floor passage in the southwest.

3.1.1.19.3 Furctional Interpretation

The function of the rooms is obscure as neither findings nor installations have been found in them.

Generally speaking, the plan refers tst@ehouse

3.1.1.19.4 Chronology

It belongs to Level IV (see above).
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3.1.1.19.5 Type

Building G of Level IV has a specific type as all storehouses excavated iNifb. On the other hand,

we can observe some similarity to Building B of Level Ill.

3.1.1.20 HouseJ
3.1.1.20.1 Contextual Analysis

House J contains of four rooms (Rooms-33), neatly arranged in an adroit manner in a double

successive row. The rooms are empty of findings and installations.

3.1.1.20.2 Topographical Location and Planimetric Analysis

House J was built in the southwest part of the town in Squafé$-5. The building could be reached

from the cobbled lane in the northseems reasonable to assume tth@trooms reached to each others.

3.1.1.20.3 Functional Interpretation

Generally speaking, the layout of the rooms of the building maybe suggests a private dwelling, rather than

a warehouse.

3.1.1.20.4 Chronology

It belongs to Level IV (see abey

3.1.1.20.5 Type

House J could be typified as a "femom™ house and is very similar to House Q of the town of Level Ill.

As opposed to House Q, in House J, all rooms are identical in size.

3.1.1.21 House K
3.1.1.21.1 Contextual Analysis

House K is welpreserved building and contained seven spacious rooms are Rooms 23.24, 25, 27, 28, 29
and 30. It seems that the excavator reconstructed wrongly some walls of the building, specifically the wall

between Rooms 25 and 27 and Rooms 29 anch3ither words, Rooms 25 and 27 most probably were,
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in fact, a single kshaped room, as well as Rooms 29 and 30. Too, the crosswall separated Rooms 27 and

28 do not seem to have been attached to the other side. The latter rooms had circular hearths.

3.1.1.21.2 Topograghical Location and Planimetric Analysis

House K was built in the southwest part of the town in Squar@&-H. The building must have had an

entrance through the cobbled lane.

3.1.1.21.3 Functional Interpretation

The hearths embedded into the floors of the buildimgild indicate that this house was a workshop

designed for manufacturing the pottery.

3.1.1.21.4 Chronology

It belongs to Level IV (see above).

3.1.1.21.5 Type

It is one of the other unknowtype structures erected in-Mina.

3.1.1.22 HouseH
3.1.1.22.1 Contextual Analysis

House H is composed &ooms 36 and Room E13. Room 3 is arshaped room with an oven built on

its floor. Rooms 4 and 5 had a pit each dug into its floor.

3.1.1.22.2 Topographical Location and Planimetric Analysis

The house was built in the southeast part of the town in Squak3-& Perhaps the building was

reachable from the cobbled lane to Room E13, or through the empty area in the north.

3.1.1.22.3 Functional Interpretation

Seemingly, the building was a dwelling as evidenced by the oven and pits.

3.1.1.22.4 Chronology
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It belongs to Level IV (see above).

3.1.1.22.5 Type

House H could not be classified to a specific type.

3.1.1.23 House L
3.1.1.23.1 Contextual Analysis

House L is a relatively large building composed of Rooms 1, 2, 7, 8 and 9. Some mudbrick walls have
been added to it perhaps after the stone walls were dismantigelieoadded to block off the entrances to
Rooms 1 and 2, Rooms 1 and 8, and Rooms 2 and 9. In Room 1 was built a small chamber. In the
southwest corner of Room 7, there is a pit.

3.1.1.23.2 Topographical Location and Planimetric Analysis

House L was erected in the sloeiast flank of the town in Squares=#8-9. The only clear path leading to

the building was in the east from the street, of which may have been reached to Room 7.

3.1.1.23.3 Functional Interpretation

No one could assign exactly the function of House L due to tkeofaanstallations and objects.

3.1.1.23.4 Chronology

It belongs to Level IV (see above).

3.1.1.23.5 Type

Obviously, House L was not built according to a definite scheme as is the case with all houses and

storehouses of AMina.

3.1.2 Tell Sukas

Tell Sukas is an artificial moursituated between two creeks, about 6 km south of Jableh northern Syria.

A Danish team excavated the site under P.J. Riis between 1958 and 1963, whose excavations
demonstrated t haGr eietk Owacsi tay A RN denilc9o7 0; edwitd 9 ; 198
this postulate (Elayi 1982: 105).
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3121 WA The
3.1.2.1.1 Contextual Analysis

Lat e GRmhe&kniamidamMeanctuaryo

The sanctuary of Tell Sukas is split into five parts are North Court, Altar Enclosure, Chapel, Chapel Court
and South Court (Plan 3.3). All theseustures were built of weljuarried and rectangular limestone
blocks cut out of a nearby quarry on the north, with some small undressed stones (Riis 1979: 33, 37). The
rectangular structure that half of it is in Square H7 and the other half in Squanev@&,.er, was most
probably the shrine (naos) of the temple. I't has
was installed inside an op@ir court and surrounded by walls from the north, south and west, or perhaps

n a M¥).drhefsgatea p e | C

between the shrine and the northern and western walls of the Chapel Court-0s80rviOwhile the

it was enclosed byavoer ed portico, which was
passage between the southern wall and the shrine is 1.60m. The south helCb&pel Court is 0.80m

thick, and is severely damaged perhaps because of digging processes of Dump 7 (see Plan 3.3). The
northern wall of the Chapel Court is 0.9@hick x 3mlong. The long western wall extends 0.90m
southward beyond the southern waltloé Chapel Court forming the west wall of the South Court. Too, it
extended 1.50m beyond the northern limit of the Altar Enclosure forming the western wall of the North
Court. To the north of the Chapel is a small enclosure termed "Altar Enclosurebtkeins three altars
(Loci.16, 17 and 20). Altars | and Il (loci.16 and 17) are adjoining the southern wall of the Altar
Enclosure, whereas Altar 11l (loc.20) is incorporated into its northern wall. Altar | is square, made up of
two ashlar blocks coated thismooth plaster, and stands to a height of 0.26m with a width of ca. 0.53m.
Altar Il (Loc.17) is a roughly quadrate monolith, constructed of limestone with a square cavity. Altar 11l
(Loc.20) also has a square shape, built of rough fieldstone and &iamtieight of 0.30m with a width of

0.60m (Riis 1979: 41, 438 4 64) . A
standing at the center of the Altar Enclosure. Immediately northeast of it was dug-simapgd pit

grayish sacred | imestone (

(Loc.25). The excavat has reckoned that it was a sacrificial pit. Beyond the western wall of the Altar
Enclosure two fallen roughly merlons of local limestone have been found (Loci.30 and 31) (Fig. 3.1) (Riis
1979: 4548).

Table3.2: The excavated findings in the sanctuary of Tell Sukas

Catalogue no. Plate no. Type Provenance Reference
) (Riis 1979: 33;
550 Not ill. Lamp spout L.1 _
Fig. 97)
) Male limestone (Riis 1979: Fig.
551 Not ill. L.2
statuette 99)
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) Portion of Emale (Riis 1979: Fig.
552 Not ill. _ L.3
limestone statuettg 101)
Stone figure of a - _
) _ _ (Riis 1979: Fig.
553 Not ill. boy in squatting L.5
N 104)
position
554 Not ill. Sherds of a big jat L.5 (Riis 1979: 3637)
] (Riis 1979: Figs.
555 Not ill. Potstand L.9
116117)
_ Pointed bottom of (Riis 1979: Fig.
556 Notill. _ L.10
storage jar 118)
557 Not ill. Fragment of a jar L.14 (Riis 1979: 40)
Terracotta figurine
depictinga Riis 1979: Fig.
558 Not ill. pIcing L.15 ( g
bearded man with 122)
headdress
] Limestone .,
559 Not ill. L.15 (Riis 1979: 40)
statuette
) Limestone figure (Riis 1979: Fig.
560 Not ill. ) L.15
shows 1| 126)
) Rimsherd of big -
561 Not ill. L.19 (Riis 1979: 4344)
bowl
) (Riis 1979: Fig.
562 Not ill. Terracotta head L.19
134)
) Three fragments o -
563 Not ill. L.21 (Riis 1979: 44)
a large bowl
Stone fragment
depictin - _
_ (Riis 1979: Figs.
564 PI.3.1 skin, perhaps L.21
_ 137-138)
referring to
Herakles (Melgart
) _ (Riis 1979: Fig.
565 Not ill. Bronze nail L.26
144)
566 Not ill. Cluster of pottery L.27 (Riis 1979: 46)
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) , (Riis 1979: Fig.
567 Not ill. Storage jar L.27
145)
] Bottomof large (Riis 1979: Fig.
568 Not ill. o L.35
pithoid jar 159)
] Bottom of large (Riis 1979: Fig.
569 Not ill. o L.36
pithoid jar 160)
] Fragments of (Riis 1979: Fig.
570 Not ill. _ _ L.37
pointed jars 161-162)
Pottery sherds
571 Not ill. mixed with the L.41 (Riis 1979: 51)
stones
Terracotta figuring . _
) o (Riis 1979: Fig.
572 Not ill. depictinga L.41
_ 163)
squatting boy
Stone fragment - _
] o (Riis 1979: Fig.
573 Not ill. depicting part of a L.41
164)
human head
Portion ofTorso of
_ human figurine, (Riis 1979: Fig.
574 Notill. L.42
perhaps a nude 165)
woman

3.1.2.1.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

The sanctuary was built near the southern dock with access to two natural harbors: the south and north
harbors (Fig3.2) (Riis 1983: 50%10). At the northeast side of the mound in Squares G15 and G16 are
fragments of another sanctuary, which was termed "The Niarsh Sanctuary” with a same chronological
sequence of the sanctuary urnd eGr ede ks cBuwsisli doinn g RRehga sec
belonging to the Persian period is severely damaged, and just a few walls of the sanctuary are still
standing (Riis 1970: 881; Fig. 33). The excavator cited that the main entrance to the sanctuary was in

the easteripart of the Altar Enclosure (loc.26) (Riis 1979: 64). Due to the frequent renovations conducted

in the sanctuary starting from 552 B.C.E. until 350 B.C.E., it is difficult to establish the location of the

inner doorways. Perhaps each part had its disapgimach from the open east side.
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3.1.2.1.3 Functional Interpretation

Generally speaking, the layout of the structures, the altars found inside it, and the statuettes and votive
sculptures that were scattered all around the sanctuary corroborate the religious character of the building
(see Table 3.2). The statuettes excavatethe sanctuary could be classified into two main gro(s:

human figurines found in loci.2, 3, 5, 15, 19 and (&) ;statuettes of deities unearthed in loci.15, 21, and

42. The lion's skin and paw often embody Heracles/Melqgart, and the nude woradiy agpeared to

refer to a fertility goddess, most probably Asta
statuettes excavated at Sidon. It seems that this sanctuary had played the same role of Eshmun Temple at
Sidon, namely a protecting @mealing shrine (see Sidon). In the Phoenician myth, Melgart protected the
sailors, and that explains the presence of his statuettes in a sanctuary dedicated to him. Its location near

the harbor was intended to fulfill its intended purpose.

3.1.2.1.4 Chronology

Se\eral architectural phases have been recognized are Periods G, F, and E (Riis 1979: 65; Fig. 221).
Period G refers to the Greek settlement starting from the Iron Age [or Early Archaic period in Greece]. It
has been divided into three spbases (Periods &31). The sanctuary was built ca. 625 B.C.E. (Period

G3), but a decade of war from 590 to 580 B.C.E. between Egypt and Babylon brought with it a havoc in
the second year of the conflicti.e. in 588 B.C.E. Shortly aftermath, the sanctuary was renovated.

Aga n, the sanctuary was a victim of Nabonidusod car
inhabitants restored it for the second time in 552 B.C.E. (Period G2). The sanctuary continued to be
utilized until 498 B.C.E. (Period G1), whichhasbdea si gnat ed as fAThe Late Gr e
the destruction of the site to the Greek defeat i
hiatus from 498 B. C.-Ehoemitcil aB@O0t BwrC. \Ea gt plano materou c
The Phoenician settlement was assigned to Period F that was dated between 380 to 140 B.C.E. In this
period, the Phoenician settlers renovated the sanctuary and enlarged it. The periods under discussion are
Periods G1 and F. The lamp unearthed fitbm Chapel Court suggested the fourth century B.C.E. as a

date for Floor | (catalogue no. 550). Floor Il has been attributed to the later part of the third century
B.C.E. based on a bronze coin struck in Arados (in Arabic Arwad) that was found besdstthall of

the Chapel (Loc.4). The shared west wall of the sanctuary was constructed by the same date of Floor |
(catalogue nos. 551, 557, and 570) and perhaps was destroyed by an earthquake. Floor | of the Altar
Enclosure yielded finds from the Persiamd Hellenistic periods (catalogue n658560 and 563564).

Altar 11l was constructed on Floor Il after demolishing of Altar | in the Hellenistic period (Riis 1979: 62
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63). Several finds from the Hellenistic period prove the continuation of using satietuary until that
time (Riis 1979: 388, 43, 51, 558, 6268).

3.1.2.1.5 Type

The scheme of the sanctuary that is divided into separate sections does not match the designs of the other
shrines uneartheith the Levant. The merlorare very similar to those deeded the naos at Amrit and

those decorated the massive palaces in Iran (see Chapter 4)

3.1.3 Amrit (Ancient Marathos)

Amrit is a coastal site located some 6km south of Tartous Governorate northern Syria. H. Maundrell in
1697, R. Pococke in 1754 and E. Reimad860 described the ruins of the city and the temple of Amrit
(Pococke 1745; Renan 1864). They have described it as arcoperbuilding with a throne in the

middle of it (Saliby 1989: 19). The British explorer Richard Pococke, in this regard, fagistat i To t he
south of this vale there is a court cut into the rock, with a throne in the middle of it. The court is enclosed

by solid rocks one every side, except to the north, where are signs of two entrances. The throne being
probably built foranidolwos hi ped i n this court or open t-empl eo
organized excavations at the site were carried out under Maurice Dunand in 1926, then in 1954 and 1957
by the | atter and others. The " MaD985arddo57 (Dundnelr di s
194445; Dunand 1944@8; Dunand et al. 1954: 196; Dunand and Saliby 1985).

3.1.3.1 ThefiMa dbed
3.1.3.1.1 Contextual Analysis

TheA Mah&d of Amrit is a grand building, oriented noriouth and measured 56.30omg x 49.50m

wide. It is largelyexcised from the nearby solid rocks at the foot of the mound (Saliby 1989: 22) (Plan
3.4: Fig. 3.3). The sanctuary had a large epierbasin, measured 46.70m (nestbuth) x 38.50m (east

west), with a depth exceeding 3m. The pond was surrounded by amdmcnumental stone porticoes on

the east, west and south sides hinged on solid rectangular shafts (Fig. 3.4). These porches carried lintels,
also knew as architraves decorated with merlons, and leonine gargoyles served as waterspouts (Figs. 3.5
3.6). Fou T-shaped monoliths were placed on the four corners of the porticoes. All these porticoes with
their architraves and the monolithic pillars have fallen into the pool (Plan 3.5; Fig. 3.7) (Dunand and
Saliby 1985: 1615, 20; Saliby 1989: 24).
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The basin wa$ed by a local spring of water, and the wastewater discharged into a canal at the northwest
corner. Two ditches have been uncovered at the bottom of the east and south porticoes heading to the
western wall (Figs. 3:8.10) (Dunand and Saliby 1985: 36; Letal2004: Taf. 1: c).

M. Dunand and N. Saliby have assumed that the altar in the northern facade was flanked by two square
towers in the northeast and northwest corners (Dunand and Saliby 1985) (see Plan 3.4). Lembke has cited
that this assumption is base$an the light of the absence of traces of these towers (Lembke 2004: 21).

In the heart of the pond is a small and vwekserved cuboid shrine (naos). The shrine had a deep
rectangular recest its topfaced the north. The worshippers used to inseit fineferred deity inside this

niche. The naos stood to a height of 5m above the ground level of the basin and crowned with an
Egyptian cornice and merlons of the Persian type (Fig. 3.11). The bottom of the shrine is resting on a base
excised from bedrockt had solid barricades on four sides, decorated with an Egyptian cornice and
merlons as well. All shrine's interior walls were coated with whitish plaster (Fig. 3.12) (Dunand and
Saliby 1985: 9, 1112, 3132; Saliby 1989: 24).

The official ritual festiviies took place at the entrance of the GMzed" i.e. between the two supposed
towers on either side of the altar (Dunand and Saliby 1985: 36). Lembke thinks that the spring of water
call edHayatnh s@aerved as a Ahol y lpkesof Byyptsihce thenMiddle e mp | e
Kingdom. In this case, the sacred lake of Amrit was not only a water reservoir and a purification place for
worshipers but also was a venue for boat rides during carnivals (Lembke 2004: 3€)vissaof the

temple is larger than arfavissaever excavated in the Levantine temples during the Persian period; it
measured 70fong x 60mwide andle at ed s ome 10 0 abedVv(&aity 1989:24). he " Ma b
The excavations have revealed 456 fragments of votive sculptures made of limestone, clay, and marble
(Lembke 2004: 14, 17). Overall, they were found infthéssad ur i n g Exoavadamdh 6926. The

majority of these sculptures were published in awticles of Dunand in the 1940s (1948; 194648).

Three main types of these statues could be distinguished: (1) figurines of men wearing Egyptian dresses;
(2) statues of Heracledelqart; (3) bearers of offerings (Dunand 1948t 102; Saliby 1989: 24).

