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death) excavated at Bab edh-Dhra.

These are again single-room broad-
houses. in which the floor is lower
lh-ln street IL'\'['I .Hld i\ .lpl‘l'();lt"llcd

by several steps. Such tombs have

yet to be discovered in western Pal-
estine.

1‘1]&' d()llblL' lL'”]pIt‘ l‘”‘.\l -]Ppk'.”‘\
in the Early Bronze Age [, at
Megiddo. There is no way of know-
ing whether this indicates the wor-
ship of a pair of deites, perhaps
male and female. In any case, the
large double temple at Arad bears a
close resemblance in plan to the
Early Bronze Age I double temple
at Megiddo: in both cases the rear
wall of the temple adjoins the te-
menos wall, making it quite thick,
which is also the situation in the
Early Bronze Age I shrine at Jericho

and in the Chalcolithic temple of En
Gedi. At Arad as at Megiddo, a
small annex (probably a storeroom)
lies between the two structures. In
both cases entry to the temple is
from the east. The principal dif-
ference between the temples of
Megiddo and Arad is that in the
former the platform (altar) is within
the sanctuary, opposite the entrance
and abutting the rear wall, whereas
in the latter, it appears that the
sacrifices and libations required by

the cult were pcrlurmul in the court
east of the temples themselves, as
evidenced by the basin and altars
found outside both the large and
small double temples. The benches
built along the walls of the Arad
temples are also absent at Megiddo.
AIIUI]]L‘l' ilTIl“)l'lJ”I IL'H]PIC was
discovered at Ai. Itis a monumental
building of fine stone construction,
situated at the highest point of the
site, hence its name, the Acropolis
Temple. This temple had a long span
of existence; it was founded in the
Early Bronze Age [I and abandoned
some time during the Early Bronze
Age 111. During this extended pe-
riod a number-of changes were made
in the structure, though the building
remained fundamentally the same
throughout. It is a solitary temple
(as opposed to the double temples
discussed above), designed as a sin-
gle-roomed broadhouse of impres-
sive dimensions, with the entrance
in the east. An annex (storeroom)
was later added to the main struc-
ture. The principles so well known
from Arad and Megiddo are thus
repeated here. Yet the Ai temple
differs in some features from those
structures, particularly in the or-
ganization of the courtyard or sa-

cred area east of the structure. It is

Fig. 4.15. Acropolis Temple at Ai
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walls jutting out of the east waylltrf()
the temple proper, which functigy,
as antae of :"rngylnrunllkc SUructyre
(cf. the Mcg}xd(#r; temples). Likewise
lhf‘ rear wall of the temple is noy, ir;,
this case, part of the temenos wall
as in the temples of Jericho, Me; %
iddo, and Arad; rather, a narrr,wé
corridor separates the temple from
the temenos wall. The main hal] of
the sanctuary contains a number of
stone pillar bases, and it is devoid
of any cult installations. It has beep
suggested that a sacrificial altar be
reconstructed in the courtyard east
of the structure, as at Arad. The
Acropolis Temple was abandoned
after a fire some time in the course
of the Early Bronze Age III, and the
cult, along with the cult objects,
removed to a lower building north
of the acropolis, adjacent to the
town fortifications.

The new temple was no more
than a dwelling house converted for
use as a temple. The house was the
last in a series built on that spot
since the Early Bronze Age [, and it
was the only one that served a re-
ligious function. This explains why
the structure so little resembles
other known temples (though itisa
broadroom structure, with two
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This array of cult structures is

the most magnificent and complex

in Early Bronze Age Palestine, pre-
senting several intriguing issues. The
singularity of the platform has been
noted; to this should be added the
problem of the orientation of the
temples. A clear preference for an
eastern orientation of cult structures

Fig. 4.16.