Table33:The excavated afGiadakdwig s i n the AM

Catalogue no. Plate no. Type Provenance Reference
Torso of Heracles _ (Dunand 19445:
575 PI.3.2 Favissa
Melqgart Pl. XX: 21)
_ Torso ofHeracles , (Dunand 19445:
576 Not ill. _ Favissa
Melqgart without a head PI. XIX: 16)
577 Not ill. Fragments of hands Favissa (Jourdain
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Annequin 1992:

PL. VI: Divers)
, . (Jourdain
_ Male figure wearing , _
578 Not ill. o Favissa Annequin 1992:
Himation
PL. VII: 13)
_ ) _ (Dunand and
Statue of a juvenile deity , )
579 PI.3.3 Favissa Saliby 1985: PI.
(Imhotep)
XLII: 1)
) (Dunand and
_ Statue of a worshiper _ )
580 Not ill. _ _ Favissa Saliby 1985: PI.
presenting an offering
XLIV)
) (Dunand and
Terracotta head wearing _ )
581 Pl.3.4 ) Favissa Saliby 1985: PI.
pointed cap
XLIX)
_ (Dunand and
_ Terracotta hea8howing , ]
582 Not ill. . Favissa Saliby 1985: PI. L:
Greek influence
1)
. _ (Dunand and
_ Limestone heads showin , )
583 Not ill. _ Favissa Saliby 1985: PI.
Egyptian Influence
LI: 2)
(Dunand and
584 Not ill. Heads - Saliby 1985: PI.
LIT)
(Dunand and
585 Not ill. Lamps Favissa Saliby 1985: PI.
LV)
(Dunand and
586 Not ill. Bowls Favissa Saliby 1985: PI.
LVIIT)
(Dunand and
587 PI.3.5 Decorated cup Basin Saliby 1985: PI.
LIX)
588 Not ill. Corpus of miscellaneouy Northern dock of (Dunand and
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pottery the basin in front| Saliby 1985: PI.
of the naos LVI)
_ (Dunand and
_ Corpus of miscellaneous _ )
589 Not ill. Basin Saliby 1985: PI.
pottery
LVII)
) Standing statue wearing ) (Dunand 194&18:
590 Not ill. o Favissa
Himation Pl. XXX: 59)
Figurine of . (Saliby 1989: Fig.
591 PI. 3.6 Favissa
hor seman 5: b)
(Lembke 2004
592 Not ill. Head of a child Favissa Taf. 53: €)

3.1.3.1.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

Two rivers weregushingthe cityare Amrit River to the north near the temple andkiible River to the

s o ut h.-Hayah (InnEnglsh: the spring of snakes) is another perennial source flowing south of the
temple (Fig. 3.13). Between the northern fairly steep slope of the mound anditiersshore of Amrit

River are small, lush lands and caves carved in rock (Dunand and Saliby ¥9&aly 1989: 19). The
worshipers had to approach the sanctuary from the open space on the north. Therefore, the worshipers had
to face their deity ingéed in the niche of the naos before commencing the rituals. To reach the naos, the
person had to use a canoe. Interestingly, no dwellings or administrative centers or forts or residences were

unearthed in the vicinity of the temple. The nearest site totAvas Tell Kazel (see Chapter 6).

3.1.3.1.3 Functional Interpretation

The religious nature of the "Mababed" is demonst
sculptures excavated in it and fiswvissaas well. The large number of statues of the gioldealth Melgart
left no doubt that this temple was desit ed t o hi m. abded' ofAmrd seemed tb hage " Ma 6

been a sanctuary of healing like the temples of Sukas and Eshmun.

3.1.3.1.4 Chronology
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The excavators confirmed that the unearthed pottery characterizes the fifth and fourth centuries B.C.E.
(see Table 3.3). Moreover, all statuettes are either archaic or Egyptian prototypes wearing the crowns of
the Pharaohs of Egypt. They could have beldnigethe end of the sixth century B.C.E. (Dunand and
Saliby 1985: 7, 13, 48) . Statues of the beardl es:
sixth century B.C.E. as well (Dunand and Saliby 1985: 40, 45; Saliby 198%6)2Zhe deity Imhote
(catalogue no. 579) also worshiped in Greece as a healer divinity in the sixth century B.C.E. (Hurry 1928:
26; Dunand and Saliby 1985: 42). Lembke has believed that the temple was built in the second half of the
seventh century B.C.E. or the very begimnof the sixth century B.C.E. depending on several arguments:

(1) the style of the earliest sculptures retrieved from the basin arfdviksa (2) the form of the water

spouts that carved into the shape of lion heads; (3) the terracotta and the atelgcsiptures. On the

other hand, she has attributed the fragments of the calcarenite and marble statues to the Persian period
(Lembke 2004: 25, 31, 38). As a matter of fact, since the final publication of the site by Dunand and
Saliby, most of the schaita have accepted the Persian period date for the temple (JeArdsguin

1992: 36; Counts 2006: 682).

3.1.3.1.5 Type

Generally speaking, t he -aitddacthaybTheexcavatbrs tAimkthathothimga s a n
in this temple exhibits western charactd®egardless, Lembke had cited that the temple bore local and
foreign elements and ornamentations imported from the Ancient Near East and Greece as well (Lembke
2004: 2223).

The Egyptian influences are clearly discernible in the grooves incised on théseaddg. 3.12) and the

location of the naos upon a pedestal in the center of the basin as is the case of the Blessed Sacrament of
the Egyptian sanctuaries. The pillared hall surrounding the basin was a widely common style in Egyptian
sanctuaries since éhMiddle Kingdom. The lion gargoyles adorning the portico is a prototype combine
between the Egyptian and Hittite features (Wagner 1980: 109; Lembke 2004: 29, 31, 149). Similar
gargoyles were found on the Podium of the Persian Complex at Byblos and endatahe throne in

Eshmun Temple at Sidon.

Some scholars think that the vast colonnaded porticoes are of the Persian influence since they have been
found at Persepolis (Smith 1938: 113; Dunand and Saliby 1985: 12, 21, 31, 36). The battlement friezes
alsoknew as pinnacles @teppedmnerlons with rectangular blocks resembles the teeth, also known as a
Afdent il friezed beneath t hem, however, were appli
Chapter 4).
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3.1.4 Byblos (in Arabic Jubayl)

Byblos is locatedsome 35 km north of Beirut. From 1921 to 1924, Pierre Montet conducted the first
fieldworks and followed by Maurice Dunand, who commenced the excavations in 1925 and continued to
the next 40 years. The natural boundaries of Byblos are the Mediterrareean 8® west, Mount
Lebanon in the east, Nahri¢la | b i n t he south, and Ras Cheqgqga in
outlined that Byblos in the Persian period was a small butsa#itient and prosperous city (Dunand

1969a: 9495, 98). The histacal written records are rare. Of particular concern are some inscriptions

dedi cated to Babdal at .

In fact, the relation between Byblos and Persia at this time seems to have been almost inexistent.
Furthermore, Byblos under the suzerainty of the Great Kirfgersia was consonant with the position of
strict neutrality viz it had neither engaged in any war for the benefit of the Persians nor the Phoenician

revolutions against them.

The strata corresponding to the Persian period are overlapped as a reselcedgsbless occupation.

Moreover, the remains are still largely unpublished.

The port of Byblos was the only entrance-Gebdl t he ¢
had played a crucial role in the convergence of interests between Bylndsgypt and expanding the

trade and i nvestment under -GebaktofByblas ana Rahgreof Egyipt. t hei r
Indeed, several objects and figurines have confirmed the Egyptian influence in Byblos (Elayi 2008: 97

98, 102103, 105, 107110).

3.1.4.1  ThePersian Complex
3.1.4.1.1 Contextual Analysis

The Persian complex contains a grand podium (no.15) with two preserved protruding corner towers (nos.1
and 10), eight defensive towers (n@9)2a ramp (no.11), a retaining wall (no.16), and a restored ¢empl
topped the podium (no.12Plan 3.6)

The great podium measured 70 x4&Im, stands ca. 16irigh, and nowadays its surface is covered with
grass and trees, which made it difficult to observe traces of the ténapkepped it. Only the eastern
segment bthe podium has been preserved (see Plan 3.6). On this side, there are two massive rectangular
towers built of rugged, cumbersome, walit stones attached to a solid wall built of the same material of

construction (Fig. 3.14). A glacis (no.14) reinforabd bottom of the northwest corner of Tower 1. This
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corner was adorned with a protome of a crouched lion made of smooth and carefipdlyed stones

(Fig. 3.15). The lowest course of the podium was laid on a plinth projecting from the edge.

Infrontofh e podi um eastwairmsethereefi snsainvd ofdrsreiter cont
9). The defensive wall is measured ca. 90 x 30m, built of rough medium size stones formed solid walls
varying between 1.25 and 2.8imck with deep foundations.hE topographical configuration of the area
determined to a large degree the distinctive layout and character of the towers; they were built with a
gradual unevenness in the elevation up to 2m between the southern and northern towers. Too, they are
built atregular intervals between each offset and mgegs. 316-3.23). Tower no.2 was integrated into

the southeast corner of the podium. The oldest tower (no.9) was restored after erecting the defensive wall

and the ramp. The new tower was builleglualsize hewn blocks and was supported by a retaining wall

(no.16) ranges between 3.6m and-Bigh (Fig. 3.24) (Dunand 1969a: 95; Chéhab 1975: 16).

Between the podium and Tower 9 is a long and wide ramp alongside the podium (no.11) (Fig. 3.25). In
the ealier stage, this passage was paved carefully, but it was sealed off later by stone fillings, and the

entrance was blocked off by a wide leaf door.

A few meters northwest of the podium in its lower part was a staircase (no.17) of large steps made up of
large limestone slabs leading from the slope to the city gate. The city gate-egaived with an intact

lintel. It seems that it was wooden since no stone abutments were found.

Intact jars have been found in one step of the staircase. Lamps were fidinedpaved path. Some bowls
and two large Greek kraters with red figures on a black background have been found in Tower 9 (Dunand
1969a: 94, 97).

The restored temple is quite large rectangular building measured 42mvésasix 21m (nortisouth)

(882 sqare meters). The main hall in the temple measured 15m {sauth) x 26m (eastest) and
contains two rows of square shafts; each contained five pillars. The temple opens to the west with a 7m
wide entrance in a sort of tadhambered gate. Both chambers aqual in size, measured 6m (nerth
south) x 4.5m (eastest) each. The western wall of the temple is attached to a chamber measured 3m
(eastwest) x 5m (nortksouth), with a 3vide entrance. In the eastern end of the temple is a large

projecting chambemeasured 5m (eastest) x 18m (norttsouth).

® Tower no.7 is not preserved.
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3.1.4.1.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

The whole complex was built on the northeast side of the acropolis outside the Early Bronze Age city
walls (Dunand 1939: 72). The entrance to the podium was thrastepped ramp (no.11) between Tower

9 and the tower of the podium (no.10) that was leading to the city gate (see Fig.3.25). To the west side of

the podium was opened an entrance the same width of the entrance of the restored temple with a space
betweerthem formed a 1.90wide passageway on either side of the entrance northward and southward.

To approach the temple, the worshipper-chantbbewed t 0 en
gate, 0 then to the main mdoltHe latgehchambegdn tha east.iAllidoors e nt r
are on the same axis, making way for the worshipers to see the entire inner part of the temple even from
outside. Regarding the towers of the defensive wall, the excavator has figured out that the towers had

ertrances from the curtain wall since no passage along it has been recognized (Dunand 1969a: 95).

3.1.4.1.3 Functional Interpretation

Seven meters in front of the staircase to the east was built Tower 10. It is probable that this tower
intended to monitor the northeside and the entrance to the city to protect it from the Egyptian invasion

during the sequence of wars between them and the Assyrians in first half of the seventh century B.C.E.
(see chronology) (Dunand 1969a: 93, 97). Generally speaking, the templaiilvas the honor of the

deity fABabal at Gebel , 0 as evidently shown by the
king has reconstructed and-Gembkbl fohed hehes ake mplf
Bybl oso (Du#dland 1954: 27

3.1.4.1.4 Chronology

This enormous complex as a whole was dated between the second third of the seventh century B.C.E. and
the second third of the fourth century B.C.E. The staircase (no.17) and the foundations of Tower no.9
were erected in the first half of tiseventh century B.C.E. The retaining wall (no.16) was built in the late
seventhkearly sixth century B.C.E. The monumental podium and the temple were erected at the same
time, approximately by the end of the six century B.C.E., i.e. contemporaneous wilhaemenid
occupation of the region. Indeed, the pottery vessels that found in the restored tower (no.9) and the ramp
have been dated to 350 B.C.E (Dunand 1969a: 99997

The defenshnhsetdofvhbset was establ i thicentdries BoaC.Et, hsea | at e
result of the weakness of the Persian Empire after the death of Xerxes Il in 424 B.C.E. and Egyptian
independence in 404 B.C.E. (Dunand 1969a98;7Castellvi et al. 2007: 66). The inscribed text on the
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stele of Yehawmilk king oByblos was scripted in the fiftbentury B.C.E. Moreover, the king on the
stele was depicted in the Persian costume (Montet 1928: 5, 10; Jidejian 199Ta: 96

3.1.4.15 Type

The temple was identified as an urban sanctuary (Wright 1985: 89). The podium is grihatiRersian
podium at Tali Takht at Pasargadae and recalls the podium of Eshmun Temple at Sidon (Dunand 1969a:
94-95; Chéhab 1975: 16).

3.1.5 Beirut

Beirut, lying about midway between Byblos in the north and Sidon in the south, is one of the most
prominentsites of the Phoenician Coast. The rescue excavations in the downtown of Beirut in the 1990s
have uncovered a whole district of the ancient Phoenician port. The buildings were remarkably preserved
and dated to the Iron lll/Persian. The Pergiariod housg are in the underground parking of the new
"souks" (new commercial center), and the city wall area is north of martyrs square. Beirut was a fishing
port and very active trade colony, facing the sea. The excavations are devoted to the urban planning and
architecture, and its history since construction in the late sixth century B.C.E. to its likely destruction by
an earthquake in the late fowhrly third century B.C.E. The Iron Age lll/Persian architectural remains
were excavated mainly in sectors A andHy. 3.26). The building remains of the sifthurth centuries

B.C.E. in Areas B and C were destroyed by the intensive activity of subsequent building processes. Areas
A and D (Bey 010) were divided into three terraces termed TI, Tll, and Tlll, eachiroeshseveral units.

Sector D contained twelve excavated units-Q12) in Terraces | and Il, and Area A had only four units

(U13-16) excavated in Terrace lll.

The graffiti unearthed in sectors Bey 010 and 039 might reflect that the Beirut in thdoaixith
centuries B.C.E. was inhabited by a multilingual community, including the Greeks, Phoenicians, and
Egyptians as indicated by the names (Elayi and Sayegh 2000: 174, 180, 258).

3.1.5.1 The Sttlement
3.1.5.1.1 Contextual Analysis

The excavated settlement composediv# streets (Street RV) integrated with a sewerage system run
beneath them andsulaewere built on their both sides. Street Rl is 1mg x 1.75mwide, run in the
north-south orientation, with no traces of canalizations underneath it. Street RII is gat@uestraight

road, run parallel to Street RI, and measured 4®&50 x 2mwide. Street RIll is parallel to Streets RII
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and RI. The excavated length of this street is 12.50, and it stretches until Area C. Street RIV run on the
eastwest axis and intersts with Streets RRIIIl at right angles. Street RV is parallel to Street RIV and
runs toward the port and intersects with Street RI.

Units 2, 3, and 4 were excavated east of Street RI. Unit 4 is also on the northern side of Street RV. In the
southeast caoer of Room 2.1 of Unit 2 is a rectangular bench made up of small uncut stones. The
southeast side of Room 3.2 of Unit 3 is stpawed. To the west of Street Rl were built Units 5 and 6.

Both units contained several rectangular rooms built mainly of sielaétone. Walls M620 and M623 in

the western end were constructed of cruelly dressed stones arranged in headers and stretchers (Plan 3.7).
Unit 7 contained three rooms (7.1, 7.2/3, and 7.4). Unit 8 had ample and rectangular rooms arranged
skillfully in parallel rows. The wall facing Street RIl (Walls M628 and M531) was built of irregular
fieldstone alternating with ashlar pilasters built of carefully dressed blocks put in headers and stretchers in
between. In Wall M580, the masons inserted larger stogt®geen the smaller fieldstone. Wall M425 that
stretches eastest on the southern side was built in the same manner of Wall M628/531 (Plan 3.8). Units

9 and 10 also had several vast chambers each. Seemingly, the general layout shows that Re@ms 9.4
and Room 10.510.7 formed a separate house, each separated by a wide array (10.8), and the eastern
rooms (Rooms 9.1, 9.2, 9.3, 10.1, 10.2, 10.3, and 10.4) formed another single building. Wall M436 was
built of well-cut ashlar blocks placed at uneven distaheta/een the fieldstone. The eastern half of Wall

M340 was constructed of headers without stretchers, and the western half was built of fieldstone and
well-quarried ashlar blocks positioned at different gaps. Wall M526 had also headers without stretchers
(Plan 3.9). Units 11 and 12 are the southern end structures, and it seems that they were a single large
warehouse viz a separate spacious unit rather than two as the excavators have proposed. Their common
southern wall (M250 and 254), which is delimited3tyeet RIV was uneven in thickness and constructed

of irregular small and medium size stones shifting with largees occasionally (Plan 3.10).

On the other side of Street RIV are the Sector A structures (i.e. Unitd®&)13he eastern side of the
southern wall of these units (Wall M258) was built chiefly of large stone slabs, and the western portion
(Wall W267) was built of smaller stones. Unit 14 contained four large parallel chambers. Unit 13 had five
rooms (Rooms 13:13.5). In the middle largest roo(Room 13.3) was built a small chamber bounded by
Walls M364 and M363. Unit 14 is a replica of Unit 13. Unit 15 is delimited on the north by Wall M476
that separates it from Unit 16 and contained five ample rooms (Plan 3.11). In Unit 16, there are several
large rooms built of small unhewn stones with some headers and stretchers blocks (Plan 3.12). All walls

of these units are equal in thickness (Elayi and Sayegh 200@:70§8

3.1.5.1.2 Topographical Location and Planimetric Analysis
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The settlement is an orthogonalvn contained three parallel streets run ngdhth (i.e. Streets RRIII)
intersected with two straight ones run easst (i.e. Streets RIV and V). Street IV is the southernmost
street and intersected with the StreetdIRat 90-degree angles. Stie¥ is meeting only with Street Rl

in the northern end of the excavated settlement and extends eastward.

Street Rl opened onto Units 2 and 3 via Room 3.1 and opened to Room 4.1 of Unit 4. Between Streets RI
and RIl are Units 82. Units 5 and 6 are the mleernmost buildings, and no doorways appeared in the

plan neither through Street RI nor Street RIl. Reasonably, there have been doors in the north unexcavated
area. In the same manner, the plan does not show doorways opened te12nitsither from StreeRl|

nor Street RIl or Street RIV as it is the southernmost street and delimited by Units 11 and 12. It is
possible that the excavators did not reach the bedrock. On the other hand, Street RIV reached to the
western end block through a door opened in RAdn2 of Unit 14. As opposed to the other buildings,

Unit 16 has apparent inner doorways.

3.1.5.1.3 Function Interpretation

In general, Sector Bey 010 was identified as a residential quarter. The excavators have recognized three
types of the buildings in the entiredor: houses (Units 6, 7, 9, 10, and 15), workshop (Unit 8), and
warehouses (Units 13 and 14). The baetyl found in the center of Unit 16 prompted the excavators to
conclude that in this locality was the district sanctuary of the residential quarteditioratb this sacred

stone, the excavations have revealed other elements supporting the religious nature of this unit: two stone
basins attached to a fragment of a canal and four terracotta protomes of bulls and other women figurines
with an outstretchedrm holding a weapon that was identified as Astarte. Moreover, the center of Unit 16

is an outdoor court which hints that it there was an eesanctuary where the ceremonies hold in it.
Room 16.8 served as a junkyard where the pottery vessels gaithemith Room 16.9 acted adawvissa

Room 16.4 seems to have functioned as a dining room, perhaps during the religious rituals (Elayi and
Sayegh 2000: 257, 26265, 269).