Megiddo

Fig. 4.17. Cult platform in Megiddo sacred area
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has been noticed; the oldest of the
three Megiddo temples has an oren-
tation different from that of the two
adjacent and somew hat later tem-
ples. Is this difference linked to the
nature of the cult? We do not know,
but it must have had some signifi-
cance, for cult traditions are bind-
ing, and no detail is accidental.
Another issue is the number of
the temples. We have already seen
double temples; now we are present-
ed with a group of three temples
functioning simultaneously in close
proximity, a unique phenomenon in
the history of temples in Palestine.
Whether three deities were wor-
shiped cannot be known, no more
than we can know whether two
were worshiped in the double tem-
ples, for not only are there no writ-
ten texts of the period but the
temples themselves were empty of
any finds indicating the nature of
the cult practiced within them. In
addition to the round platform in
the temenos courtyard outside the
temples, each temple had a platform
adjoining its rear wall, opposite the
entrance. This sets the Megiddo
temples apart from those of Arad
and Ai and firmly within the tradi-
tion of the double temple in Early
Bronze Age I Megiddo, and perhaps
even that of the Chalcolithic period,
as evidenced in the En Gedi temple.
Finally, the plan of the temples,
especially of the two later temples
and their temenos wall, reveals a
clear resemblance to the Acropolis
Temple at Ai. The Ai temple may be
regarded as a precursor of the Early
Bronze Age I1I temples at Megiddo
and as a link between the concepts
governing the organization of the
sacred area at Arad and at Megiddo.
The temples of Megiddo and Ai are
single-roomed broadroom struc-
tures. At both sites an annex was
attached to the main hall. The plan
of the Ai temple approached that of
the megaron, and the three Megiddo
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and often served as the core of the
classical temple. The megaron no
doubt came to Palestine as a result
of relations with the north, for ex-
amples of such structures have been
discovered in various sites in Syria-
Lebanon (such as Byblos and Tell
Chuera). In the process of adopting
it, the temple builders at Megiddo
made one significant alteration:
the principle and tradition of the
broadroom was so deeply ingrained
in Palestine that the builders turned
the megaron, a ty pical longroom
structure, into a broadroom struc-

ture.

OTHER PUBLIC BUILDINGS
AND TOWN PLANNING. The most
impressive public building in Early
Bronze Age Palestine was excavated
at Beth Yerah and dates to the Early
Bronze Age I1L. It is a structure of
great size (30 X 40 meters), with
walls nearly 10 meters wide. The
building is not well preserved, hav-
ing sustained extensive damage as a
result of later construction. Never-
theless, enough of the structure has
survived so that its plan may be
almost fully reconstructed. The cir-
cles set in the thick walls should be

reconstructed as silos of a cylindrical

or conical form, in which grain was
stored in bulk. It was therefore a
public granary of enormous capac-
ity, possibly exceeding the produc-
tion capability of the town of Beth
Yerah. If such was the case, the
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Further evidence of public workg
are two water supply systems, one
of the Early Bronze Age IT at Arad
and the other of the Early Bronze
Age Il at Ai. In Arad a reservoir,
situated at the lowest point in the
town, was excavated in the soft Cre-
taceous limestone, apparently reach-
ing the water table but in any case
serving to collect the runoff from
town slopes. The structural remains
adjacent to the reservoir differ in
character from the dwelling houses,
and they clearly were connected
with the administration and upkeep
of these central public works, on
which the welfare of the entire pop-
ulation depended. The reservoir at
Ai was also built at the lowest point
in the town. It was lined with stone
slabs and caulked to retain the
floodwaters efficiently, and its ca-
pacity is estimated at 2000 cubic
meters. There can be little doubt

that more water systems of this
type await discovery in other
Early Bronze Age sites.

In most Palestinian sites, the

Early Bronze Age levels are hidden
deep beneath the debris of later eras.
This greatly impedes the broad ex-
posure of Early Bronze Age strata,

so that these are usually reached
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OW xposures provide bu scanty
information, especially where jssues
such as that of town planning are
conccrm’d- Hence the great impor-
qance of sites SUCI-I as Arad, where
the third millennium strata are not
covered by later remains and wide
areas of the Early Bro'nzc Age strata
may be cleared. And indeed at this
sitt: the outlines of the town plan
may be followed. '
The town occupies the slopes of
2 natural, saucerlike depression,
with the wall set along the.rim of
the saucer at its highest point. A
main Street crosses tl?e town from
east to west, and peripheral a”e.ys
follow the course of the wall, W'”h
allowances made for IOQOgraphlcal
variations. Public buildings (the
temple, palace, and water system)
are in the center of the town, ad-
joining the main street. :

Features of town planning were
also observed at Tell el-Far’ah
North. From the beginning and
throughout the existence of the .Early
Bronze Age II town, two main
streets bisected the town, one run-
ning east-west and the other north-
south. Another street wound paralle]
to the town wall. A drainage system
was built along the main streets. In
time a new wall was built along the
north side of the town, inside the
previous wall; concurrently, in a
wide-scale planned operation, house
levels were changed to facilitate
drainage through a new sewer run-
ning under the wall. Urban planning
is also attested in the layout and