3.1.5.1.4 Chronology

The Persian settlement at Beirut was assigned to Stratum IX, whichateaistd the Iron Age Ill/Persian.
The Hellenistic and Roman building processes have brought considerable havoc to the city (Elayi and
Sayegh 2000: 116).

3.1.5.1.5 Type
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The settlement of Beirut is a pptanned city where its houses, workshops, and warehousssadiered

on either side of the intersected streets. Among the Pgrsiéod settlements that were organized upon

the orthogonal urban plan, it seems that Shikmona is the most similar site to Beirut regarding the form of
the units (see Shikmona). The nmadk of construction which are the "pamdrubble” and "headerand

stretcher"”, however, were commonly used during this period in the Levant (see above).

3.1.6 Sidon (ih Arabic Saidah)

Sidon is a coastal city located some 43 km south of Beirut. It is endbysedtural boundaries from all

sides: the Mediterranean Sea on the west; the promontory of Nghtbebn the north; the Litany River

on the south; and the mountains of Lebanon represented its eastern border. In the Persian period, Sidon
was an open cityin the sense that it had a very powerful presence in trade; besides the Sidonian
merchants have traveled widely around the old globe. Sidon was mentioned in the historical Greek
sources since the fifth and fourth centuries B.C.E. During the reign ofdbei& King Abd'astart I, also

known as Straton (365 and 359 B.C.E.), an Athenian decree contains tax privileges was given to the
Sidonian seafarers in exchange for protection the Athenian salesmen coming to Sidon (Elayi 2008: 116
117).

In 1901, Macridy By conducted the first excavation (Macridy 1904: 7). Between 1914 and 1920, G.
Contenau directed soundings on behalf of the Louvre Museum (Contenau 1924: 7). M. Dunand followed
him in the following two years (Dunand 1926: 1, 4), who handled the firstnsgtite excavations
between 1963 and 1979 (Dunand 1969b-106).

The temple has been desi gmBaotyedd bleyx asusme od c ht chlea rcso na
of the statuettes of lads unearthed inside and near the temple (cf. Stucky 2001: 2483, M.1Bunand
traced in a comprehensive paper the outlines of the history of the sanctuary (Dunand 1973). Regrettably,

the findings discovered in his excavations are mostly unpublished (Elayi 2008: 98).

3.1.6.1 Temple of EBmun
3.1.6.1.1 Contextual Analysis

The sanctuary aa contained complexes of structures dated to théBabglonian, Persian, Roman, and
Byzantine periods. Temple of Eshmun was the most prominent structure in this complex. Only a few
structures related to the temple were preserved, and the temple itselbisger exists (Plan 3.13). The

earlier archaeologists have attempted to reimagine and reconstruct the form of the temple. The sacred area

of the temple consists of an esplanade and a grand open court limited by a huge limestone terrace wall
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supports th monumental podium (nos.ll and Ithamely the second podiurthat was facing north. The

south side of it is leaning against the side of the valley, and the east and west sides remained as they have
been originally built (Dunand 1966: 103). The podiuangs 22rrhigh, runs 50m into the hillside,
occupied an area of 60m (eastst) x 40m (nortisouth), and was topped by a Grdeersian style

temple (Figs. 3.28.29). Apparently, the architects sought to make their temple an esteemed edifice
emulating the mnumental temples in Greece erected on the Acropolis and the majestic palaces in Iran.
The podium was constructed of large solid limestone blocks measurmh@m 1mthick x 1nthigh

(Fig. 3.30) (Dunand 1973: 1112). The constructors have added 125 squaters to the western half of

the northern side of the podium (see Plan 3.13). The enlargement process can be easily explained as the
succeeding classical temple was erected over there (see below) (Plan 3.14) (Dunand 1973: 16; Stucky
1991: 473; Stucky anillathys 2000: 125, 129, 136).

The first podium (no. ) (i . e. -abgheth walls r@sembies thep o di ur
pyramids, constructed of wetut stones, and associated with a rampart on the eastern side built of
guarried stones as well (Fig8.31). The erecting of the first podium was not performed and collapsed very

quickly except the northwest corner to be replaced by the second podium mentioned above (Dunand
1973: 11).

The sanctuary is characterized by a series of ablution ceremony fekibg canals channeling water

from the Awali River and the sacred "YdII" spring [Yidlal]. Dunand has followed the canal providing
6Ain Yidlal with water and found that it brought
from the sanctuary (Dund 1970: 61; 1973: 12; 1983: 515). When water reaches the plain, it flows into
these rituals basins, each connected by a small canal (Stucky and Mathys 2000: 129). After the
construction of the podium and maybe even after the construction of the teralbjenifd.85rdeep x

0.50mwide pipeline that carried water for worship ceremonies was established (no.IV). This canal also
served as thdavissaof the temple. On the north side of the podium was built a complex of three
integrated buildings (no.VI:-a). The building on the eastern end of this complex (no.Vla) is a large
pentagonal structure built of tremendous roughly hewn stones (Fig. 3.32). A water canal was dug along its
eastern wall and pours water into a basin (no.VI) south of it (Fig. 3.33). Oafdhe stones of a wall

inside the pentagonal structure, the author has noticedrabdsi ef scul pture of a hor
3.34). The entrance leading to this structure from the east is eaidgwith only one preserved course

of stones on thaorth and two courses high on the south side where a large pedestal topped it (Fig. 3.35).

To the west of the pentagonal structure is the basin area of the empty throne of Astarte (no.VIb). The
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throne is an armchair with backrest standing on a rectangrdaite monolith fitted into a niche in the

center of the south wall of the pond and guarded by two sphinxes of winged lions (Figs.T$186)

throne was associated with a votive inscription devoted to her. In the southern wall of the basin i.e. above
thethrone there is a sculpted hunting scene representing a jumping gazelle chased by a horseman and on
the next stone, there is another scene of kids having fun (Fig. 3.37). Bleachers built of mud were
incorporated into the western wall of the basin of therte of Astarte (no.VIl) (Fig. 3.38). The bleachers

were intended to give the worshippers of Eshmun and Astarte unimpeded spectacle northward. At the
bottom of the bleachers was built an altar (no. Xl) (see Fig. 3.38). The last building in the complex
(no.Vic) perhaps was a basin (see Fig. 3.38). Further to the west, there is another square basin with a
circular fountain at its center (no.IX). A new basin replaced the old one. It was partitioned into smaller

basins with terraced bathtubs (no.Xll).

Near thenortheast side of the podium at its bottom, Dunand has found a large sculptured scene widely
known as the "Tribune of Eshmun" (no.V). It was choreographic scene shows Greek deities, nymphs,
musicians, and dancers. It stands on a rectangular limestorstgbedeasured 1ihigh x 2.15mWlong x

2mwide and leans on the first three courses of the wall of the podRigs. 3.39-3.40) (SalaméSarkis

1987; Stucky 1984; Will 1995: 199l its three visible sides are covered by two rows of marble plates
bonded toeach other and the pedestal by staples. Above this pedestal is as deep and wide seat with
backrest and armrests, facing the wall at a distant of 1m. The excavator cited that this seat was neither a
throne nor an altar; it comes rather as a pulpit. Thegialwas accessed by a side stairway composed of

two or three steps, and the pulpit by a giant stride (Dunand 19722)18&he other installations appeared

in the plan are additions from the Hellenistic, Roman and Byzantine Periods.

In the fourth centun.C.E., specifically after the Sidonian revolution, the Sidonians constructed a new
temple on the podium next to the Temple of Eshmun made entirely of Greek marble. The looting of rows
of the upper blocks of the podium throughout the centuries destribyepa of finding the trace of walls

of this temple, and thus, the reconstruction can only start from some photographed or drawn architectural
elements that can provide us a relatively large degree of uncertainty. The new temple was built in the
Attico-lonic style as it had two columned porticoes both at the front and the rear, namely the short sides

with four columns in each portea t ype al so known as fAamphiprostyl

® Only one sphinx could be seend the other perhaps has been removed. The preserved sphinx is looking west
toward the entrance from the pentagonal strugiereaps.

"It was transportetb the National Museum of Beirut
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capitals are decorated by anthemia composed of lotus Boalrnating with acanthus palmettes (Fig.
3.41). At each corner ofthethreeor ner ed upper part of the front of

set a bearded Sphinx wearing a flat hat (see Figs. 3.29, 3.42).

The temple was i-Gtehk®Di ftieenp| @85 @Ber gisamexternal app
style, whereas the temple from inside is oriental (Plan 3.15) (Dunand 1983: 515). The roof of the pronaos

is decorated with Egyptian cornice, and the architrave is carried by two Syp@mrolumns placed on

smooth torus bases. In the rectangular cella, there are two rows of columns with four columns in each row

set on Assyriaitype bases decorated with motif reliefs supported the ceiling that made of the cedar wood

of Lebanon. Four protomes blills carved from limestone are emerging from each capital (Fig. 3.43).
Similar protomes of bulls are integrated into the walls of the cella as high reliefs (Fig. 3.44); two
protomes in each wall arranged on the columns axis (Stucky 1991: 470; 1993835; 263; 1998: 4;

2001: 249; Stucky and Mathys 2000: 135). The columns of the temple were of basalt and white marble
with leaf motifs (Figs. 3.48.46) (Dunand 1926: 4; PI. V; Stucky 1991: 461)).

Immediately west of the podium, there is a cubic blogit of large grooved stones and faced north. On

its top was placed four protomes of bulls as decorative and supporting elements. It was placed
immediately below the ceiling carried by a pillar, which, most probably, was leaning against the neck of

the buls (Figs. 3.473.48) (Dunand 1967: 44; Stucky 1991: 470). Dunand believed that these protomes

depicted the god Hadathe supreme deity of Phoenician and Syrians (Dunand 1973: 14).

Macridy missions have yielded marble statuettes of children and Phoeims@iptions dedicated to
Eshmun (Macridy 1904: 7). The soundings carried out by G. Contenau revealed black Greek vessels,
several inscriptions dated to the reign of Bodashtart i.e. the fifth century B.C.E., and a portion of white
marble votive stele (Urus) found sunken slightly beneath the courtyard. It was depicting the sun in the
center with two winged serpents have rounded feathers (Fig. 3.49) (Contenau 1924: 7, 19). When the
Lebanese civil war broke out in 1975, the findings which include some 28@@ents of sculptures

made of stone and bronze, architectural elements, Phoenician and Greek inscriptions and coins, however,
were listed by Mireille Dunand (Stucky and Mathys 2000: 127).

The masculine statuettes can be divided into three groups theat redich characteristic elements of a
certain age. The first group composed of little boys who have not yet reached one year of age and they are
sitting or squatting on the floor and playing with a toy or one of their preferred animals (birds, turtles, or
puppies) (Plate 3.7). They measure between 0.30m and-bigbmirhe second group is derived from the

first one viz they represented standing children often leaning against a pillar, either naked or wearing a
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Himation. The third group is depicting commit naked adults that could be athletes (Dunand 1926: 4;
Stucky 1991: 476).

All these statuettes have been found infétvessa(Fig. 3.50) (Dunand 1970: 632; Stucky 1991: 476). It

seems that these figurines were broken deliberately, and then the aisdibeg¢w them in théavissa

after being dedicated to Eshmun and Astarte, and then they threw down into the sacred canal that was
reserved as favissa(Macridy 1902; 1903; Dunand 1970: 62; Jidejian 1971b: 60). Other scholars think

that they were crusheafter the city was destroyed by the army of Artaxerxes Il (Stucky and Mathys

2000: 130). Interestingly, the dedicators have incised their names and ancestors, and then ending with the
constant formul a: Abl ess hi mosthe marlfiestatoettecottiie sdniofmo . @]
the king Badalchill em, who ruled in the | ast g u
associated inscription (Dunand 1970:-83; Teixidor 1986: 210; Stucky 1993a: 84; Stucky and Mathys

2000: 130; Stuckg001: 248). The fragments of about 100 statuettes of children indicated to the character

of the healing and savior god (Stucky 1991:. 476). Twelve terracotta flasks and small terracotta
tambourine were also found (Dunand 1970: 62). Eight ostraca contapnpemames have been

collected from the bottom of the walls of the podium, especially the west wall (Vanel 1988; 45

Dunand 1969b: 16107).

The other important figurines are the fragments of heads that represented portraits of the satraps as
indicatedby their pure oriental characteristics (Plate 3.8) and a head of Hekédlgart (Plate 3.9)

(Stucky 1991: 472, 474). Around the area basin of the throne of Astarte were found thousands of beads
attributed to the period that followed the destructionhef temple (Dunand 1983: 516). In front of the
throne, many sculpted fragments were collected (Saidah 1967: 163).

3.1.6.1.2 Topographical Location arflanimetric Analysis

Temple of Eshmun is located in Bostan -&$teikh, some 4 km northeast of Sidon, on an esplanade
overlooking the left bank of Nahr-Awali (Al-Awali River) northward. When the present author visited

the sanctuary area in March 2016, it was challenging to observe some installations mentioned in the
excavation reports, especially the canals becausgragses and some trees. Furthermore, it is
inconceivable to distinguish the layout and the general appearance of the sacred buildings erected on the
podium of Bodashtart since it was destroyed during the Sidonian revolt to be replaced by the lonic
temple.Perhaps the two sacred buildings occupied together the surface of the vast podium, which surely
could accommodate two monumdniaildings (Stucky 1991: 473)n the early twentieth century, the

fundamental features of the sanctuary were changed bedahseradical widening of the road along the
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west side of the podium (Stucky and kgt 2000: 129, 1454t any rate, dozens of notches in the rock
exceeding from the southwest corner of the podium perhaps served as steps leading to the podium in this
spot Dunand has proposed that they were approachi ng
obliquely oriented on the west side (see Plan 3.14) (Dunand 1973: 14). Nowadays, what remained from

the temple essentially comprises an enclosure measuresvilénx 37mlong, hanging on the hillside in

the southnorth and facing the river course (Contenau 1924: 10; Dunand 1973: 14).

3.1.6.1.3 Functional Interpretation

This temple is a cultic place dedicated to Eshntba Phoenician god of healing and protection. In the
Phoenician mythology, healing shrines supposed to heal children or strengthen their fertility by ritual
ablutions under divine protection (Lipinski 19&ucky 1993a: 29, 56; Xella 1993). The statuettes of the
children accompanied with Phoenician inscriptions confirmed that argument (Stucky 1991: 473; Stucky
and Mathys 2000: 126). All inscriptions whether inscribed on the podium or those found elsewhere,
however, were devoted by Bodashtart to Eshmun and one of them dedicated to Astarte (Chéhab 1975: 17;
1983: 171; Xella and Zamora 2004: 2745). In all religions, especially in healer shrines, basins attended

to purify the visitors and clerics alike befoentering holy of holies and also served in the therapy rituals
(Stucky and Mathys 2000: 129). In the sixth and fifth centuries B.C.E. Eshmun had not yet specific
iconography and, as a young savior and protector god, the sculptors have adopted ingjeize tife
Melqgart, which would explain his statues instead of Eshmun. Indeed, the dedicatory inscriptions incised
on Melgart's statues excavated in theissaof the temple of Amrit that were dedicated to Eshmun have

demonstrated that the two deities skedvsimilar connotations (Stucky 1991: 474).

3.1.6.1.4 Chronology

The analysis conducted on the oldest votive offerings fixes the date of construction of the first podium to
the first half of the sixth century B.C.E. i.e. under the Babylonian dominion. Shortly it was collapsed, and
the construction processes did no acplish. Between 1901 and 1902, Macridy Bey recognized on one

of the lowest courses of the blocks of the second podium inscriptions dated to the third quarter of the sixth
century B.C.E. (53%00 B.C.E.). The inscription mentioned the name of the foutderSidonian king
Bodashtart (Contenau 1924:-18; Fig. 12; Dunand 1966: 103). Several Phoenician inscriptions that
found in the area of the sanctuary and an inscription incised on the sarcophagus of Sidonian king
Eshmundazar |1 d e c loraginadlysconstrucéet by thim end hige mothér Amoashtart in

the last quarter of the sixth century B.C.E. and perhaps at the very beginning of the fifth century B.C.E.
(Dunand 1967: 41; 1973: 4112; 1983: 515; Teixidor 1986: 88; Bordreuil and Gubel 199R®; &tucky
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1991: 468; Stucky and Mathys 2000: 128; Bordreuil 2002: 108 Xella and Zamora 2004: 274; Elayi
2008: 103). The inscription on his sarcophagus st
Yidl al sour ce i n tndh ROlligri®a4.n1d, 2250 Fhe ostrdea published by Vanel

were attributed to the date of construction. The fonts indicated to the period extended from the beginning

of the fifth to the end of the fourth century B.C.E. (Vanel 19679495 Head of HeraklebSlelgart was

dated to the end of the sixth and beginning of the fifth centuries B.C.E. (Stucky 1991: 474; Stucky 1993a:

17, 68; Stucky 1998: 4; Stucky and Mathys 2000: 130). Based on the stratigraphic context wherein the
statutes of children were foundetifiorms of the letters of the associated dedicatory inscriptions, and the
stylistic elements such as the performance of the head and body, they can be placed between the fifth and
fourth centuries B.C.E. ( Dunand db@ &sSigned 6olthe fith The p
century B.C.E. as well (Dunand 1973: 16).

Based on the lonic features, Stucky has concluded that perhaps the lonic temple displaced the oriental
type temple after the Sidonian uprising that broke out in 362 B.C.E. during timeafelgtaxerxes |l

(404359 B. C. E.) under the | eader s358 B.C.H) {StucRy 1®%ni an K
473). Dunand has attributed these radical changes to the period followed the revolt that broke out in the
reign of Artaxerxes lll ca. 34342 B.C.E., and thus, he attributedthecsa | | ed A Tri bune of
AForum of Eshmund to t he e n-tburth denturyrBeC.Efati tietlatest ase nt ur
Sidon was destroyed by the armies of Artaxerxes Il after that rebellion. Inelegdds depicted in the

scene are common types of the second half of the fifth and first half of the fourth centuries B.C.E.
(Dunand 1973: 1:89; 1983: 515). Throne of Astarte was dated to the Late Persian and Early Hellenistic
Period. The sculptures fodrin front of the throne dated between the fifth and second centuries B.C.E.
(Saidah 1967: 163).

3.1.6.1.5 Type

It seems that the original podium had pyramidal corners predate the construction of the temple itself. The
excavator thinks that it imitates the-salledfi Zi ggur at 6 and aBabylonidnpdriedd i t t
(605539 B.C.E.) and the monumental podiums erected in Iran since the Achaemenid Dynasty ascend the
Persian throne (see Chapter 4). The sanctuary features a wealth of mixture architectural ratidedeco

styles and influences including Greek and oriental ones; that prompted Dunand to designate the sanctuary
as hHPBreéeld sanctuary (Dunand 1973: 14) . The pr.
(Dunand 1926: 5; 1967: 41). At any rate, in Iraminiy the fifth century B.C.E. the protomes of bulls are

often a couple of bulls instead of two pairs as appeared in the Eshmun Temple (see Chapter 4)

(Pierfrancesco Callieri: Personal Communication).