“delimitation of the sacred area at

0 and in the organization of
 other parts of the
described are no
e situation at

| exposure is

POTTERY

The ceramic assemblage of the

Early Bronze Age I1-117 is

3 in [he
main

» @ Continuation and develop-

ment of the asse e
phase of ll]calzzcrr)]'bll;‘i‘;;’i l/}:‘:cﬁ r";[h ;
Early Bronze Age | assc;nbl ;’r.- is ;
however largely a tomb ‘a“ "
) ) mb assembla
whereas mos; of the Early Bronze
Agc II-TIT vessels in our posses-
510N originate in occupation levels,
though tomb vessels play an impor-
tant 'rolc. Thus, the assemblages dif-
fer significantly in that the majority
of the known vessels of the first part
of the period are small votive yes-
sels, while those of the two phases
here discussed are generally vessels
for everyday use. Among the votive
vessels, Kenyon’s Proto-Urban C
group now disappears entirely. The
distribution of her Proto—UrBan A
and Proto-Urban B groups also de-
clines radically, though some types,
particularly of the Proto-Urban A
family, continue to exist and even
to develop and influence ceramic
forms, particularly in Early Bronze
Age II. The characteristic band slip
of the Early Bronze Age I is also no
longer present in Early Bronze Age
II-TII, though the vessels decorated
in this fashion continue to exist.

8¢,

Continuity is also evident in a
number of forms, such as storejars,
neckless cooking pots (holemouths),
and various types of bowls, and a
great deal of continuity is seen in
details such as the ledge handle, so
characteristic of the entire Early
Bronze Age, and in ceramic tech-
nology: most vessels are handmade,
though as time goes by the number
of wheel-made vessels increases. At
Tell el-Far’ah North, for example,
about 20 percent of the vessels were
made on the wheel in the Early
Bronze Age I and some 35 percent
in Early Bronze Age II. The quzfl-
ity of the clay improves as well; its
preparation is more mfmculous, ;
and the bonding materials are we

The Early Bronze Age
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Fig. 4.18. Public granary at Beth
Yerah: plan and suggested restoration

Fig. 4.19. Egyptian wall painting por-
traying granary
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Fig. 4.21. Burnished and combed me-
tallic-ware vessels

s true cspccially of

not in Syria; this 1 :
which have

the decorated store jars, .
been found in Egypt and Palestine
(Arad) but not in Syria. Finally,
chemical analysis shows the clay of
the vessels found at Abydos to be
almost identical to that of the vessels
found in Palestine.

The Arad excavations have pro-
vided the most conclusive evidence
regarding the absolute chronology
of the Early Bronze Age. Abydos
ware does not appear in Egypt in
tombs ascribed to the period of the
first two kings of the First Dynasty,
Narmer and Hor-Aha, but only
during the reign of the third king,
Djer. Similarly, at Arad, in stratum
IV of the Early Bronze Age I, where
an Egyptian vessel bearing the se-
rekh of Narmer was found, Abydos
ware does not yet occur; it appears
only in stratum III of the Early
Bronze Age II, which must there-
fore be dated from the reign of Djer
onward. Finally, Abydos ware had
a rather long lifespan in Syria-Pal-
estine, and it continued to be pro-
duced there long after its importa-
tion into Egypt had ceased. Certain
changes occurred during the Early
Bronze Age I11: jug bases became
elongated, juglets grew more com-
mon, and the painted decoration
disappeared.

METALLIC WARE. This term
has been applied to a class of excep-
tionally well fired vessels. The higher
the firing temperature, the harder,
stronger, and more durable a pot
becomes; it takes on a reddish hue
and gives off a high-pitched metallic
sound when struck with the finger.
The firing temperature of this ware
1s about 900°C, much hotter than
the 500°-700°C characteristic of the
ware of the previous phase. Im-
proved kilns and firing techniques
were hallmarks of the Early Bronze
Age 11-111 ceramic industry, and the
fmmber of highly fired vessels stead-
ily increases, until they constitute

one fifth of the Farl
/8 )’ Br(,nu, A
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I11 as]scmblagc at SOme sites, T
vessels thu's treated inclyde & ¢
store Jars, jugs (includ;ng 5 la:ﬂy
proportion of the Abydos Warée
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larly wine and oil, was stor U