182



The basalt column bases (Fig. 3.51) and floral decorat@mbossing the columns (Fig. 3.52) are of
Greek styles observed in the columns and the door lintel of the north porch of the Erechtheion erected on
the north side of the Acropolis of Athens, Greece around 420 B.C.E, and in the classical temple dedicated

to the goddess Hera in Argos, Greece that was built around 410 B.C.E.

The sphinxes adorned the pediment were a hybrid sculpture art between the funeral sculptures of Greece
and the architectural basliefs of Persepolis. Similar themes were found in Adiaor, specifically in
Labraunda west of Ortakdy, Mugla Province of Turkey, in the mountains near the coast of Caria (Stucky
1991: 476472; Stucky and Mathys 2000: 135). The marble column bases were considered as an
Achaemenietype, but they are very diffent from the Achaemenid column bases excavated at the
palaces of Persepolis, Susa, and Pasargadae. There are similar decorative elements of the cubic decorated
with protomes of bulls in Xanthos, the site of pres#ay Kinik, Antalya Province in Turkey {&hler

1950: 7, tav.1).

3.1.7 Tell el-Burak

Tell elBurak is located on the southern coast of Lebanon, between Sidon and Sarafand. The
archeological site is a large marade mound stand about 19m above sea level and measures 150 x 120m
at its base. The site wasirveyed in the early 1960s and the early 1970s under |. Kaoukabani. In 1997,
surveys were undertaken jointly by the American University of Beirut and the German Archaeological
Institute. The first systematic excavation took place in 2001 by the twoutastimentioned above in
partnership with the University of Tubingen (Finkbeiner and Sader 2001t 7173 The excavations have
uncovered complete ground plans of Phoenician domestic buildings (discussed in detail below) as well as
an Iron Age fortificatiorwall. Areas Il and IV have revealed adgrwide fortification wall at the foot of

a steptrench on the south slope of the tell built of fieldstones with-drelésed ashlar blocks at regular
intervals (pierandrubble). The stratigraphy of the fortificati wall can be subdivided into four phases:

(1) phase of construction; (2) phase of use; (3) phase of collapse; and (4) phase of reuse. These stages
covered the period from the end of the eighth to the middle of the fourth centuries B.C.E. judging from
the ceramics. At the southern end of Trench Area IV has been exposedvad@rhadlypreserved wall

runs in front of and parallel to the fortification wall at a distance of 25m. The preliminary study of the
pottery suggested the fifth century B.C.E. as a fiatthis wall (Kamlah and Sader 2003: 1557; 2008:

20-21).

3.1.7.1 Building 1
3.1.7.1.1 Contextual Analysis
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The present author termed the building as "Building 1" to distinguish it from the other building. Itis well
preserved building contained three rectangular rodtasted to a large rectangular room measured 5 x
3m on the northeast corner (Plan 3.16). It was built of fieldstones alternating with large ashlar blocks at
the intersections of the walls and entrances. The rear of the building has been divided inteetsvoyha

cross wall forming two elongated and equal size rooms with a-pre] entrance in between. All inner
doorways of the building are accompanied with doorsills. The doorjamb of the entry opened in the middle
of the northwest wall of the front roo was constructed of large quadsessed ashlar blocks
(orthostates). The entrance on the opposite side iseatfe and stompaved with a parthpreserved
threshold (Kamlah and Sader 2003: 149).

3.1.7.1.2 Topographical Location and Planimetric Analysis

The buildng has been excavated in the western flank of the mound near the seashore (Area lll), in a very
fertile and horticulture plain. The mound is surrounded by springs of water and vast plantations and has
very steep slopes. Its location near the seashoreaisdi that it dominated the sea trade and a nearby
harbor (Sader 1997: 370; Finkbeiner and Sader 200:177% Except the northwest wall of the front
room, there was no fundamental modification occurred on the ground plan of the building during its two
occupation phases (i.e. Phases A and B). That wall was reconstructed thrice in a slightly different
orientation, and the entrance opened in its northwest wall was downsized as well. The building had three
entrances: two of which were opened in the northaedtnortheast walls of the front room, and the third

one was opened at the northern end of the western wall of the back rooms. From inside, all rooms are
connected with inner doors (see Plan 3.16). On the northeast corner of the annex are some tgejos leadi
outside (Kamlah and Sader 2003: 149).

3.1.7.1.3 Functional Interpretation

The layout of the building, besides the contents, indicated that this building served as a private domestic
dwelling (Kamlah and Sader 2003: 1535).

3.1.7.1.4 Chronology

This building gave evidee of a continuous occupational development. The construction stages may be
subdivided into two main phases. In the earlier phase (i.e. Phase A) the building is topped a thick layer of
the hard soil belongs to the Middle Bronze Age after being leveledearatted. The second occupation
phase (i.e. Phase B) is represented by a continuation of occupation and construction of a new house with

two separate rooms (see below). The building under discussion was crumbled in the third phase (i.e.
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Phase C) to be rigzed by fireplaces and dog burials. The evaluation of the ceramics shows a typological
range that assigned the Irdige occupation in Area lll from the end of the eighth to the middle of the
fourth centuries B.C.E. (Kamlah and Sader 2003: 149.165).

3.1.7.1.5 Type

The excavators have <cited that t hi s bandrludibnge ohas
technique distinguished since the Late Iron Age in the Phoenician architecture (Kamlah and Sader 2003:
149). The orthostates are a sort of decoratigte sipplied to the prosperous buildings, which would

indicate that this house was a deluxe dwelling settled by a rich family (see Citadel Il of Hazor for parallel

examples).

3172 The Mowondo Buil ding
3.1.7.2.1 Contextual Analysis

The tewrmoimdwd ui | byithe gresensautgor sineenit contained two separate rooms. The
rooms had different size and built in front of the southwest corner of the previous house. The southeast
room measured ca. 3.6 x 2.5m and paved with large slabs of limestone, while the westeris
measured ca. 4.5 x 2.7m (see Plan 3.16; Fig. 3.53). In the same manner of the Building 1, this building

was built of fieldstones alternating with hewn large ashlar blocks (Kamlah and Sader 2003: 149).

3.1.7.2.2 Topographical Location and PlanimetAoalysis

The "tworoom" building has the same geographical location of Building 1. A person can enter to each
room through a separate entrance from outside (see Plan 3.16). Both dwellings are separated by a narrow

lane.

3.1.7.2.3 Functional Interpretation

The housebld vessels excavated in the rooms of the building would refer to that the building was a

private residential dwelling.

3.1.7.2.4 Chronology

Two architectural phases could be recognized in this building. The first occupation phase (i.e. Phase B) is
contemporary withthe second phase of Building 1. The occupation of the building continued until the

next phase (i.e. Phase C) when Building 1 was destroyed (Kamlah and Sader 2003: 149).
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3.1.7.25 Type

The building is too simple and has neither extraordinary architectural featurdgstinctive decorative
elements. At any rate, the "twoom" building at Tell eBurak is comparable to House 3 at Tell Mardikh

regarding the ground plan.

3.1.8 Sarepta(Modern Sarafand

The ancient site of Sarepta is a small low mound rises 15 above the surrounding area and situated on the
coastal highway between Sidon and Tyre on the seashore of the Mediterranean Sea (Khalifeh 1997: 488).
In 1968, R. Saidah (1969: 1387) conducted thdirst exploration at the site, followed by the
excavations of J. Pritchard between 1969 and 1974 (Pritchard 1975; 1978). The architectural remains of
the Persian period have been unearthed in Soundings X and Y of Area Il (Fig. 3.54). The buildings and
fireplaces which were uncovered in Sounding X bear obvious signs of having had a special industrial
character located near the port. Sounding Y was a residential area located far southward. It contained
remains of badhdamaged rooms built of ashlar blocksaasated with lamps, bowls, storage jars and
beads dated between the sixth and fourth centuries B.C.E. (Anderson 1988: PIs:238:393 8).

Anyhow, the shrine under discussion has been unearthed in SoundingPa@ee&8B (Pritchard 1975:

1, 4, 13). Satum B of Sounding Y (6tBth century B.C.E.) represented a continuity from the earlier
period i.e. the Iron Age assigned to Stratum C (850/825 B&S&B.C.E.). It contains Rooms 50, 30, 49

and 31 with some installation including a basin inside Roopa%0usher north of Room 30, a pavement
between Walls 307 and 311S, bricks, and plastered and stone floors. Stratum A that has been attributed to
the fourth century B.C.E. It had fragments of incoherent walls constructed otwvedtones, stone,
plasteed, and cement pavements, and pits (Anderson 198828, 7423).

3.1.8.1 Shrine 2
3.1.8.1.1 Contextual Analysis

The shrine of Sarepta is en@om building; it has Room 71 that was oriented in the-wast direction

(Plan 3.17). The long walls (i.e. W478 and W471) measoeed.50m each. Wall 478 extended 1.10m
eastward beyond the building's limits. The east wall (i.e. W479) is ca. 3o08@nand the estimated

length of the western wall (i.e. W472) is ca. 3.2mg. All walls are 0.50rthick and almost they have

been raed to the ground except the southern wall, which is still preserved to a height of one course of
well-c u t sandstone -dBbnadst t etimherhée thehcehandiequ e, which all

was built of same materials of construction and sadlenique. The shrine was remodeled in the second
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phase: the fieldstone benches, the offering table or the altar and the sacred stone (baetyl) that were once
an integral part of the first shrine (Level 3) were dismantled in the second shrine (Level 3.95ig.

Plan 3.18). Too, the cement floor north of the offering table of Shrine 1 was removed by the stonemasons
of Shrine 2. The absence of a cement floor in the northwest corner was largely the result of the column
that placed in the western wall (Pritetdd 975: 1316, 2122; 1978: 139).

Table3.4: The excavated findings in Shrine 2 of Sarepta

Catalogueno. Plate no. Type Provenance Reference
Figurineof seated (Pritchard 1975
593 Pl.3.1(a Room 71 _
pregnant woma Fig.46: 1)

Figurine of nude
594 PI.3.13b woman holding Room 71
her breasts

(Pritchard 1975
Fig.46: 3

(Pritchard 1988:

595 Not ill. Carnelian bead Room 71 _
Fig. 20: 56)
) _ (Pritchard 1988:
596 Not ill. Ivory pin Room 71 _
Fig. 30: 2)

Fragment of _
(Pritchard 1988:

597 Not ill. spindle with Room 71 _
Fig. 30: 9)
grooves
) (Pritchard 1988:
598 Not ill. Ivory spoon Room 71 .
Fig. 30: 16)
] Earring or ring (Pritchard 1988:
599 Not ill. _ Room 71 _
madeof silver Fig. 34: 1)
(Pritchard 1988:
600 Not ill. Lamps Room 71 Figs. 57: 15 18;
72:70
) (Koehl 1985: Figs.
601 Not ill. East Greek cup Room 71
12, 23: 251)

3.1.8.1.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis
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The shrine was built in the industrial area that contained long streets separated thersooththeast,

and north. Several contemporaneous workshops associated with large kilns have been excavated near the
shrine. Regrettably, we have no clear ground plans of these workshops as they are in ruins. The
radiocarbon analysis conducted on the pottettyieved from the kilns refers to the Persian period
(Anderson 1987: 447; Figs. 78, 14). It has become evident that the excavated area was used for pottery
production, extracting colorant and olive oil production. The shrine was overlooking the hather

edge of the mound, northwest of Sounding X in Area Il in SquarestAMBg. 3.56). The location of the
entrance was modified twice during the occupation. In the earlier phase, the original doorway was in the
eastern end of the southern wall witlwalth of ca. 1m (see Plan 3.17), as indicated by a O\8kla

stone step in front of it. During a heavy rain, the water used to flow inside the shrine as the level of the
southern street is higher than the floor level of the shrine. Therefore, thedpsbwards changing the
location of the doorway should have been made. It seems that the new entrance opened in the northern
end of the eastern wall as indicated by an extension of the cement floor. Moreover, to discharge the
wastewater efficiently, theesponsible for the sanctuary dug canals beneath the floor continued to outside
(Pritchard 1975: 15).

3.1.8.1.3 Furctional Interpretation

The layout of the building and the female figurines excavated in it clearly indicated to the religious nature

of the building. Tle excavator thinks that the building was too small to serve all inhabitants. In other
words, it cannot be the principal cultic place of the city. Alternatively, perhaps it was part of a larger
temple or a palace on the northern side, which has been pac#yated (Pritchard 1975: -13, 38).
Further mor e, an inscription found wi t-As Int arhted ;s htrh
goddess of love, fertility and sometimes the goddess of war in the Phoenician mythology (Pritchard 1978:

139. 147148).

3.1.8.1.4 Chronology

Shrine 1 (Level 3) was built on a 1.1@ep accumulation of broken pottery, pebbles, and sand. The
objects that found in Shrine 1 were dated to the eigbtienth centuries B.C.E. or even the early sixth
century B.C.E. Shrine 2 (Level 2yas unearthed at a depth of 0.40m of the ruins of Shrine 1. The
figurines found inside it has been attributed to the-fifilwth centuries B.C.E. (catalogue nos. &538l).

The excavator mentioned that torrential rains in 1972 caused falling off thebadktbf II-A-4 with its
associated finds and votive objects from Level 3 to Level 2 (Pritchard 1975:-24; 2078: 133, 147).
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3.1.8.1.5 Type

Shrine 2 of Sarepta perhaps is the purestotomxampl
sanctuary in the Leant. Interestingly, this shrine is the only sanctuary in the Levant that documented

using the "headesindstretcher" technique for erecting the walls.

3.1.9 Kharayeb (in English the ruins)

Kharayeb is located south of Sidon. The discovery of numerous terréigatiaes from the saalled
favissaled to the first excavations in 1946. In addition to the discoveries datlgsa the excavations

have also documented a Persniod chapel to the east (Chéhab 182} The field works at the site

had been suspdad for over two decades, until 1969 when B. Kaoukabani resumed the investigations at
the site (Kaoukabani 1973: 41). It should be noticed that, despite the destruction wrought both by nature

and man to the sanctuary of Kharayeb, it is still possiblauttysts remains.

3.1.9.1 The Sanctuary
3.1.9.1.1 Contextual Analysis

The course remains of the building showed a rectangular building measured 16.70mdutbrihx 11m
(eastwest) and contained a central patio (Plan 3.19). The northeast wall was erected on the rocks while
the northwest wall igestingon a slightly thickearth layer. Both walls are built of limestone blocks
measured 0.60m x 0.30m x 0.20m. The outer face of the walls is coated with a thick layer of robust
plaster made of a mixture of lime and sand, which is visible vividly on the southwest wall. Seweks blo

in the center of the southwest wall are missing causing a wide breach dividing the wall into two sections.
The blocks stretched alongside the short and long walls from the inside, besides the partition walls would
indicate to casemate rooms formed Img touter and inner walls. The walls are destroyed, and the
foundations are partly razedttee ground. Only the northwest and southwest corners still intact while the
northeast and southeast corners have been dismantled but their traces still visiBI& {Fitjlonetheless,

some weHquarried intact stones of the walls have been assembled from the floor of the courtyard
(Chéhab 195b2: 12, 20; Kaoukabani 1973: 42; Oggiano 2012: 6). Thiavissais just a few meters

from the northwest corner of the samary (Fig. 3.58). Inside the sanctuary has been uncovered a door
lintel made of soft limestone measured 0.77 x 0.40m, and engraved with a solar disk and two winged
Uraeus (Fig. 3.59). Too, the sanctuary yielded an ellipsoid box made of uncooked claseth@&bm

long x 0.20mwide and the lid had become stuck. A fragment of curved terracotta decorateerafidfas

with moldings and ovals was also excavated. The sanctuary is surrounded bpavelthlfiorecourt from
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all sides measured 58 x 30m. The thiess of the stone slabs fluctuates from 0.20 to 0.30m. Although

their shapes are irregular, they are arranged in a regular manner. All slabs are placed directly on the

ground (Chéhab 19582: 812).

Table3.5: The excavated findings in the sanctuary tavissaof Kharayeb

Catalogue no. Plate no. Type Provenance Reference
_ Terracotta figurine of a _ (Chéhab 1955b2:
602 Not ill. Favissa
beardednan 21; PL. VIII: 1)
Terracotta figurine of a ]
_ (Chéhab 19552:
603 Not ill. beardedand seated man Forecourt
_ o 17; PL. VIII: 2)
wearing a cylindrical cap
_ Terracotta head of a bearde (Chéhab 19552:
604 Not ill. Forecourt
man 18; PI. VIII: 3)
Terracotta figurine of a i
_ , (Chéhab 195562:
605 Not ill. bearded man wearing a Forecourt
o 17; PL. VIII: 4)
cylindrical cap
Terracotta figurine of man ]
_ _ _ o _ (Chéhab 19552:
606 Not ill. wearing a Persian tunic withl  Favissa
21; PL. VIII: 5)
long sleeves
Terracotta figurine of male )
_ ) . _ (Chéhab 19552:
607 Not ill. wearing a very wide and lon¢  Favissa 23: PI. IX)
dress witthidden waist belt Y
_ Terracotta figurine ofieadless (Chéhab 195562:
608 Not ill. Forecourt
male 18; PI. X: 1)
_ Terracotta figurine of offering _ (Chéhab 195562:
609 Not ill. Favissa
bearer 24; Pl. X: 2)
Terracotta figurine of headles _ (Chéhab 1955b2:
610 Pl. 3.11 Favissa
eagle 24; Pl. X: 3)
Terracotta figurine of squatte _ (Chéhab 19552:
611 PI. 3.12 Favissa
Apis 23; PL. X: 4)
_ Terracotta head of harnesse _ (Chéhab 195562:
612 Not ill. Favissa
horse 22; Pl. X: 5)
613 Pl. 3.13 Terracotta figurine of male Favissa (Chéhab 19552:
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wearing a high tiara flanked b

feathers

22; PL. VII: 4)

Terracotta figuring of the

(Kaoukabani 1973

614 Not ill. goddesssof fertility bearing | Forecourt
_ PL. VII: 1-4)
their breasts
Terracotta figurines of the go (Kaoukabani 1973
615 Pl. 3.14 Forecourt
Bes Pl 1X: 1-3)
_ Terracotta figurines of (Kaoukabani 1973
616 Not ill. Forecourt
monkeys PI. X: 1-2)
_ Terracotta figurine of (Kaoukabani 1973
617 Not ill. ) Forecourt
potbellied dwarf PI. X: 3)
L (Kaoukabani 1973
618 Pl. 3.15 Terracotta figuringof a man Forecourt
wearing Atef crown Pls. X: 4; XIV: 3)
_ S (Kaoukabani 1973
619 Not ill. Terracotta figurinef a person| Forecourt
PI. XI: 1)
_ o (Kaoukalani 1973:
620 Not ill. Terracotta figurines of horse{ Forecourt
Pls. XII: 1-4)
_ Terracotta figurine of aaging (Kaoukabani 1973
621 Not ill. Forecourt
bull PL. XIlI: 2)
_ o (Kaoukabani 1973
622 Not ill. Terracotta figurines of cocks Forecourt
PL. XIlI: 3-4)
_ o (Kaoukabani 1973
623 Not ill. Terracotta figurinef female | Forecourt
Pl. XIV: 1)
_ o - (Kaoukabani 1973
624 Not ill. Terracotta figurine of deities| Forecourt
Pl. XIV: 4)
o (Kaoukabani 1973
_ Terracotta figurines of persor
625 Not ill. _ Forecourt Pls. PI. XI: 23;
bearing lotus flower
XV: 1)
_ o _ (Kaoukabani 1973
626 Not ill. Terracotta figurine of a warrig Forecourt
Pl. XV: 2-3)
_ Terracotta figurines of mean (Kaoukabani 1973
627 Not ill. ] _ , Forecourt
wearingEgyptianloincloth Pl. XVI: 1-2)
628 Not ill. Terracotta figurine of a Greel Forecourt | (Kaoukabani 1973
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soldier Pl. XVI: 4)
_ (Kaoukabani 1973
629 Not ill. Lamps Forecourt
Pl. XVII: 3)
_ (Kaoukabani 1973
630 Not ill. Bowls Forecourt
Pl. XVII: 4)

3.1.9.1.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

The sanctuary is located some 3km norththef Nahr elQasimiye near Jurat -&lhawatim (Oggiano

2012: 6). It dominates the route between Sidon and Tyre (Chéhab 1975: 18). The terrain of the region is
slightly hilly, cut by a series of valleys and controls almost 150m from the plain westward aotithe

of Nahr elQasimiye on the south. This region is unproductive, covered by chalky limestone soil, with a
few carob trees and maize crops. The sanctuary was erected near the northern slope of the site (Chéhab
195152: 7-8). Since the sanctuary is g destroyed, nothing could be said about the planimetric

analysis.