3 g Cd an
traded in these jars. To fulfill this o
C-

tion, .the jars would have had ¢ eer
certain standards, and it appesrg &

: . at
thf:y did 50 admirably. Vessels made
.wu‘h aluminum-calcite clay (the m,.
]erty of those produced Up to this
time) are not resistant to acidic liq-
uids such as wine. Furthermore,
such vessels are more porous and
tend to sweat, in the manner of
Middle Eastern water jars, in which
water is stored and kept cool by the
evaporation of the moisture on the
exterior of the vessel. In wine jars
such a process would cause the wine
to ferment and spoil and therefore
had to be avoided. Analysis of me-
tallic-ware jars has revealed that
most were made of aluminum-sili-
cate clay; they were thus resistant to
acids and did not sweat. The vast
majority of the metallic-ware jars
were not decorated, except by
combing. The widespread combing
decoration was performed before fir-
ing when the vessel was ata leather-
hard stage. A toothed, comblike in-
strument was used to incise groups
of parallel lines on the vessel exteri-
or. So-called pattern combing was
produced when the line groups were
short and ran in different directions.
Combing may have been intended
merely for decoration, but it seems
more likely that another function
was served. In some cases, particu-
larly on jars found in hill and She-
phelah sites (Ai, Lachish, Yarmuth,
and others), the exterior of the ves”
sel shows traces of a white lime
wash, possibly related to water-
proofing, insulation, and mainte-
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Fig. 4.23. Beth Yerah ware: bowl

(height 24 centimeters) and mug (27
centimeters)
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S Fig.4.24. Kfar Monash hoard: axes and
: adzes (A), daggers (B), spearheads (C)

FEIVER vl

the case; Beth Yerah ware is entirely
alien to Palestinian traditions. The
remaining option is thus to be pre-
ferred—the immigration of pot-

ters, who continued to create their
unique pottery in Palestine. During
their stay, they had some interaction
with local craftsmen; here and there,
vessels made in the local tradition
bear a feature of Beth Yerah ware,
such as the sinuous profile or the
relief decoration. But the Beth Yerah
tradition was so foreign to Palestine
that it had no chance of acclimatiza-
tion, and as it appeared, so did it
disappear: abruptly, in the midst of
the Early Bronze Age III, leaving no
trace.

METALLURGY

A hoard of metal objects found
in a field near Kfar Monash in the
Sharon constitutes the most impor-
tant metallurgical find of third mil-
lennium B.c.E. Palestine. The hoard

contains a large number of artifacts,
most of them weapons and tools,
including six axes, eleven adzes,
three chisels, a saw, two long knives
with curved ends, four spearheads,
four daggers, a knife, a macehead, a
stake, a crescent-shaped object, a
few hundred copper plaques, frag-
ments of a silver mirror, and a num-
ber of carnelian beads. The most
important questions regarding the
so-called Kfar Monash hoard are:
How may we explain the findspot of
the hoard, far from any ancient site?
What was the precise function of the
implements, some of which (es-
pecially the spearheads) are exagge-
rated in size, exceeding that of any
other known tools? Were these im-
plements made in Palestine or were
they imported? If they were made
locally, what is the source of the
metal? Finally, what is the date of
the group?
There are no data relating to the
first question. The Sharon was
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Fig. 4.25. Axe from Jericho (1), axe
(2), spearhead (3), and adzes (4-5) from
Tell el-Hesi, Early Bronze Il

Fig. 4.26. Cylinder seal impression de-
picting animal procession, from Jericho

oed across to Its indspot when
the field was pl()wcd. Similar axe-
heads have been found in Palestine,
but in Early Bronze Age III con-
texts. The Kfar Monash axe is a pro-
totype of these axeheads: it lacks the
small knob in the middle of the
blade and is of somewhat poorer
workmanship. A date somewhere
toward the end of the Early Bronze
Age 11 is thus indicated. This date
is, in effect, a mean between the
(late?) Early Bronze Age I date pro-
posed by R. Hestrin and M. Tad-
mor, who first pub]ishcd the find,
and the Early Bronze Age [1I date
proposed by several other scholars.
Apart from the crescentic axe
discovered at Kfar Monash, three
such objects have been found at Tell
el-Hesi, Jericho, and Bab edh-Dhra.
At the latter two sites, the axeheads
clearly come from Early Bronze Age
IIT contexts, and this appears to be
the case at Tell el-Hesi as well. The
crescentic axe belongs to the fam-
ily of tanged axes. The middle and
longest of its three tangs served
to fix the axehead firmly in place
when inserted through, then twisted
round the haft. This was the first
step toward the development of a
socket for the attachment of the
axehead to the haft, a development
evidenced in the fenestrated axes of
the Middle Bronze Age I, and is a
further indication of the relatively
late Early Bronze Age date of the
crescentic axe. Another improve-
ment is the knob in the middle of
the blade, which prevents the pen-
etration of the axehead too deeply
into the haft with repeated blows.
The knob is lacking in the Kfar
Monash find, hence the earlier date
proposed for it. Crescentic axes have
been found outside Palestine. At
Byblos a mold for casting crescentic
axes was discovered, identical in
every detail to the axes discovered in
Palestine, though unfortunately in
an undatable context. Similar axes
have been found in Anatolia and