3.1.9.1.3 Functional Interpretation

The majority of the figurines came from the second stratum bore Egyptian and Greek influences, and
represented primarily the goddess of fertility and the gasl@&sociated with the theme of the birth. The
personage figurines were either wearing the pointed headgear of Osiris Atef or lotus flower, with the
subject of the birth associated with deities on the chest, which gives sufficient evidence that the building
was a shrine dedicated to a goddess of fertility which relates to-@srisycle. In the myth, Isis was the
benevolent mother who outlines, creates and nourishes all life, and she personifies the principle of
motherhood and source of life, whereas,ri@$s the god of the dead, and the life in his tale comes from
death. Accordingly, the sanctuary was interpreted as a cult place or rural shrine dedicated to a mother
goddess that would become syncretism-Asigarte. This goddess is assisted in its hadrkirth by the

jester god Bes. The sanctuary in the Hellenistic time seems to have been supplanted by an Eleusinian cult

wherein beginning rituals held every year for the cult of Demeter (Kaoukabani 1938).55

3.1.9.1.4 Chronology

Two archaeological strata could be recognized: the lowest stratum (i.e. the second stratum) has been dated

to the second half of the sixth and early fifth centuries B.C.E. judging from some figurines that are
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bearing Persian influences found in the foretsurrounding the sanctuary and infasissaas well. The
sanctuary was modified and enlarged during the reign of the Ptolemies in the second phase, as evidenced
by the enormous Hellenistic figurines found in the upper stratum (i.e. the first stratumsg figurines

have been dated to the late fourth and early first centuries B.C.E. (Chéhab21989; Kaoukabani

1973: 44, 48, 561, 58).

3.1.9.15 Type

The sanctuary of Khar-apemo i sermmlld owkrgauadtee dii oamle:
Yammim for parlel examples). The most similar temple to it is the shrine of Sarepta as both sanctuaries

had a single room without an annexti@asury of the temple solelyhe sanctuary has been identified as

a fAMammisi 0, i n the sense todlargertsupposes teraple svineeeltle ¢ h a |

ceremonies related to the mysteries of birth and the mgtidatess held in it (see above).

3.2 HINTERLAND OF NORTHERN LEVANT

Interestingly, in the inland region of northern Levant there only two main sites are Tellkianmt
Karkemish. Tell Khamis is one of the insignificant sites in the heartland of northern Levant. It is located
in Tishrin region of the Euphrates valley. Two principal occupational phases of the Persian period at the
site were recognized: Khamis VI aMll. The Persian levels in this site spanned from the sixth to the
fourth centuries B.C.E. Both phases yielded severely damaged complex of buildings, paved courtyards
and floors paved with sudried bricks. The walls were occasionally plastered. The tstes were
interpreted as dwellings judging from the pottery and other finds (Séiquer 1992121 @eter et al.

2003: 391). The next unimportant site is Tell Qarqur at the northern edge of the Ghab Basin in the
Orontes River Valley in western Syria. TRersian period level is characterized by reusing the Iron Age

Il gateway in Area A, and portions of a large building accompanied by pottery in Area E (Dornemann
2008a: 46; 2008b: 70; 2008c: 93).

3.2.1 Tell Mardikh (Ancient Ebla)

Tell Mardikh is located in IdlilGovernorate some 45 km south of Aleppo northern Syria, on the main

road leading to Damascus. The mound has an oval shape, measured 900 x 700m and elevates about 15m
above the surrounding area (Bermant and Weitzman 1979: 126; Marrassini 1980: 175). Beiring t
Persian period, Tell Mardikh was a flourished and developed village (Mazzoni 1984: 99; Matthiae 2010:
366). The enormous amount of loom weights (981 specimens), spindle whorls (62 samples), in addition to

the absence of the imported wares, howeverraticclear evidence that Tell Mardikh played an essential
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role in the textile industry and had a strong local economy associated with the growth of the agriculture
(Matthiae 1984: 347; 2010: 3&69). Mazzoni (1984: 890, 92, 98) believed that the estiedht
construction date of the houses surrounding the Residency is very close from the from the occupation date

of the Residency itself.

3.21.1 The Residency
3.2.1.1.1 Contextual Analysis

The Residency of Tell Mardikh is a monumental rectangular structure measured 32 x0R5sq|8re

meters), constructed mainly of polygonal stones cut from local quarries. The internal area of the building
was remodeled twice through two principal architectural phases. In the first stage, which was termed
Mardikh VIA 1, the building contained stonepaved open courtyard (L.2038) surrounded by different

size rooms arrayed neatly in a single row on all sides (Plan 3.20). A series of slow and complicated
changes over the years has occurred on the residency between the first and second plsases. The
corrections were conducted exclusively on the courtyard and the northeast side of the building. On the
other hand, the southern and western sectors remained unchanged except remodeling the main facade. In
all probability, these innovations had dramdticahanged the character of the Residency and its original
appearance and therefore, its function as an inevitable consequence. The alterations conducted in the
courtyard included erecting inner walls forming Rooms 2008, 2012, 2280, 2038 and 2017 ZP)an 3.
Similar radical changes had also performed on the vast space northwest of the building. It was divided
into two unequakize rooms (undesignated room and Room 2463) by a perpendicular wall extending
northeastsouthwest (see Plan 3.21). It seems thi twvall was dismantled in the third phase. In the
southwest corner of Room 2437 was built an enclosure with an oven or pit in a corner and two small pits
or ovens outside it (see Plan 3.21). It seems that these installations were dismantled in ttesadkeph
Mardikh VI3). As mentioned above, the inclination toward dividing the internal design must have been
aimed to increase the number of rooms, so as to respond more efficiently to the new requirements
associated with the purposes of new servicemsoosed for manufacturing, processing, preparation and
storing (Peyronel 2004: 216). Beyond any doubt, the fundamental alterations conducted on the building

over two centuries reflected the development of the urban structure (Mazzoni 199@6)90

Table3.6: The excavated findings in the Residency of Tell Mardikh

Catalogue no. Plate no. Type Provenance Reference
) A head of female (Matthiaeet al.

631 Not ill. o L.2057 _
figurine made of 1995: 515, Fig.
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clay

497:5)

Loom weights (23

(Peyronel 2004:

632 Not ill. _ L.2057 LXVII: 1072)
specimens)
(Peyronel 2004:
633 Not ill. Spindle whorl L.2057 427-428, Tav.
XXV: 173)
] _ (Peyronel 2004:
634 Not ill. Loom weights L.2020
Clll, LX, CVI)
] _ (Peyronel 2004:
635 Not ill. Loom weight L.2071
Tav. ClllI: 715)
] _ (Peyronel 2004:
636 Not ill. Spindle whorl L.2071
XVIII: 132)
) _ (Peyronel 2004:
637 Not ill. Loom weights L.2004
LVI, LXV)
) ) (Peyronel 2004:
638 Not ill. Spindle whorl L.2004
Tav. XIX: 141)
(Matthiaeet al.
) Spatula made of _
639 Not ill. L.1334 1995: 516, Fig.
bone
501)
_ (Peyronel 2004
) Spindle vihorl
640 Not ill. L.1334 414, Tawv. X1V,
LXXXVII: 103)
(Peyronel 2004:
641 Not ill. Loom weights L.2038 XLIX, LV, LVII,
LX, LXVII)
Fragment of (Peyronel 2004:
642 Not ill. decorated rod L.2038 XXVIII: 190)
] (Peyronel 2004:
643 Not ill. Spatula L.2038
XL: 239)
) o (Mazzoni 1984:
644 Not ill. Doublerim jar L.2456 )
102, Fig. B: 2)
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(Mazzoni 1984:

645 Not ill. Hole-mouth jar L.2456 _
102, Fig. B: 8)

(Peyronel 2004:

646 Not ill. Loom weight L.2430
LXIX, CX: 1169)

Square FcVI2iii (=] (Peyronel 2004:

647 Not ill. Spindle Whorl
L.2430 XXI: 150)
Square FaVI3iii
(=The _
] _ (Matthiaeet al.
648 Not ill. Iron awl undesignated roon _
_ 1995: Fig. 509)
in the northeast
side)
] _ Square FaVI1i (Matthiaeet al.
649 Not ill. Iron knife _
(=L.1370) 1995: Fig. 510)

3.2.1.1.2 Topographical Location arflanimetric Analysis

The Residency had an unhampered view on all sides; as it was erected on the highest point of the
northeastern part of the acropolis (Area(Hptthiae 1977: 51; 1995: 95) and was surrounded by private
houses from all sides. The main entrance opened to a street running alongside the village, flanked on both
sides by houses and led finally to the entry of the Residency at the eastern endwathtvest wall (Fig.

3.60) (Matthiae 1984: 347). The entrance was a long narrow corridor (L.2020) opens to Rooms 2071 and
2004 on both side and the courtyard as well (Figs.-3.62). The joint door between Corridor 2020 and
Room 2071 was sealed off (Fi8.63) (Mazzoni 1984: 993, 97). From Room 2004, a person can enter

the entire southwest rooms (Rooms 1372, 1370, 1334, and the undesignated room on the northwest
corner) (Fig. 3.64). The access to the courtyard from this part was through Rooms 13270abbés

2043 and 2064 opened to each other, and from Room 2064 the person can enter Room 2430. The latter
communicated with the court and Room 2456. On the northeast side, the courtyard reached to Room
2437, 1364, and the undesignated room. The secoradrgnce of the Residency was through Room
2437 as indicated by a door socket in its eastern wall from outside, which would mean that the door

opened to the outside into another private house or to a street in the unexcavated area (see Plan 3.20).

3.2.1.1.3 Functimal Interpretation
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The excavator has cited that this building repre
368). The huge number of loom weights excavated in most of the rooms helps us imagining the growth of
textile manufacturing (Peyronel@®% : 2 39) . Mazzoni believed that thi
as well as being a residency (Mazzoni 1984: 89). In the author's view, the private houses around the
building refute this baseless and arbitrary argument; as it is simply unacceéptatadet private dwellings

around a fortress designed essentially to protect the village and its dwellings. Moreover, the layout
exhibits no traces of watching or defensive towers. It is evident that this building intended to serve as a
productive place wére textile industry engaged in it apart from being a residency. The significant amount

of loom weights and spindle whorls indicate to this functionality explicitly. Indeed, the textile works were

manufactured at the level of the local economy.

3.2.1.1.4 Chronology

The Residency was constructed on the debris of the Royal Palace E belonging to the older city dated to
the Middle Bronze Age (1800600 B.C.E.). Three principal architectural phases for the Pegrsidod

building could be recognized: Mardikh VIA3 TheHellenistic and modern strata are mixed with the
Persian one (Peyronel 2004: 216). The final phase (i.e. Mardikh VIA 3) is represented by erecting several
private houses around the residency, and the devastation occurred in the whole town as indicated by t
organic and burnt materials, which would refer to a widespieattuctionfook place by the second half

of the fourth century B.C.E. (Mazzoni 1984:-980; Peyronel 2004: 216).

3.2.1.15 Type

The excavators believed t hat monbneentd buildingsioftlg@®en | ay oL
Assyrians since-<<ourfol sowsméeheMédopewner , the Dbuilc
features characterized the Persian architecture (Mazzoni 1984; 98atthiae 2010: 368). This building
represented anliee building in the site regarding layout, size, the amount of the material culture
excavated in the whole area, besides its central location on the acropolis.

3.2.1.2 House 1
3.2.1.2.1 Contextual Analysis

The evaluated rooms of this house are Rooms 2056, 2069, 2024 and 2080, besides texcpsetgd
rooms at least. Generally speaking, House 1 is apreflerved dwelling, constructed of wehiaped and
coherent walls that are equal in thickness formeiformly arranged rooms. The door between Room

2024 and the undesignated room south of it was built of orthostates (see Plan 3.21). A spindle whorl was
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found in Room 2056 (Peyronel 2004: 4423, Tavv. Xlll, LXXXVII: 97). Room 2080c contained Attic
black dazed cup made of cream clay and decorated with palms Mazzoni 1984: Fidp, FgaC: 13).

3.2.1.2.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

House 1 was erected to the southeast of the main street (L.2057). It was overlooking the southeast side of
theacropolis toward Area R. It seems that some radical changes were conducted on the interior design of
the house; the doorways between Rooms 2080 and 2024 and between the latter and Room 2049 of the
adjacent house were blocked off. In the plan, the maiamcerto the house was opened in the northwest

wall of Room 2056 through Street 2057, as indicated by a door socket inside the room (see Plan 3.21). It
seems that this entrance was sealed off later by a short external wall and then opened elsewhere; most

probably in the unexcavated section southward.

3.2.1.2.3 Functonal nterpretation

The spindle whorl unearthed in Room 2056 is a shred of evidence about practicing textiles, and

leatherwork in this house.

3.2.1.2.4 Chronology

The Attic black glazed bowl excavated in Room 2G80dry similar to the base of the bowl excavated in

Tel | Deir O6All a that was dated to the fifth centu
no. 150).
3.2.1.25 Type

The ground plan of House 1 indicates incontrovertibly to the residential nattteuse 1, which was

inhabited by a small family, as evidently shown by its small size.

3.2.1.3 House 2
3.2.1.3.1 Contextual Analysis

House 2 is a small dwelling built of thick and various size walls with narrow doors. It formed of two
rectangular rooms (loci.1328 and 1313) and a passageway or perhaps another room (loc.2025) (see Plan
3.21). The doorjamb between Rooms 1328 and 1313 wiisoborthostates. It is not clear if the stones

placed at the shared door between Room 1328 and Passage 2025 represented a threshold or blockage.

Like the other door, the doorjamb of this doorway was built from one side of orthostate. In the light of th
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absence of a sufficient data about the house, it is difficult to interpret with certainty the installation in it.
Regardless, the stone line in Passage 2025 running into the doorway perhaps was a canal of water. In
Room 1328 were a circular oven and &eotunknown rectangular installation adjacent it. The short
northern wall adjoining the southern wall of the Residency either was a bench or a new wall to support it.
A plate of female figurine bearing her breasts was found in Room 1328 (Matthiae €%l518, Fig.

495). In Room 1313 was unearthed a spindle whorl.

3.2.1.3.2 Topographical LocatioandPlanimetric Analysis

This house was abutting the Residency on the southwest side and supporting it as well. In the plan, the

person can enter the house through RgEs2825 from Street 2057.

3.2.1.3.3 Functional interpretation

The spindle whorl excavated in Room 1313 indicated that textile operations had been performed in the
house but on a limited scale incorporating only the residents, who also performed their religitais ritua

exemplified by worshipping the fertility of goddess, which its figurine was found in Room 1328.

3.2.1.3.4 Chronology

In general, the female figurines bearing their breasts often represented the fertility goddesses that their
figurines appeared abundantly in thevant between the middle of the sixth and fourth centuries B.C.E.

Similar figurines have been excavated in the sanctuaries of Kharayeb, Sarepta, and Makmish (see above).

3.2.1.3.5 Type

The house has no a specific type known elsewhere in the Levant. Perhapd it o ws -rtchcemofit hr e

type, which was very rare in this period.

3.2.1.4 House 3
3.2.1.4.1 Contextual Analysis

House 3 has only two rooms (Rooms 2063 and 2496). It was built of thick walls. Room 2063 had a
circular pit or most likely an oven and a bench along its southeds(see Plan 3.21). The excavations
have revealed a loom weight in Room 2063 and a spindle whorl in Room 2496 (Peyronel 2004: LXVII:
1095; XV: 113).
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3.2.1.4.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

The house overlooked Street 2057 and Lane 2025. S20&&t separated it from House 1. The main
entrance was opened in Room 2063. From inside there is no an entryway between Rooms 2063 and 2496.

Perhaps there was another entrance in the unexcavated area in Squares EIV9 or EIV10.
3.2.1.4.3 Functionalinterpretation

A large number of the loom weights (total 49 specimens) found inside this building (not illustrated)
furnish clear evidence that it had a vital role in the textile industry in the village and contributed to the
economic regeneration of Tell Mardikh in therdten period. Therefore, it could serve as a private or

public workshop or most likely a private house.
3.2.1.4.4 Chronology

As mentioned above, all houses including House 3 have been built in the third phase of thep®eosian
occupation at Tell Mardikh (Mardik¥1 3).

3.2.1.45 Type

Apparently, House 3 follows the "tamom" house. The "twooom" house at Tell dBurak has quite
identical scheme to House 3 at Tell Mardikh (see Telwghbk).

3.2.15 House 4
3.2.1.5.1 Contextual Analysis

House 4 is a large dwelling composed of Rooms 2P88@3, 2481, 2217, 2479, and 2411 (see Plan 3.21).
It was built of solid walls. Circular ovens or pits have been found in Rooms 2411 and 2463. A short

bench was also abutting the eastern wall of Room 2411.