Mesopotamia, but the resem
4 “Semb),

though great, is not 45 o 44:;«_:-7
w > great as i,

between the Byblite and p | lat
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Yerah ware. The source of Insp;
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examples. We have
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e

tion is somewhere in the north
perhaps in Upper MC\OPOtamia’
thence the concept migrated o "}?nd
Levant. Syria and Palestine prﬁsene
an identical variant, the Outcome ([f
a northern influence on both ]and)
Metal objects have been encou:‘
tered in nearly every site where Earf
Bronze Age II-III layers haye
been excavated. They include dag-
gers, which are usually short ang

y

have rivet holes in their bases; adzes,
similar in every way to those of Ky
Monash; pins, awls, and hammers,
Unique objects include a probably
ceremonial spearhead of the Early
Bronze Age II, partly plated with
silver, from Megiddo; a spearhead,
apparently of the Early Bronze Age
I11, found with the crescentic axe
and a number of adzes at Tell el-
Hesi, which also seems to bear a
resemblance to objects from Syria
(Amugq, Ugarit); and a small saw, of
the Early Bronze Age III, found at
Hazor. Metal jewelry—rings, brace-
lets, pins, and beads—was generally
made of copper, but fragments of a
silver mirror from Kfar Monash,
gold beads from Lachish, and a gold
brooch from a tomb near Kinneret
have also been found.

No workshops have yet been
discovered, but examination of the
artifacts themselves has shown that
some (especially the daggers and
pins) were fashioned by hammering
and annealing, and others were cast
in open molds, as evidenced by the
planoconvex section of most of the
adzes and by two such molds dis-
covered at Megiddo (Early Bronze
Age 11I). Some of the objects, such
as the spearheads and daggers with
the prominent midrib from Kfar
Monash and the crescentic axes with
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Fig. 4.27. Geometric cylinder seal im

pression from Hazor

Fig. 4.28. Cylinder seal impressions de-
picting cultic scenes from Rosh Ha-Nigra
and Beth Yerah

therefore |1|H'i.l|»|l', I'I'YH)”]I not cer
tain, that the Impressions uluzwm;g
.llllln.ll Proc essions are to be (l.llt':l,
at least in Palestine, to the Early
Bronze Age I1.

Two main classes of cylinder seal
impressions belong to the Early
3ronze Age I11. The first bears geo-
Illk'llyit ]Y.l[l('l'll‘\, ‘IH(I [IH,' '.("UIHI
cult scenes. In broad terms, these
WO C I.l\\('\ Hl ‘wL'Jl ”]\]\Y'('\“vl(’ll\ I).]\(‘
llllnl] 1In common with those por-
traying animal processions. All three
classes were Pl‘iuilchd by \k‘mnlu'l
seals that have not survived; they
exhibit low relief and a schematic
representation of the figures and
were used to decorate store jars.

Geometric seal impressions are
the most common, having been
found in considerable quantities in
the Golan Heights, Tel Dan, Beth
Ha-Emeq, Beth Yerah, Tel Qashish,
and elsewhere. The seals are vari-
ously composed of herringbone,
net, lozenge, and spiral patterns. It
is a homogeneous class, with a great
degree of uniformity and resem-
blance among the seals from various
sites. It is also particularly charac-
teristic of Palestine and was proba-
bly produced by local craftsmen.
Few geometric seals are known from
Syria; their patterns are usually dif-
ferent from those common in Pal-
estine, and any connection between
the seals of the two lands must have
been minimal. However, a large
group of geometric cylinder seal im-
pressions was found at the site of
Lerna in Greece. The impressions
were produced by wooden seals
larger than those common in Pal-
estine, but their similarity to the
geometric patterns of Palestine is
great. It is not clear whether this
similarity between the two cen-
ters of geometric seal production
(Greece and Palestine) is accidental
or whether there was some sort of
contact, and the impressions from
Greece are the result of Palestinian
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; 3 1,
Beth Yerah, and Bab edh-Dhra, Ty
i . The
scenes are composed of humap fig
ures holding hands and appareng,

dancing, a long-horned anima] gen-

erally standing on its hind legs, and

a net pattern in the form of a byjld
ing facade. In the latter detail, win-
dows and paneled construction
appear, typical of temple architec-
ture, and this is how it is often por-
trayed throughout the ancient Near
East. Some impressions show all
three components; others contain
only two, usually the human figures
and the temple facade. Of all the
seal impression scenes discussed
here, these tell the most revealing
tale. What exactly this tale may have
been can only be surmised, in view
of the lack of written sources for the
period in Palestine. Similar scenes,
where human figures appear next
to temples, are known from many
art objects discovered in Syria and
Mesopotamia. They are most com-
mon in glyptic art, from which we
learn that the subject was a favorite
one among seal carvers. In most
cases the human figures appear to be
engaged in a cult dance near the
temple, in front of it, behind it, or
on its roof (in Syrian seals). The
strong bond between the horned
animal and the fertility cult is often
expressed in ancient Near Eastern
art. The appearance of long-horned
animals on the seals may show that
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not human but rather takes the form
of a plant. R. Amiran, the excavator
of Arad, is no doubt correct in
stating that the scene described is
related to the myth of Dumuzi
(Tammuz), as rcpm'lul in Mesopota
mian texts. The summer heat, when
all things wither and dry up, repre
sents the death of Dumuzi, the veg-
etation god. His death must be
mourned (“there sat the women be-
wailing Tammuz,” Ezek. 8:14), and
his resurrection—and with it, that
of plant life—prayed for. The pre-
cise interpretation of the Arad stela
is not entirely clear. Is Dumuzi here
shown in two states, those of death
and resurrection, or does the plaque
portray the act of mourning for the
dead god? Neither is the local name
of this deity known, in the absence
of texts (“Dumuzi” is a Sumerian
name, “Tammuz” a later Babylonian
name). These questions, however,
are secondary; what is certain 1s that
the scene relates to the cult of the
god of plenty, here in his capacity as
\‘cgcmtinn gud
An apparently related cult object
was found in Sanctuary A at Al It
consists of fragments of a stone ves-
sel shaped like a waterskin. Sumer-
ian texts tell us of the goddess Bi-
lulu, who was accused of killing
Dumuzi and was sentenced to be-
come a waterskin. The object from
Ai may thus represent the Bilulu
aspect of the Dumuzi cult. It is one
of a group of vessels of the early
part of the Early Bronze Age II,
which were originally part of the
Acropolis Temple assemblage at Ai.
The cult may have survived into the
Early Bronze Age 111, for when the
Acropolis Temple was abandoned,
the objects were removed to the new
cult place of that phase.

Dumuzi was responsible for the
fertility of the flocks as well as that
of the fields. Perhaps the figures in
the guise of horned animals depicted
in the seal impressions described

above represent a cult of the fertility
of the flocks, parallel to the vegeta
tion cult (1("”(1&'(1 in the /\l'.’nl stela
and no doubt present in other sites
in Palestine.

The continuity evident in the
Pl.“l\ ll' (UI‘ structures Il‘l\ l)('L‘ll
]ll”k'(l, l‘(.'i_'\i“]li”g \Vill] th' (‘]'l(ll
colithic temple at En Gedi, through
the temples of the Early Bronze Age
[ (Megiddo), the Early Bronze Age
[T (Arad), and the Early Bronze Age
[11 (Megiddo, Ai). Itis quite proba-
ble that the cult pr.\cliccd within
these structures exhibited a similar
continuity; lacking texts, however,
the only evidence is circumstantial,
based on the intcrprcmti(m of silent
finds. If this 1s indeed the case, then
fertility occupied a central, if not
solitary, position in the Palestin-
ian cult at least from the Chalco-
lithic pcriod to the end of the Early
Bronze Age. Paralleling the develop-
ment of the economic substructure
from a pastoral economy in the
Chalcolithic to a Mediterranean
economy based on a combination of
pastoralism and agriculture in the
Early Bronze Age, the fertility cult
developed from a cult connected
with the fertility of the flocks and
with milk products in the Chal-
colithic to one connected with the
fertility of both fields and flocks in
the Early Bronze Age.