Table3.7: The excavated findings in House 4 of Tell Mardikh

Catalogue no. Plate no. Type Provenance Reference
) _ (Peyronel 2004:
650 Not ill. Loom weights L.2481
LV, LXI)
) _ (Peyronel 2004:
651 Not ill. Loom weights L.2463
XLIX, LIX)
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(Peyronel 2004:
652 Not ill. Spindle whorl L.2463 421, Tav. XIX;
142)

(Peyronel 2004:

Tavv: ClII: 732,
653 Not ill. L.2480
Loom weights CVII: 913, CXI:

11781179)

(Mazzoni 1984:

654 Not ill. Doublerim jar L.2217 _
Fig. B: 3)

(Peyronel 2004:

655 Not ill. Loom weight L.2411
LXI, CVIII: 809)

3.2.1.5.2 Topographical Location arfdlanimetric Analysis

This house is abutting the southeast wall of the Residency. The principal entrance of the house should
have been in the lane or the street run to the southeast; most pribvabigh Room 2463. Several
modifications to the inner layout were conducted (see Plan 3.21): the door between Rooms 2481 and 2217
was blocked off by two large stones, and it seems that Rooms 2217 and 2094 originally reached to each
other, but their shadedoorway was sealed off by a short wall. Likewise, in an earlier architectural phase,
Rooms 2411 and 2217 most probably were a large single room in the initial layout, and then they had
become separated by a thin wall; since it was not erected on theas@&nef the projection on the

southwest wall of Room 2411.

3.2.1.5.3 Functional interpretation

It could be concluded that House 4 combined between productive functionality and residential purposes,
as evidently shown by the loom weights and spindle whorls excawvaitedNamely, it was a private and

productive house, where its residents worked in textile works for their livelihoods and sustenance.

3.2.1.5.4 Chronology

The available data either comes from the loom weights, spindle whorls and pottery does not help us figure
out the architectural phases conducted at the house. Whatsoever, this house as the other houses, was built

in the third architecturghase.
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3.2.1.55 Type

The rooms of this house are randomly arranged viz they seem not {papreed and therefore, they
formed an irregular design. Accordingly, the determination of the type of the building is out of the

guestion in the light of the present scheme.

3.2.1.6 House 5
3.2.1.6.1 Contexual Analysis

The house no.5 at Tel | Mardi kh had at | east four

Plan 3.21). Neither installations nor material culture have been found in it.
3.2.1.6.2 Topographical Location arflanimetric Analysis

House 5 wagrected at the southwest side of the Residency. The location of the main entrance is not clear

since the entire southern part is unexcavated.
3.2.1.6.3 Functional Interpretation

Due to the absence of installations and findings, we could not determine the fundsorooims, but its

domestic character of the building is evidently shown by the layout.
3.2.1.6.4 Chronology

It had the same chronological sequences of the rest of the houses surrounding the Residency of Tell

Mardikh i.e. it was built after the main correction be Residency have been conducted.
3.2.1.6.5 Type

Since House 5 has been partly excavated, no one can retrieve the original layout of the house. More
excavations are needed. At any rate, the design of this house follows the general pattern of the dwellings

excavatedat Tell Mardikh and elsewhere, which is the absence of a typical standard scheme.
3.2.2 Karkemish

Karkemish is a hinterland site located on the west bank of the Euphrates River, on the frontier between

Turkey and Syria. The site was excavated since the ninkteentury. Since 2011 until the present, the
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excavations were carried out by a joint Tuttalian team from the Universities of Bologna, Gaziantep,
and Istanbul under the direction of N. Marchetti on behalf of the University of Bologna, whose recently

exavations in 2015 have revealed a Pergianiod house.

3.221 The Building
3.2.2.1.1 Contextual Analysis

The building was partly excavated and disrupted by Roman and Islamic pits and channels. Nonetheless, it
maintained its general layout greatly. It is a large ywklhnal building, built of thin walls that do not

exceed 0.30rthick and erected partly on the southeast debris of an Assyrian palace (see chronology).
The building goes beyond the eastern and northern limits. The exposed sectors of the building
demonstrate, deast, eight differersize and neat rooms. The largest portions of Rooms 5670 and 5675
are in the unexcavated area (Plan 3.22). The preserved length of the building on Hseutbrtxis is

7.80m and on the easfest axis is exceeding 5m. All rooms egt®oom 5670 and 5675 are empty of
installations. Room 5670 contained a tannur near the northeast corner, and Room 5675 had a bench
abutting the western wall. In the area outside the building were excavated a few installations such as

tannurs. The findingm the building confined to stone vessels and kitchenware.
3.2.2.1.2 Topographical Location arflanimetric Analysis

The building was excavated in Area C, which is located almost at the center of the mound (Fig. 3.65). The

only clear entrance of the building is th@pened in the western wall of Room 5694 that opened to the
adjacent fAproductive areaodo where the tannurs were
east and Room 5689 on the north. The latter had a joint entryway with Room 5671, and framttiesre
undesignated room east of it and Room 5674. The eastern rooms (loci.5670 and 5675) perhaps had
separate entrances from the east unexcavated flank, which would mean that the building was partitioned

into two wings: west and east with a separate eintrgach wing. Room 5688 perhaps had a shared
entrance with Room 5675, but it was demolished.

3.2.2.1.3 Functional Interpretation

The layout, installations and material culture excavated in this house are clearly indicating that this

building was a private resideatidwelling, settled by a wealthy family.

3.2.2.1.4 Chronology
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This house replaced patrtially the ruins of the Assyrian palace that was destructed, most probably, in the
middle of the sixth century B.C.E. (Phase 9c). The Pegsaiod occupation in the house under
discussion was attributed to Phase 8b. The ceramic evidence shows that the house was sometimes
abandoned when most of the area has been used as an open space (Phase 8c). A few incoherent walls,
floors, and pits from the Hellenistic gffahase 7jeplacedhe building.

3.2.2.1.5 Type

The building does not belong to a specific layout knew in the Levant during the Persian rule as with most
of the private dwellings excavated in the region.
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CHAPTER 4

BUILDING TECHNIQUES DURING THE
PERSIAN PERIOD

The practice oérchitecture is used to accomplish both functional and emotional requirements, and thus, it

serves both technical and artistic ends. Despite the fact that these two aspects may be distinguished, they
cannot be departed. During the Persian rule, the irdmbitof the Levant did not repudiate the other
technical methods known since the old times, rather than they maintained to employ their ancestors'
techniques with or without changes. In other words, work has been adapted to the specific circumstances
of each site. This chapter describes the methods and art of designing of buildings, as distinguished from
the skills associated with construction:

4.1 Methods of Construction

It was not unusual to find typical Phoenician architectural elements in some buildipgsgic¢alar, those

erected on the coast. The Phoenician stonemasons who located the shoreline did so with foreknowledge
and experience. This fact may be linked to the fact that many of these coastal sites were actually under the
Sidonian and Tyrian hegemypthrough the Persian period. The funerary epitaph of Eshmun'azar, King of
Sidon, states that the Persian king awarded him Dor and Joppa (Jaffa), the mighty lands of grains in the
Sharon Plain (see above). As a matter of fact, the Phoenician techniquaeraadts did not originate
exclusively during the Persian rule, rather than the Phoenician architects knew and applied these
techniques since the Early Iron Age. These ways of construction were already known since the Middle
Bronze Age. The main constriait methods that had been implemented to the Levantine architecture in
the Persian period can be classified into three techniques: (LjatRi&ubble" technique; (2) "Headers
andStretchers" technique; (3) Zigzag or Herringbone walls.

The first techniguewhich is the "PieandRubble" technique,is characterized by the construction of
ashlars piers alternating with fieldstone between each pilaster. The squatters have used this building
technique mostly when erecting the domestic dwellings and storehdistably, it was one of the most
popular methods amongst the other ones and has been widely reported as well (see Jokneam for more
information). It seems that the Phoenician or, rather the Sidonian influence in the Persian period expanded

over a vast disince along the coast, from Ashkelon on the southern coastMnalon the north shore,
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and perhaps beyond. The choosing of this technique for erecting the deymstiwildings would refer
to that it was used for aesthetic concerns rather than thasdefepurposes. Certainly, the domestic
architecture is produced for the social unit: the individual and family and their dependents, human and

animal.

In various buildings, the "piesindrubble” technique has also been used in conjunction with the second
architectural method, namely the "heaenststretchers” fashion. The builders used the latter method for
construction the ribbed ashlar blocks that are placed between the rubbles (see Tell Abu Hawam for
examples). In certain buildings, the alternatingirses of headers and stretchers have constituted the

whole stone or block walls; in the sense of to dispense with the infrastructure of the fieldstone walls. This

kind of walls was encountered in Teltdla z ar and Tel Deir OAtltahkanandn Jor d
Ibrahim 19771 9 7 8 : Pl . XXX, 2 Yassine 1988: Pl . [
mudbrick in headers without using stretchers. In Area A Complex at Buseirah, only some limestone walls
were put in headers. In Building 1013 ofakinish, only stretchers have constituted the southern section

of the building.

It was in Phoenicia that those both techniques innovated for the first time, not in the Iron Age but even
earlier as all investigations conducted on the Canaanite/Phoenicsirhama shown. These studies have
substantiated that Phoenicia was the center from which those techniques spread through the whole
Levant, especially the coastal sites, both northern and southern shorelines. In the final phase of the Iron
Age and beginningf the Persian period, we have three sites documented the first usage of these methods
are Tell elBurak, Beirut, and Tel Dor. The excavators of TelBarak have claimed that on this site was

the first appearance of the "piendrubble" fashion. In fag as long as all three sites are

contemporaneous, we cannot stress whence those methods have spread.

Another defensivype wall is the "zigzag" or "herringbone" wall typa technique that ensures self
supported even without using the mortars betweersthnes. The only sites that had this technique were

the fortified storage facilities at Nahal Tut and 'En Hofez. Indeed, the people knew this method since the
Late Bronze Age, not the Iron Age, and therefore, Nahal Tut and 'En Hofez were not an ealception
among the IrorAge and PersiaPer i od si tes. During the authords
spanned for three months, he visited the complex of buildings at Byblos and observed this technique on

several buildings belonging to the Bronze Age.
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4.2 Architecture Typology

In the Persian period, the people knew and used several characteristics commonly seen in buildings and
urban places according to their correlation with various categories such as the geographical location, the
importance of the siteand its duty. Strictly speaking, the people created or renovated various
architectural types based on identified needs, as appropriate and subject to available resources. In addition
to the Phoenician styles, other local and foreign architectural typ@seithidy the Mesopotamian culture

have appeared in the Levant.

The casematbke wall consisted of two parallel solid walls; inner and external walls with several
transverse chambers formed by partition walls erected perpendicularly with the casematin whadls

tenth century B.C.E. such military architecture was established in some sites such as Megiddo (cf. Lamon
and Shipton 1939).

The "offsetinset" walls attached to a massive-ehambered or fouthambered or twahambered gate
complex, however, ia fortification system used since the Middle Bronze Age up to the Persian period. In
the Middle Bronze Age, both twchambered and foraghambered gates were discovered in Palestine. The

Tel Dangate is a fouchambered gate built of mudbrick excavatechin1980s by Avraham Biran (Biran

1984). This kind of gates has also been found at Hazor, Megiddo, Gezer, and Lachish. In the Persian
period, the best example of the "ssbambered" gate is that excavated at Tel Dor, which is a restored

version of the "fouicchambered” gate belonging to the Assyrian period.

The "offsetinset" walls in the Persian period surrounded the agricultural estate of Tel Mevorakh, the
residential quarter of Tel Megadim, the fortress of Ashdod, Houses N and FMih&| the defensive

barrier surrounding the Temple of Byblos, and settlement of Beirut.

The singleanddoubleleaf doorswhich contain a single otwo rigid wooden paneltdave beenused in
the monumental palaces at Ayyeleed3hahar and Hazor. They also employed as a sodrtifidation

gates at the citgate area at Tel Dor (Area B) and the Persian Complex at Byblos.

The monumental podiums in the Persian period are imitating the Ziggurat of tHeuNewian Dynasty

at Ur that was built during the Early Bronze Age. The Ziggwas established in the form of flat
rectangular platform, having the design of a terraced step pyramid of successively decreasing stories or
levels. In the Persian period, we have only two monumental temples topped Zldgusatuctures are

the tempé of Byblos and Eshmun Temple at Sidon. Obviously, these massive podiums recall the podium

at Talki Takht "throne hill" at the northeast end of Pasargadae, which probably dates to the reign of Cyrus
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the Great (55%30 B.C.E.) (Fig. 4.1) (Pierfrancesco {@ai: Personal Communication). The impressive
western wall of this podium made of carefully carved stones similar to the stones of the podium of
Eshmun Temple and the podium of the Persian Complex at Byblos. Too, they are analogous to the
terraces of Magj-i-Sulaiman now dated to the fourth century B.C.E. and situated in the Zagros
Mountains of southwest Iran (Dunand 1973: 11, 14; 1983: 515; Wright 1985: 97).

In Buseirah, the Areas A and C Complexes were built partially on stone platforms but are htu toua
podiums erected at Sidon and Byblos regarding the quality of materials of construction, the elegance, and
soaring high.

4.3 Materials of Construction

The mudbrick was the most commonly used for the Pepaind buildings because it is accessible,
durable, and efficient. The mudbrick walls were usually erected directly on bedrock and occasionally on
stone foundations. The mudbrick often used when erecting the monumental palaces and residences such
asthevillaof TeleSadi di yeh, t mad, thp palace ofeAyyeldt HaBahay, ¢éhie Palace of
Lachish, Fort A and Palace B of Tell Jemmeh, the sanctuary of Makmish, the fortress of Ashdod, and
Villa o Ashkelon (Phase 10). The less prominent buildings were built chiefly of sandstone (kurkar) and

boulders both hewn andindressed.

Using the lime plaster for coating the walls and floors was an element of lavishness in that period as it
was not widely used. It confined only to some palaces and temples such as the villa oSTalbes d i y e h,
Building 23 of Tell elJurn, the palace and temple of Buseirah, the palace of Ayyelehdtzar, Palace

and Temple of Lachish,&ra D Bui | di n g alet" oMmrd, ard the tenpke of Kaayeb.

The arid climate and high temperature at Jordan Valley utgedtonemasons using wooden roofs in the

two monumental buildings erected in Telt®a 6 i d i y e hJura.miderndtieely, Irather,|the wooden

roof would have been an aesthetic aspect in the mentality of the Levantines in that period. The roofs of
the massive palaces of Darius | at Susa and Persepolis, however, made up of wooden beams leaning
against the shared structure of the pair of bulls (sdew). Hence, perhaps the Levantine architects

desired to revive this method in their prestigious edifices

The "terre pisée" or in English "rammed earth" method of construction appeared in the Levant for the first
time in the Iron Age. It is a technique for building walls using natural raw materials. This technique is an

old-fashioned construction style thertsures the stability of the walls. Ramngadth walls are simple to
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construct, noncombustible, thermally massive, strong, and durable (Fleming et al. 1980). In the Persian

period, we have only one example of this technique which is the palace at Ayg&lbaHar.

4.4 Architectural Ornaments

There are only a few sites in the Levant revealed pure architectural ornaments inspired by the
monumental palaces in Fars itself. Usually, these ornaments are occasionally mixed with oriental and
Greek influences. In Sidonas appeared the Egyptian cornice on the architrave, besides the basalt and
marble AssyriarandSyriantype torus smooth column bases. In the Palace of Lachish, thensaolee

and torus column drums placed in front of the colonnaded porticoes are vidgay sinthe column bases
found in the fAResidenti al Pal aced of Cyrus || at

Sidon. The columned portico was also found in the Area A complex of Buseirah.

The Greece elements are represented by the tteanfgigade of the temples knew as pediments and the
flowerlike decoration on the drums under the lonic capitals. The sphinxes on the pediment are of an
Achaemenid prototype. Therefore, Temple of Eshmun combines the form of the most familiar temples in

Athens and the Achaemenid sculptures in Persepolis.

The protomes of bulls are pure Achaemenid types. Thechpltals have a Persian origin appeared for

the first time in the Palaces of Darius | at Persepolis and Susa established at the beginning of the fifth
century B.C. E. (Fi g. 4. 3) . I n the Palaces of Dari
bull sdéd capitals at the Temple of Eshmun. The c¢comm
the Palaces of Darius | at Susa and Petisepthat they were portrayed in crouched positions with
significant variations in details. In Iran, there are dozens of such capitals carried by fluted shafts in the
audience halls, knew as Apadana or the hypostyle halls as a dense forest of colurenthevikang

would greet visitors. They give a sense of the scale of the royal architecture of this dynasty and the power

of the Persians. The capital shaped in the form of dehddeled and kneeling bulls towering above the

visitors and supported a veryghiwooden roof. The two bulls are attached to a single structure, with only

the heads and the front part of the bodies doubled. The bulls show a high degree of delicacy. On the bulls
has appeared patterning of the curls of the fur, especially on thestdréhey had elongated pointed

horns, long skillfully prepared ears, hoofs, and nostrils, elongated and thick necks, and the chin is
unattached to the breast. The bulls are topped massive columns similar to the lonic architecture from
Ancient Greece. Belwo the bulls is an additional capital and then below it would have been the shaft of

the columns itself with a base.
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In the Temple of Eshmun at Sidon, each capital h a

clumsy ears and hoofs, short sphrarns, hidden nostril, and heads without neck and the chin is stuck into

the body. The bodies of the bulls had no any patterning, and they are carved from a block of stone.

Another paramount feature of the Persian period is the pinnacles or the steppmts.nThe merlons
decorations in the Levantine architecture during the Persian period, however, used to have been a
decorative motif in the religious buildings, not the palatial edifices as with the Achaemenid palaces in
Persepolis and Susa. The merldesorated the eastern stairwell of the Apadana at the Palace of Darius |

at Persepolis each had four stepped ragtgled steps, equal in depth and high with a niche in the bottom
center. This recess contained two successive and deep holes located utideatithe last step at a high

less than the second one (Fig. 4.4). The merlons ornamented the peak and the foot of the shrine of the
temple of Amrit each had four stepped steps ascending at right angles. The steps have equal shallow
depths and low highgit the bottom of the steps, there are two lateral niches instead of one in the center
(see Fig. 3.5). The merlons in the palace of Persepolis are separated by equal distances one from the other,
but the pinnacles in Amrit are attached. The pinnacles fatinell Sukas contained each three steps.
These stepped steps were of unequal depths and highs (see Fig. 3.1). Obviously, the Persian merlons,
however, are more elegant and detailed than the merlons decorated the shrine of the temple at Amrit and
those fomd on the ground of the sanctuary of Tell Sukas. It seemed that the craftsmen performed the

shrine of Amrit have introduced their innovation and style.

Regarding the origin of the pinnacles, G. Garbini (1958) in a brief study dedicated to tracing the first
appearance of the pinnacles in the ancient world, he shed new lights on the source of this decorative and
architectural desigrin fact, he first appearance of the stepped merlons was in the Elamite seal imprints
that were found at Susa dating back to 3200 B.CE. (cf. Legrain 1921: no. 263). Garbini thinks that

these pinnaclem the beginningvere neither conceived as architectural element nor a decoration motif

buta religious conceptioimdicates tcstairway to the heaven or the sacred mountain.

These pinnacles also had four triangles steps. From Susa, this religious connotation began to spread all
over the ancient world eastward and westward, including northern Syria when it was occupied by the
Aramaeans in the first millennium B.C.E. (Garbini 898591).

The | eonine waterspouts ornamenting the portico
sculpture on the podium of the Persian Complex at Byblos. The lions' sculptures in Fars adorned the walls

of palaces of Darius and Xerxes at lepdis, however, would indicate that the Levantine leonine
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sculptures have a Persian origin. However, the leonine sculptures found at Sidon, Byblos and Amrit do

not manifest the craftsmanship of the Iranian ones.

The orthostates are rectangular stone Idogieater in height than depth, stand upright and they are
usually built into either side of a doorjamb. It seems that the builders seek more elegance and luxury of
the buildings both privates and publics.

Using pairs of pilasters protruding slightly fraime walls forming end spaces could be considered as an
unessential element but adopted as a decoration style in the sumptuous palaces such as the Palace of
Lachish and Citadel Il of BetAur.

The barrelvaulted roof, the pillared porticoes, the bathro@ssociated with sewerage systems, and the
lavish columns standing on circular bases above stepped square plinths, however, were the rarest elements
in the Persiasperiod architecture in the Levant. It seems that the Levantines sought to imitate the massive

palaces in Iran through adoption highst raw material or labor content.

The symbol of the divine rearing cobra widely known as Uraeus was an emblem of sovereignty engraved
on the forehead in most royal headdresses of the Egyptian Pharaohs as an @ndraawetigious icon.

In the Levant, this figure was applied to the fditised architecture rather than the personal headgears as
a direct and pure Egyptian impact. Two sanctuaries in the Levant contained this symbol are Eshmun
Temple at Sidon and tempdé Kharayeb.
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CHAPTER 5

BUILDING TYPES AND URBAN SPACE
USE IN THE LEVANT DURING THE
PERSIAN PERIOD

This chapter consists of two sections: in the first part, the author will investigate the types of the Persian

period buildings excavated in the whdlevant. The second part highlights the characteristics of the
settlements with their intersecting streets, squares, and buildings; in the sense of describes the art of
ordering the use of land and settings of buildings and communication streets to meetoine needs

such as social, culture and economic. In a few words, it means the organization of all elements of a town
or city. Each building type has specific distinctive feature, and building's use greatly influences its form

and construction.

A crucid problem related to the Perstgmriod buildings is the determination of the chronological
sequence in most of the sites. An additional inconvenience is that the Persian level is often damaged by
the Hellenistic and Roman levels and vicissitudes of timavell. Generally Speaking, this matter is

highly controversial, and there is no full unanimity among the scholars in this respect.

The typological distribution of the Persigeriod buildings would provide full understanding of the
settlement patterns, the roles of the sites, and their relations (Fig. 5.1). The current comprehensive study

has manifested seven main functional classes of buildings in the Levant during the Persian regime, are:

51 Palaces.

52 Residencesnd Villas.

53 Fortresses.

54 Temples.

5.5, Workshops and storerooms.
5.6. Dwellings.

5.7 Administrative Centers.
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The buildings of theses functional classes, in turn, can be classified into seven principal typological
categories based on their plans: (1) "Ogaurt; (2) "ParallelRooms"; (3) "OneRoom"; (4)
"Amphiprostyle"; (5) "FowRoom"; (6) "ThreeRoom"; (7) "TweRoom."

First and foremost, the "opeurt” scheme is the most important hallmark of this period; it was
encountered in the majority of the Persperiod sies in the entire Levant. The builders often used this
design when erecting the palaces, residences, villas, and forts. Temples werdtatgcelguently in this

style. The comprehensive study of the Assyrian buildings excavated in Mesopotamia, SyFalestine
achieved by R. Amiran and . Dunayevskyobasorev
buildings. The first type is pure Assyrian, comprised of courts surrounded by rooms from four sides, and
the main entrance in this group opened at @inthe corner rooms. The buildings belong to the second
group have a courtyard surrounded by rooms on three sides, providing a space fotrdhemteance on

the open sideln fact, a third form has been preserved for us, which brings us to definal¢hiestives
instead of two: (1) "openourt" buildings surrounded by rooms from four sides; (2) "apmmt"
buildings surrounded by room from three sides; (3) "egmnt" buildings flanked by rooms on two

sides. The classification of Amiran and Dunaygvsmitted the third form.

In the first subgroup, we observe that some open courts are encircled by a single row of rooms from four
sides. The best parallel examples of it are the villa/residency of T8llke6 i di yeh, t he fortr
and Residencyf Tell Mardikh. All these buildings were erected at the beginning of the Persian period.
This form was more developed during the #esyrian period in the Levant; the "opeourt”" buildings

that had an Assyrian origin had a double or triple row of roomene or two sides of the court, and the

other sides contained a single row as usual. These palaces and residences were more luxurious than the
first subgroup that built in the Persian period. Palace of Lachish and Citadel Il at Hazor are perfect
exampls of this form. The design of the Palace of Lachish is a mixture between the Assyrian "open
court" scheme and the Syktittites style called "bthilani" (house of pillars) that is portrayed by
woodenpillared porticoes laid in front of the lobby to redeptsuites mark the evolution of a standard

palace unit. Building 234 at Tell-8urn is a hybrid version of the "openurt" buildings; it contained

three courts instead of one, each surrounded by one or more rows of rooms on four sides. Interestingly,

this developed form was innovated in the Persian period.

In the second subgroup, the buildings constituted mainly an open court surrounded mostly by only a
single row of rooms from three sides. As with the first-gtdup, some buildings belonging to thisrh

had two rows of rooms on a side, and the other two sides contained only one row. The most significant
buildings are Residences 736 and 1295 and the fortress of Megiddo, Palace-6tiB3¢fle Phase 13
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Villa of Ashkelon, Palace B and Fort A of Tell Javh. All these palatial buildings, except the Villa of
Ashkelon, had an Assyrian root; the pottery assembled from the foundations confirmed that they were
built when the entire ancient world came under the Assyrian political and cultural influenceslidta Vi
Ashkelon is the only building in this style that erected at the time of the Persian hegemony. In every way,
performance, build quality, the ingenuity of design, however, do not appear in it as performed in the

Assyrianperiod palaces and residencesntioned above.

The third subgroup is less prevalent than the two previous forms; it was found only on a few sites,
including the "Solar Shrine" of Lachish and the fortresses dfégat and Rujm aHenu (W). Rujm al

Henu fortress is mixture form betes the "opercourt" and "qasr" types knew in the Iron Age. The
central courtyard had a tower incorporated into its western watype which is marked by a large
enclosure (square or rectangular) and a circular tower whether isolated or incorporated/atitolT he
palace of Ayyelet H&hahar is the only palace in the whole Levant that does not follow the-Copeti

scheme.

The earlier scholars believed that this scheme dawned in Assur in tessyian period (ca. 91612

B.C.E.) i.e. in the Iron Agandcarried by the Assyrian conquerors since the days of Tiglédiserlll in

the eighth century B.C.H he author speculates that this suggestion seems quite inaccurate regarding both
the date and origin. By otumr a e, wegdntaffinen that the gssyranso f t h «
were not the first nation whereatedt. As a matter of fact, the first sign of this design had appeared in

the Sumerian architecture in Uruk (Modern Warka) south of Irag. The Eanna Temple contained a central
court andwas built during the first phases of the Protohistorical Periods termed as Uruk V and IV that
was dated to the second half of the fourth millennium B.C.E. (cf. Moortgat 1969: Higthg Levant,

the nud-brick A 0o p-e ou buildidg at Tell elBurak was e-datedto the Middle Bronze AgéFinkbeiner

and Sader 2001: Fig. I4damlah and Sader 2008n the southern Levant, the excavations have revealed

an Aopent 0 sTel iatiftoutheesouthivestern flank of Ahalil Hills built in the Late

Bronze Age(cf. Jacobs 1984: Fig. 1Both structures undermine the argument said that it was arrived at
the Levant in the eighth century B.C.E. since both buildings were erected some hundred years before the

conquests of TiglatiRileserlll.

The Persiafperiod architecture was often at its most beautiful and impressive when adapted to the needs
of the local people religion. The most common layout of the buildings classified as sanctuaries is that
what the present author prefers to catiéroom” temples. Occasionally, this room is attached to a lateral
chamber such as the temples of Mizpe Yammim and Makmish. Temples of Sarepta and Kharayeb had a

single hall unattached to a side room that has usually been interpreted as a treasury.
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The Anphiprostyle was very prevalent in the classical Greek sanctuaries during the fifth and fourth
centuries B.C.E. It denotes a temple with a colonnade portico at each end. Usually, the number of
columns is maximum four in the front and same in the backeibélvant, there are only two sanctuaries

adopted this Greek style: temple of Byblos and Temple of Eshmun at Sidon. Although all temples
mentioned in the text were erected in the Persian period, the simplicity is the dominant feature of the
templesinthis i me except Eshmun Temple at Sidon, the sa
Amrit. The other temples do not have the complexity and beauty of the Mesopotamian, Egyptian, and
Greece temples.

The design of the warehouses and storerooms space dieodiesigned to best accommodate business
service prerequisites and the goods to be stored/handled. In the Persian period, the majority of these
buildings were in the form of parallel roon@s design that provides a proper environment for the purpose

of staing products and materials. Workshops and storerooms must be invented to render service loads of
the wares to be deposited, the associated handling equipment, the receiving and transportation procedures.
The best standards of this kind of structures hee warehouses and storage facilities excavated at
Jokneam, Tel Nahariya, Tel Megadim, Tel Mevorakh, the "Magazine Building" of Tel Dor, and
Warehouse of Ashkelon. Since all Pergeamtiod storehouses and workshops were built between the fifth

and fourth caturies B.C.E., the Persigreriod origin of this kind of storage facilities is largely
acceptable. The fortified agricultural estate at Nahal Tut was built in a different style, perhaps to fulfill its

potentially indispensable role in the times of padditioppheavals (see Chapter 6).

The "FourRoom" building or "pillared courtyard house" is a term used by scholars to describe the
buildings that contained four rooms and a larger central space divided by one or two rows of stone
pedestals with an exterionance through a courtyard into the central space. Additional rooms may be

added or subdivided. It emerged during the late i&tinly 12th centuries B.C.E. and still in use during

the Persian period (although the examples are too scarce). As statedthbdumction of the "Four

Room" building frequently changed. In the Persian period, a few buildings are belonging to this type: the
private dwelling of Tell Keisan, the administrative center (Building B) of TebElme i r i , Ar ea D1
at Tel Dor, andHouses Q (Level Ill) and J (Level IV) atMina.

Perhaps the "ThreBoom" and "TweRoom" types have emerged from the "F&oom" one. The
buildings that followed those both schemes in the Persian period were interpreted as private dwellings.
House 2 at TlieMardikh and Building 1 at Tell eBurak are the best examples that express the "Three
Room" houses. The "TwBoom" house at Tell éurak, House 3 at Tell Mardikh, and Building 89 at
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Makmish are fitting the "Twdroom" style. On the other hand, the mayjoof the buildings that have
been interpreted as dwellings do not have distinct schemes and their remains are seriously damaged.

The construction date of the private dwellings and administrative centers differs from site to site, viz not
all houses and ayernmental buildings were dated to the Persian period. The-Room" and its
derivations of the "threeoom" and "tweroom" buildings were first known in the Iron Age i.e. during the

neoBabylonian and nedssyrian periods, but they were local designing

Apparently, not all buildings mentioned above have been excavated within towns or cities. Indeed, most
of the Persiaiperiod sites contained one or more building remains occupied one or more area on the
artificial mound. The rest of the buildings at thettlement (s) have either destroyed due to exposure to

the elements as well as obsolescence or as the consequence of later building processing that took place in
the subsequent periods or illegal excavations and subsequent looting and plundering. iigrctsvo

sites have unveiled complete settlements with its buildings, squares, and streets. On the other hand, some
sites were not intended to be settlements, rather than they were chosen owing to their geographical
locations to achieve the aims that tligsigned for originally. To illustrate this, some sites intended to be
defensive or route stations such as RujrHeahu, Rujm aHawi, and EeDreijat. Accordingly,
establishing settlements near these forts was not a correct choice. The substantiansettfertne

Levant during the Persian dominion, however, were built alongside the shore. These settlements include
Al-Mina, Beirut, Tel Nahariya, Shikmona, Tell Abu Hawam, Tel Megadim, Tel Dor, and Ashkelon. Tell
Mardikh is the only inland Persigoeriod $te in the Levant that contains an entire town. Perhaps, the

future excavations in the hinterland of the northern Levant will reveal other sites similar to Tell Mardikh.

All these settlements mentioned above had residential buildings whether individeas fasuapartment
buildings which are holding a block of grouped but separate buildings flanking straight streets
intersecting at right anglesn urban planning called "Hippodamian Plan" or "Orthogonal Plan." This
urban planning was devised to fulfill thequirements emanating from the complexity of the settlements,
chiefly the commercial colonies alongside the seacoast as it is extending without obstacles. The
Hippodamian Plan is the genuine Pergi@niod feature in the Levant. Based on the pottery aizagnd
studying the structures of the domestic orthogonal quarters, it is easy to conclude that the Hippodamian

plan arose in the Persian period.
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CHAPTER 6
CONCLUSION

Despite the environmental and climatic variations, the Levant over centuries was a ewmtiyaihat

cannot be partitioned. Therefore, each region is affected concretely by what happens in the others. This
fact did not change during the Persian hegemony. The administrative reforms conducted by the Persian
monarch Darius | to his empire proviesThe Great King divided his empire into twenty satrapies and
made the entire Levant part of the fifth satrapy, which contained the Levant and Cyprus. In several sites
south of the Levant such as Tel Dor, the destroying levels were linked to the Sidevtibie broke out

successively during the fourth century B.C.E.

Owing to its unique geographic situation, Levant has always been a point of contact between the Middle

East and the external world, and it privileged the worldwide network of trade agreenamé¢sheless,

the scholars excessively failed in connecting the historical developments of the Levant during the Persian
periodasthere was no a research method involving aclape, indepth, and detailed examination of the

history of the Levant as antegrated unit in this time. The lack of the local historical written sources
deepened the problem. We have only two valuable classical writers lived in the Persian period: Herodotus
the author of AHIi stori eso, wh o udloiSoylaxdthe iauthortoh e f i f
APeripl uso, wHaurthicenturg B.C.E. besides somemefedences in the Books of Ezra and
Nehemiah. At any rate, all these sources do not explain the nature of the political and social conditions in

the Levant suffient | 'y at that ti me. Except Tawilands cune.

Darius, there are no other scripts in the Levant mentions the other Achaemenian sovereigns.

The archaeological remains are the true expression of multiple human needgr@sd the nature of the

economic, social, political, and intellectual developments. Therefore, the researchers need to shape their
studies and present their results cautiously away from personal whims when evaluating the archaeological
remains and relatehistorical events. Certainly, the architectural remains are one of the principal remains
discovered in the course of excavations since they provide us a direct expression of people's history in
everyage,explain the extent of their technological compets traditions, cultureand ideological levels,

and their relations. Furthermore, the material culture excavated both inside and in the vicinity of these
buil di ngs, however, hel ps us conclude theesfuncti c
This comprehensive study enabkdso us to conduct a comparison between the types of the material

culture excavated in all sites, which help us conclude the gods they used to worship and the lifestyle they
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lived in general. Hence, the student of amtig@rchitecture must deal with its components and contents as
a cultural phenomenon, to discover and describe its characteristic and then to provide a reasonable

explanation.

Obviously, no one of the buildings mentioned in the text even those that hameinbesreted
categorically as palaces, however, shows the dazzling splendor and beauty of the Persian architecture
unearthed in the principal Achaemenid capitals Persepolis, Susa, and Pasargadae. The royal Achaemenid
palaces in Iran had grand public audtie halls for receptions called Apadana where the king would
welcome his subjects; halls contained hundreds of towering and sumptuous columns; private room for the
king and his counselors; and the royal apartments behind it. The royal chambers werehaqgphyaa

grand stairway made up of hundreds of steps.

Indeed, the Persian impacts on the architecture still minimal and confined to a few of structures. In other
words, except the bulls' heads and bearded sphinxes at Eshmun Temple, the merlonsthdademmdes

of Amrit and Sukas, the lavish columns and column bases at the Palace of Lachish and Eshmun Temple,
however, there were no other direct Persian impacts on the Levantine architecture. Alternatively, the
Levantines in the Persian period maintdinargely their ancestors' traditions and cultures they knew
since the Iron Age and innovated new methods suited the requirements of individual regions, the
population's need, and their experience. Nevertheless, they absorbed some foreign architectural and
decorative influences both directly and indirectly by virtue of the strong trade relations, especially with
Egypt and Greece.

The Persian cultural impacts in the Jordan Valley have appeared in the necropolis cMealhel The

dead bodies associated thviswords, arrowheads, spears, knives, and funerary tools bore Persian
influences such as the cylindrical seals that contained themes similar to those excavated in Persia and
characterized the Achaemenian prototype. The Persian influences indicated tlagtathinhabitants of

Jordan Valley had good overland trade connections with Persia or were controlled directly by the
Persians, in contrast with the Phoenicians who ga

Byblos, Sidon, and Tyre strki¢heir coins while the other cities did not have their currency.

The excavations and surveys conducted throughout the Levant have shown to a satisfactory level the
nature of the economic, political, social and intellectual aspects in the Levant durirRersian
hegemony. Nevertheless, neither the archaeological evidence nor the historical scarce written records

convey a clear picture of the nature of the settlement patterns in the Levant.
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First and foremost, it was challenging to estimate the populakénsity of the entire Levant in the
Persian period because of the absence of sufficient statistical information showing the number of the Iron
Age sites that continued to be occupied continuously until the Persian period or the settlements that were
estabished exclusively in the fifth and fourth centuries B.C.E. Moreover, the hinterland of northern
Levant has not been excavated properly, and thereby, it is not possible to count the number of the Persian
period sites or to determine if there was a significewitch from neeBabylonian and nedssyrian

occupations to the Persian one.

At any rate, the present study proved that there was a continuation of the settlement without hiatus from
the Iron Age Il until the Persian period in the whole Levant, as esikhy that most of the buildings
were erected on the debris of the Iron Age Il buildings.

As mentioned above, through investigating the structure remains and their contents, we can determine the
nature of people's lifestyle, their occupations, and theceswf subsistence. The livelihoods differed by

the geographical region. In Jordan Valley, the inhabitants worked in the agriculture and related processes
including growing crops, harvesting and storing, as indicated by the large silos excavated dfldzedire

and the flint sickles unearthed at Tel/l Deir O6AI I
Mazar perhaps aimed to provide the Persian military garrisons positioned in the highlands of Jordan and
Jordan Valley such as Horeijat, Rujmel-Henu, and other fortresses with the supplies they need. Indeed,

Jordan Valley and the highlands of Transjordan were not isolated, but, they had economic relationships

and communicated by a road network, as evidenced by the excavated route posts statigrthe road

from Iraq etAmir near Amman to Jordan Valley.