FOREIGN RELATIONS

The network of relations be-
tween Egypt and Palestine begun
and established in the Early Bronze
Age I continued in the Early Bronze
Age I1. Those settlements of south-
ern Palestine in which a wealth of
Egyptian pottery had appeared—Tel
Erani, Tel Halif, and others—con-
tinued to flourish. The seal impres-
sions of Egyptian officials found on
clay stoppers at En Besor indicate
uninterrupted activity at the site
nearly until the end of the First Dy-
nasty. These settlements should be

viewed as Egyptian trade

where Palestinian export ,:;I'v:m”"'» fist ¢
to |'#,)’Pl were l'“‘}"”‘f‘(l‘ (”l:”:;.m" “C:,'n,
west sunaportad g tiouel eds
u;.u., yetween the two Countyies ; rext
wl?uh passes through northery g;_ niul
nai. A large number of way st % by
that protected and provided }(m(m“ cof
caravans have been die,u:vurcd‘r. ][hc uc!
the highway. The ceramic ﬁndd imy‘ est
the way stations reveal a prcd(:r:'l m
nance of Egyptian pottery at g, i di
and of Palestinian pottery at ,)‘}:; tr

Evidently it was in the interest of w
both thAc Egyptians and the inhap;. v
Fmts of Palestine to maintain thjs i
important trade route. When the A
network of relationships between
I‘,f,;y?t and Palestine collapsed d\lring
the 50g)nd Dynasty, in the latter

half of thc Early Bronze Age I, the
way stations were abandoned, and

the road remained unused for hup-
dreds of years.

The difference in political organi-
zation between the two countries
(which can only be inferred from
what is known of later periods) leads
one to assume that Egyptian trade
was far more centralized than that of
Palestine and that those engaged in it
were the representatives and officials
of the central authority (the royal
court). This may explain the serekh-
bearing Egyptian vessels found in
Palestine and the sealed stoppers
from En Besor. Palestinian trade was
probably freer than Egyptian trade,
and the merchants citizens or repre-
sentatives of various city-states.

Import and export are directly
related to the natural resources of
the land on the one hand and the
standard of living of the population,
or of select groups within it, on the
other. In the absence of mineral
resources, apart from Sinai copper,
agricultural produce and its by-
products formed the main export
potential of Palestine. The lack of
written documents and the per-
ishability of the organic agricultural &
goods impedes the compilation of a
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Fig. 4.31.
from Al

Stone

ceremonidl ax

increasing demand for wood 1n
Egypt. This dem ind brought mer
chants to the coast of Syria and
Lebanon, where they found both
wood in quantity and the great port
of Byblos. The wood, the port, and
|N'|'I.||" also the rise of a ¢ entral
authority in Syria—the kingdom of
Ebla, which ;m»\n|rwf stability and
securitv—may have all combined to
make the region attractive to Egypt
Once Egy pt’s relations with Syria
[Lebanon were ¢ stablished, it lu'\;.m
importing from that country all
those agricultural products that had
previou sly been impor ted from Pal-
estine, a shift attested to by the
essels in which the goods were
shipped, quantities of which have
been found in Egypt in Old King-
dom a 'x_'lefrl,t;"x“v. l)r:\]')llu the re-
‘)Linﬂi.'ll'\u' Hf‘ IlIL' V L‘\\L‘]'x to 1]|L‘L1”iL-
ware jars of Palestine, their more
northerly origin is noticeable.

As trade with Egypt had been
limited, its interruption did not have
a particularly harsh effect on the
economy of Palestine, though it may
have been a decisive factor in the
decline of towns such as Arad and
Tel Erani and in the abandonment of
the miners’ settlements in southern
Sinai and the stations on the North
Sinai caravan route. In most of the
towns of Palestine, however, the
Early Bronze Age III, characterized
by a complete absence of relations
with Egypt, was a period of pros-
perity.