The population's economy in the pastoralist areas such as Tell Mardikh in the hinterland of northern
Levant and Khirbet Nimra on the northern frontiers of the Negev has depended on lifastong and
textile industry by using the reared cattle's wool. The southern coast of the Levant, on the other hand, was

densely populated, and the inhabitants of it have worked in agriculture, trade, fishing, and dyeing purple.

The northern coast was ogqied largely by temples with a few scarce dwellings. Nonetheless, through
investigation of the Persigreriod sanctuaries in this vital shoreline, we gained meaningful information
about the riggious life of the Phoenicianse deities they worshiped, tfereign religious influences, and

the imported architectural and decorative elements that have inspired them.

Strictly speaking, the studying conducted on the southern Levant, in general, has recorded advanced

intercultural exchanges between the Phoenidity-states and the inhabitants of the southern Levant,
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especially the coastline as a result of the mutual trade relations. The Phoenician presence is well attested
by utilizing their construction techniques in various sites located along both thersosglashore and

some inland sites, and by the figurines depicted their goddesses. On the other hand, the Phoenician
cultural influences that have appeared clearly on the southern coast of the Levant, however, did not exist
to the same degree in the Jordéalley nor the highlands of Jordan. That was due in large part to their
geographic locations; these hinterland areas have no strategic positions on the international trade routes
that depended mainly on the sea trade rather than the overland trade. Mesgethe largscale global

trade seemed to have revitalized and stretched to these inland regions, as indicated by the Attic and Greek

pottery vessels from the fifth and fourth centuries B.C.E. unearthed in the majority of the sites.

The administrative wildings and residential dwellings at Telt®@lU me i r i and Tell Jal ul
were associated with sewerage systems and large reservoirs, which proves that Madaba region was a vital
district, inhabited by a steady and sophisticated society adetigsby local governments supervised the
peopleds economic and politic affairs. -6Tlhneeigtiamp
suggested that this site held a prominent position in the surrounding area and was an elite administrative
center vz it included the local government headquarters and therefore, the other nearby sites in the
highlands of Transjordan were subordinated to it. The nearby fortresses at RigmuelRujm aHawi,

and EdDreijat were erected most likely to protect the @aghes to Madaba Plains. ExceptBeijat,

these fortresses and the administrative centers in Madaba province were built in the late Iron Age and

beginning of the Persian period.

Thevilaof TelesSaéi di yeh i n the middl e awihterdesortdfthelocdlal | ey
satrap who also exercised the duties of the authority during his rest and recuperation there. The location of
Tell el-Jurn near the Dead Sea south of Jordan Valley refers that the elegant building erected in it was
also for receational purposes of a local governor. Perhaps he settled permanently in the luxurious Palace

of Lachish, which is located about 50 km away westward or in the palace of Tell Jemmeh, which is circa

90 km westward.

At Buseirah south of Jordan, the templel &me palace is a true evidence that the community lived there
during the Persian dominion was a civilized and stable society. Buseirah is located in a dry zone where
there is no spring, river, or any nearby water supply. Nonetheless, the both compfeasedaisterns.

It may be assumed that already in the Iron Age and Persian Period there was a water supply based on the
gathering of the rwoff of rainwater running down from all parts of the nearby hills into these reservoirs

that would have been polha to gather a sufficient quantity for the basic needs of the population.
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Northward, the palace at Ayyelet &hahar, the residency of Hazor, and the temple of Mizpe Yammim

that was associated by a fortification system, however, suggested that the cgntivechionce in the

Upper Galilee was a developed and prospered society. It seems that the Temple of Mizpe Yammim
served the local people settled these very close sites to each other. The archaeological tell, however, acted
as the fortified urban centeff the city. The dwellings at Ayyelet Hahahar indicated that the Upper
Galilee was densely inhabited at that time. The nature of the terrain, the torrential rains and its proximity
to the Sea of Galilee contributed to establishing those flourished ahizedicities. The flinty terrain of

the Upper Galilee makes it unfit for agriculture. The closer cultivable land to the Upper Galilee is the
Lower Galilee. In this lush land, Jokneam is the only Pefséiod site. Hence, the storehouses of
Jokneam thatvere filled with store jars perhaps they provided the nearby sites in the Upper Galilee and

Jezreel Valley with crops.

The Persiafperiod occupation irthe Galilee beganby erecting a sanctuary at Mizpe Yammim and
warehousesat Jokneamin the late sixth aatury B.C.E. The Assyrian palaces of Hazor and Ayyelet Ha

Shahar were not renovated until the fourth century B.C.E.

The occupation in the northern coast of Palestine begun by erecting the settlements of Tell Abu Hawam
and Tell Keisan in the middle of theth century B.C.E. The settlements of Shikmona and Acre were
established after a half of century. Nahariya was founded at the end of the fifth century B.C.E. and the

demolished town was restored by the end of the Persian period in tfieumiidcentury BC.E.

The political and military headquarters of the metropolitan city of Megiddo unequivocally needed a large
guantity of crops, particularly in the beginning of the conflict with the Phoenician cities, which
culminated in the fourth century B.C.Eoncevably, the local governor settled in Megiddo perhaps
deemed that it is the time to establish large agriculture estates staffed by a guild of workers capable of
supplying the Achaemenian armies involved in putting down the uprisings in Phoenicia in tultheivi

needs of supplies. The nearest lush land that can fulfill this duty is Nahal Tut, which is located some
12km away westward. Reasonably, part of these crops was allocated to provide the nearby residential
quarters at Shikmona, Tell Abu Hawam, Tkedlisan, and Tel Dor with the needs of the people. Some of
them may have been intended for export through the nearby coastal warehouses and storehouses at Tel
Megadim and Tel Mevorakh. The storehouses and private dwellings that were erected in Tel Mavorakh
the middle of the fourth century B.C.E. perhaps were erected in response to the establishment of the
agricultural station at Nahal Tut. Obviously, Nahal Tut was an important site for the Persians, who have
given special attention to strengthening itefally. The stone catapults that are associated with the

destruction level caused by the Alexander's army serve as further evidence that they have made a serious
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effort to occupy it and the Achaemenid garrison in charge of protection this governmengatyppoip up

a fierce resistance before its fall in the hands of the new occupiers.

Obviously, all storehouses, warehouses and workshops were destroyed in the fourth century B.C.E.
perhaps because of the frequent revolutions took place in this era entthedHstlenistic conquest. This
hypothesis is further strengthened by the catapult stones unearthed in some buildings such as Nahal Tut
and Tel Dor.

The fortress of Ashdod has a strategic position on the southern coast as it is centrally located between
Jaf a and Tell Yaboz on the north and Ashkelon o
simultaneously at the beginning of the Persian period. Too, the fort of Ashdod was on the front line of the
defense of the Palace and Temple of Lachish from theTéeafort of Tell Jemmeh protected both the

trade route coming from Egypt and the inland palaces of Lachish andBeth

The scarce of the Persigeriod buildings in the northern Levant and sbiversity of their types
represented a stumbling block thétl face any researcher who tries to understand the nature of people's
life in this region, especially the inner northern Levant. In the north of Levant, there are only two sites
with a whole town planning are Beirut and-Mina. Interestingly, althoughe settlements through ages
usually establish near the sources of water, on the Euphrates River there are only twepBosiaites

are Karkemish and Tell Khamis. Too, the Pergiariod occupation in two locations was confined only

to private dwelling, and there are no clues refer that they have been densely inhabited; since there were
neither nearby administrative centers nor public buildings. Therefore, we cannot recognize the settlement
patterns around the Euphrates River or the inhabitants'oredatith the other nearby sites. The nearest

Persiamperiod site to both towns is Tell Mardikh that is some 150 km away.

Regarding Phoenicia, evcould discern from the literary classic written records besides the inscription,
specifically the royal oneshat the Phoenician cities had no political entity, despite the cultural and

religious uniformity; each city was a cigtate and a metropolis in itself under the Persian surveillance.

The Phoenicians devoted themselves to the trade with the outside Waoldthe independence they
obtained would have allowed them too much leeway and freedom of movement to establish trade colonies
northward up to AMina and southward at Tel Dor and Jaffa and perhaps further south, keeping in mind
that they serve the intests of the Persian Empire. Obviously, the Persian royal court deemed it is in the
empirebds interest to adopt a fresh approach that

rather than fomenting hostility and tension in the emfile Pesians knewhe adverse implications of
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the wars have an impact upon every area of secdmomic development resources. On the other hand,

they would not allow forging a Phoenicig@recian or Phoeniekgyptian alliances that would threaten

the security, seereignty and independencé their empire. Moreover, theywere acutely aware of the

i mportance of the profits from the Phoenician sec¢
share of the imposed tribute for the empire's treasury. Petha@@hoenician citgtates had continued to

call for the mobilization of the resources necessary for the implementation of the declaration on the right

to development as well as for forgiveness of their heavy tribute at times of economic slowdown or
recesion caused by the Persi@neek wars, which burdened their budgets and hampered their progress.

These demands seemed to have been rejected, which has caused serious social and economic problems
following by uprisings broke out all over Phoenicia.

The Athenian decree granted to the Sidonians in the first half of the fourth century B.C.E., however,
confirms that Sidon and its king had a powerful political position at that time among the other Phoenician
city-states. Too, it is clearly suggested tihatre was an administrative council in each district organized a

sort of unhindered sea trade and the exporting and importing through taxing profits of trading loaded

vessels.

The Phoenician history in the Persian period cannot be reduced easily depsoldiggon the
architectural remains since the Phoenician Coast was occupied mostly by temples and dwellings without
public palaces or administrative centers. These sanctuaries were usually dedicated to the local idols
Melgart and the goddess of fertilitstarte. The figurines of Astarte depicted her as a nude woman

holding her breasts or as a veiled and clothed pregnant woman in the last days before giving birth with a
hand on her belly or as a lady cradling her swaddled baby in hand. All these figuamesated to the

childbirth. The worshiping related to the childbirth rites were not confined to the people inhabited the
Phoenician coast, but al so spread all over t he L
Persian period. The stratunh it TellesSa 6i di yeh, for exampl e, yielded :
figurine. Healing shrines were so common in the Phoenician mythology such as the sanctuary at Tell
Sukas, the "Mabdabed" of Amrit and Eshmun Templ e a

Healing shrinesandtifeer t i | ity goddess were closely connecte
religious concepts about the maternity and childhood. It is probable that after each birth the parents by
attending their neighbors set up a "Thanksgiving" by offeringthedé deat ory f i guri nes t
Goddesso for acknowledging her as the birth crowr
figurine into thefavissa which is associated with a dedicatory inscription devoted to the savior gods

Eshmun or Melqart to protect or heal or bless their infant. In some casefsyvitemawas the only
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evidence of a temple since a few of the temple remains haumeantpreseryk Such cases we fod in
the residential quarters at Tel Dor, Beirut, and Nebi Yunis. Other temples hiadiseasuch as the

sanctuaries at Mizpe Yammim, Lachish, Makmish, and Sarepta.

Obviously, the temples in this period had no political role as tesootamian temples had. The
dedicatory inscriptions are not informative in that regard. On the other hand, the sanctuaries played an
important part in the economic and social activities. The sanctuary at Sarepta, for example, was built
amidst industrial @ane contained workshops for potters and other artifacts, as evidenced by the unearthed
silver tools. The craftsmen produced the dedicatory figurines for the worshipers, who had to come from
their nearby residential district (Sounding Y) to purchase thairdmade idols, perhaps during the
festival times or throughout the year. The sanctuary at Makmish had a role in revitalizing the domestic
and international trading system, as evidently shown by dwellings, silos, and kilns, which used to
manufacture the gls s and bronze trinkets an dooththetocalfiaMot her
wayfarersworshipers. In fact, the religiougpe figurines those are of the Egyptian and Greek types
unearthed inside the temples of Mizpe Yammim, Kharayeb, Makmish, andt Awvare either
manufactured by local craftsmdar the Egyptians and Greeks travelens by Egyptians or Greeks
craftsmenwho worked as immigrant laborers. Alternatively, these figurines were produced in Egypt and
Greece and arrived at these sanctuarigls thie seafarersvho used to worship their deities during the

stay. In all likelihood, theshypothesesttesting to that the lines were open with Egypt and Greece and
affirmed that the Egyptian and Gr e e doetradeeamddhbyant s 6
integrated with the local communities. Although the "Solar Shrine" of Lachish is located on the main

trade route via Egypt, it does not contain unaccountably any Egypfiarobjects or deities.

The Egyptian culture and religion hadteoag presence, and it influenced the religious life of the local
inhabitants of the Levant, especially the Phoenicianstiyes, as evidenced by the terracotta figurines of

men wearing Atetrown of Osiris, the figurines of Apis bulls, and the statddahe comic god Bes. The
Egyptian influence has also arrived in Iran after the invasion of Egypt by Cambyses Il in the fifth century
B.C.E. and the founding of the 27th dynasty, as shown by the god Bes statues that were unearthed at
Susa. The Achaemenidadinot such strong influence on the people of the Levant; perhaps they did not
have the capacity to counteract and rid the country of the substantial impact of the Egyptian presence. The
Egyptian culture indeed is rooted deeply in the history of the Ldétahtbegan since the Bronze Ages.
Regardless, the palatial and luxurious palaces in Iran erected between the fifth and fourth centuries B.C.E.
and their ornaments, however, have inspired the architects in the Levant, who attempted to absorb and

imitate sane of these elements according to the financial capacity and craftsmanship.
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Remarkably, the principal idol in the universe of Zoroastrianism Ahuramazda, who incarnate in the
supreme god as a horror monster, however, was completely absent from the raliginesof the
Levantines. No one of the excavated sanctuaries neither in the southern Levant nor the northern Levant
contained a singular dedication to him. At the very least, this demonstrates that the people continued to
worship their local gods in anrabsphere of religious tolerance and free of all bigotry and enthusiasm.
The Persians did not force the peoples of their empire to believe in their deity, but they allowed freedom
of worship and the people could dedicate their sacrifices to any god thegdwiskewise, this might

also suggest that the Levant was devoid of the Persian immigrants or even traders. Perhaps, only the

Levantines have worked in a business trade with Persia and not the other way around.

The Achaemenids presence in the religiofesdif the Levantines was not completely absent. The stepped
pinnacles and related religious connotations used by the Phoenicians in the buildings for religious
purposes are a direct Achaemenid impact, who inspired by their ancestors; the E@bvitegsly, the

Levant in the Persian period has withessed the peaceful comingling of different cultures and religions and

the fact that societies are becoming more diverse.

Although this study unveiled valuable information regarding the features of the Hmestah
architecture and ornaments, the relations between Achaemenid sites in the entire Levant and the
settlement patterns, we still need more studies and excavations focusing on the neglected areas especially

the hinterlands of northern Levant.
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Plan2.1: Ground plan of the building dfell es

S a 6 i {Stratuenhill)(after Pritchard 1985: Fig.
185)
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Plan2.2 Ground Plan of the Iron Age fortress of
Horvat MesorgdCohen 1979: fig. 7: 4)
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Plan2.3. Ground Plan of the Iron Age fortress of
Horvat Ritma(Cohen 1979: fig. 7: 2)

Ground Pl an of t

Ha r ¢(Colen 1979: fig. 7: 3)
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Plan2.5: Schematic plan of Building 234 of Tel
Goren(Tell ekJurn)(modified from Mazar and
Dunayevsky 1967: 135Lfig. 1)
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Plan2.7: The complex of buildings at the western

summit of the mound at Tell # U m e(Herr et al.
1991b: 158; Fig. 3)




Plan2.tﬁhe layout of the fortress of Hdreijat
(Herret al.1991a: 341; Fig. 13.5)
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Plan2.11 Area A Complex at Buseirah (Phase3)1
(Bienkowski 2008: Fig. 4.6)
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Plan2.14 Overall Plan of Area A Complex at
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2008: Fig. 4.2)
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Plan2.17 Plan of Area C Complex (Phasetof
Buseirah(Bienkowski 2008: Fig. 6.6)

Plan2.18 Plan of Area C Complex (Phase 5) of
Buseirah(Bienkowski 2008: Fig. 6.13)
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Plan2.19 Overall blan of Area C Complex of
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Fig. 6.2)
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Plan2.21: The topographic map of Mizpe Yammim
(Berlin and Frankel 2012: 27; Fig. 3)
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Plan2.22 Layou of the sanctuary of Mizpe
Yammim (Berlin and Frankel 2012: 32; Fig. 10)
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Plan IV.1. Stratum X |

Plan2.27 The Stratum X warehouses of Jokne@anTor et al. 2005403; Plan. 1V.1)
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Plan2.28 The topographic map of Megiddbamon and Shipton 1939: Fig. 3)
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Plan2.30 Thefortress of Megiddo (Strata Il and 1) at Plan2.31 The ground plan of Building 736 of
the eastern edge of the mound (AreglG)mon and Megiddo (Stratum I{modified fromLamon and
Shipton 1939: Fig. 95) Shipton 1939: Fig. 98)
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Plan2.32 The grounclan of Building 1295 of
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Nimra (Shamir 1997: 1, Fig. 1)
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Plan2.35 The Palace of Lachiqffufnell 1953: PI.
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Plan2.36 Sketch plan of Building 1369 of Megiddo
(Lamon and Shipton: Fig. 89)

Plan2.37. Sketch plan of the Upper Palace of Zinjirli
(Naumann 1955: PI. XX)
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Plan2.38 The Sh8ohaw and sectio
(Tufnell 1953: Plate: 121)
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Plan2.39 The ground plan of Citadel Il of Be#ur
(Reich 1992: 114, Fig. 2)
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Plan2.42 The layout of Building B of Tell Keisan
(Level 3b)(Nodet 1915‘30: Fig. 32)
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Plan2.43 The residential quarter of Tel Shikmona
(Stern 2001: 388)
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Plan2.48 The layout of the complex of Nahal Tut
(Alexandre 2006: 138; Plan 2)
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Plan2.50 Plan of Bu}lding 264 of Tell Mevorakh
(Stratum IV)(Stern 1978: Fig. 25)
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Plan2.51 Building 89 at the high tell of Tell
Makmish (Stratum VIIIYHerzog 1989: Fig. 8.12)
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Plan2.52 Building 1013 at the high tell of Tell
Makmish (Stratum VIIYHerzog 1989: Fig. 8.17)

Plan2.54 The reconstruction o
Qasile (Stratum VI{Maisler 195051b: Plate. 39a)
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Plan2.55 The reconstruction of Building M of Jaffa
(Kaplan and RitteKaplan 1993a: 657)
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Plan2.56 The original layout of Area D building of
Tel | (Mschiemetal.2008: Fig. 7)
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Plan2.57. The reconstruction of Area D building of
Tel | (Mshemtal.2008: Fig. 13)

Plan2.58 The layout of Area C building of Tell
Y a 6(&emal et al. 2006: Plan. 1)

Plan2.59 The layout of the fortress of Ashdétal

2005: Fig. 7)



























































































