The foreign relations of Palestine
were now directed northward. This
was not a novelty; it is possible that
northern immigrants in the Early
Bronze Age I brought with them
new ideas and objects, and there
were relations in the realm of glyp-
tics between Syria-Lebanon and Pal-
estine. In broad terms, though the
bulk of Palestine’s economic con-
tacts were with Egypt as the main
market for its produce, the source of
spiritual-cultural inspiration re-
mained always in the north. There is
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relations with the north were in-
tensified in the course of the Early
Bronze Age III and spanned cyc,'
greater distances. Apart from the
pottery and metal irtifacts }US[ men-
tioned, there are six object assem-
blages of clear northern origin, all of

the Palestinian Ear

III:

y Bronze Age

A GOLD PLAQUE. The finest
third-millennium gold object so far
found in Palestine comes from a
burial cave near Kinneret, belonging
apparently to the settlement at Beth
Yerah. The plaque is made in a
technique identical to that used in
creating gold objects of the same
period found in Asia Minor, such as
the brooches from the royal tombs
at Alaca Hiiyiik. This resemblance,
as well as mounting evidence that
Anatolia was at this time an exporter
of gold, strongly suggests that the
gold plaque found in Palestine was
imported from Asia Minor.

CEREMONIAL AXES. Two axes
made of greenish stone were dis-
covered in the Ai temple. As the
stone is foreign to Palestine and as
great numbers of similar axes have
been discovered in Asia Minor, there
can be no doubt that that country is
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Fig. 4.32. Ivory bull's head from Jericho
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(.Yl.lNl)l-.l( SEAL
STONS,

blance 1

IMPRES-
There is a striking
Petween geometric seal

impressions from Palestine and
those from Greece,
in motifs

for the de

resems-

The similaritjes
and in the use of the seals
coration of pottery vessels
apparently indicate contact between
Greece and Palestine in the Early
Bronze Age 111, as do other finds,
such as the gold plaque, the ceremo-
nial axes, and the bone handles.
The relations with Syria and,
through Syria, with more northerly
regions characterize the interna-
tional relations of Palestine in the
Early Bronze Age I1I. However,
even when actual imports are identi-
fied (the gold plaque or ceremonial
axes), it cannot be determined
whether an import trade existed or
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Fig. 4.33. Decorated bone h indle
from Jericho and Ai

whether all or most of the object:

represent contacts of a different
sort the ex I)AH‘,’»« ot L(l'[‘. persona
property of foreigners in Palestine
or the like. If actual trade relations
did ¢ X1St, we do not know what 1t
was that Palestine «"n]»u:h_wf [f 1t was
agricultural produce, it was not ot
the sort shipped in pottery con-
tainers, as vessels of Palestinian
origin have not been found in the
north; we must therefore assume it
was JII\_IH' EXports, such as tex-

tiles or food products shipped 1n

sacks or skins.

CHRONOLOGY

The date of the .t"c;iIlr;ili‘_; of
the Early Bronze Age II is closely
linked to that of Narmer, the first
king of the First Dynasty. Abydos
ware, characteristic of the Early
Bronze Age II, appears in Egyptian
tombs that date, at the earliest, to
the reign of Djer, the third king of
the First Dynasty. The year 3000
has here been taken as the approxi-
mate date of Narmer’s accession;
Djer and the appearance of Abydos
ware in Egypt must therefore be
dated about 2950-2900 B.c.E. The
importance of Arad for the chro-
nology of the Early Bronze Age I-
IT must here be reaffirmed: the ves-
sel bearing the incised serekh of
Narmer appears in stratum IV, dated
on ceramic grounds to Early Bronze
Age I; Abydos ware appears in stra-
tum III at Arad. The table below
sums up this Palestine-Egypt
synchronism.
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Byblos and Palestine yet been per-
formed. I)c\,p:iu these difﬁculti{:s,
there are sufficient grounds to 2.
cribe stratum IIT at Byblos to the
Early Bronze Age I1, and strata [V_
V (and perhaps part of stratum Vi)
to the Early Bronze Age III. This
synchronism is of the greatest im-
portance, as there is much in com-
mon between this rich site and the
assemblages of Palestine.

Albright proposed a three-part
division of the Early Bronze AgeIII
based on the presence of Beth Yerah
ware: a phase preceding its intro-
duction, a phase in which this ware
flourishes, and a post Beth Yerah
ware phase. More recent research
suggests that the phase preceding the
appearance of Beth Yerah ware can-
not be substantiated, whereas the
phase following the disappearance of
this ware should probably not be
included in Early Bronze Age IIL

The date of the beginning of

Egypt

Early Bronze Age I

Early Bronze Age I1
first appears.

Arad IV; Narmer serekh
No Abydos ware.

Arad III; Abydos ware

No Abydos ware.

Reign of Djer; Abydos
ware first appears

Narmer founds Dynasty




