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NAHMAN AVIGAD

BULLAE AND SEALS
FROM A
POST-EXILIC JUDEAN ARCHIVE




EDITORIAL FOREWORD

In recent years there has been a considerable increase in the amount of new paleogra-
Dhical material, much of it unique and of great interest. The present study by Professor
Avigad treats one of the most interesting of these finds and is of far-reaching significance
to many fields beyond the usual frame of reference of Archaeology. The entire problem
of the “Yehud” stamps and coins is now set in a new perspective, especially from the
chronological aspect, shedding further light on the obscure initial phases of the Second
Temple period.

It is with this in mind that this study is being published within the fourth volume of
Qedem in parallel English and Hebrew versions, it being felt that this could only enhance
the volume and serve a broader public. Future volumes of Qedem may also be bilingual,
where the subject matter deems it requisite.

YIGAEL YADIN
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INTRODUCTION

Archaeological research can reveal the past
not only through systematic work but also
. occasionally through accidental finds of far-
reaching significance for the advancement and
enhancing of our knowledge. In the course of
archaeological research there have been many
instances, the most significant of which in our
generation has been the Dead Sea Scrolls. The
present discussion focusses upon a much more
modest chance discovery, though also of great
importance for the study of its particular
realm and period.

Before presenting the finds themselves, we
should like to remind the reader of an intrigu-
ing chapter in the archaeology and epigraphy
of Eretz-Israel — closely, even directly, re-
lated to our subject, i.e. the stamped jar-
handles and coins bearing the legend Yehud,
the name of the province of Judah under Per-
sian rule. This provincial designation often
appears in association with the name of a
person or his title. These inscriptions have
often been scrutinized, and the controversies
which have arisen around them are still very
much alive for, in spite of their brevity, they
conceal clues as to the nature of the official
administration and fiscal organization of
Judah in the Persian period, an obscure but
most interesting chapter in the history of
Eretz-Israel and the Jewish people. Research
on the Yehud impressions, reaching a turning
point upon their proper decipherment by
Professor E.L. Sukenik, received new impetus
when numerous new stamped jar-handles were
found a number of years ago in the excava-
tions at Ramat Rahel. These finds led to

further problems and controversies, generally
resulting in another impasse.

No one engaged in the study of this subject
ever thought that these inscriptions stamped
on jars, and other similar legends, would also
be found on clay bullae which had sealed
documents. The present group of finds, how-
ever, represents just such a discovery: Recently,
either accidentally or as a result of other activi-
ties, a collection of more than 70 bullae and
two actual seals came to light.! One of the
seals (No. 14) is directly connected by its
legend to one of the bulla types (No. 5), thus
assuring the homogeneity of the entire group.
Unfortunately, we have been informed of
nothing concerning the site of discovery and
its circumstances, but only that the bullae
were found “in the Jerusalem region”, hidden
in a pottery vessel. Regrettedly, they were sold
to a Jerusalem antiquities dealer without the
jar, and thus a prime means of dating the find
was lost. The two seals were brought to the
dealer separately by the same person, des-

1 All the bullae and seal No. 14 were brought to me
early in August 1974, for my opinion on their authen-
ticity. I was told that they had been purchased by a
local collector of antiquities, who had given permis-
sion to publish them. I had no doubt that they were
authentic. The photographs published here and the
material proper speak for themselves. Seal No. 13
was shown to me late in August 1974, for only a very
short time, insufficient to enable me to have it photo-
graphed, though I did make a sketch and an impres-
sion in plasticene. The photographs were taken by
Z. Radovan.



cribed as an Arab villager. One of the seals
(No. 14) was brought several days after the
bullae and the other (No. 13), several weeks
later. It is common for such finds to be se-
parated so as to obtain a much higher pro-
fit. However, the seals may not have been
found within the same vessel as the bullae, but
separately -after. further search on the same
site.

This discovery has naturally aroused much
interest, and it was desirable to bring the ma-
terial to public notice soon. A mere few weeks
after the bullae first reached me, I was able
to lecture upon them at an archaeological
convention of the Israel Exploration Society,

held in Jerusalem in October 1974. The opi-
nions and interpretations then expressed
briefly are presented here in fuller form, with
no essential modifications. I must point out,
however, that I have benefitted greatly from
discussions on the entire subject with my
colleagues F.M. Cross, A. Malamat, B. Ma-
zar, J. Naveh, H. Tadmor and Y. Yadin.
Most though not all of these scholars tend
to accept my chronological and historical
conclusions. It is hoped that after publication
of the present study the finds will be subjected
to fruitful discussion amongst scholars, to
clarify the problems generated by this new
and important discovery.



THE FINDS

DESCRIPTION

The bullae themselves are small lumps of
clay which had been used to seal letters and /or
documents. They were pressed on the knotted
cord or string tying the rolled papyrus or lea-
ther scroll, and then stamped with seals. Many
of our bullae are still pierced lengthwise, the
hole remaining after the string had disinte-
grated. Several of the bullae bear the imprint
of the string, and of papyrus fibres, on the
reverse. Occasionally, the back of a bulla is
smooth, possibly indicating that the writing
material in those instances was leather rather
than papyrus.

On many of the bullae clear fingerprints are
impressed on the clay. Some bullae are of
carefully formed, regular shape; others are
crude and irregular. The clay is black, brown
or of various shades of red. Each bulla has
been stamped with an oval seal bearing an
inscription, in either one or (more often) two
lines of script. It should be noted that there
are no “decorative” motifs whatsoever, be-
yond a simple linear border or horizontal
dividing lines between the lines of script, as
are often seen on Judean seals of the late First
Temple period.

Many of the inscriptions are well preserved
and readily deciphered. Others are slightly or
considerably worn, or parts of them are miss-
ing as a result of faulty stamping. But since
the inscriptions often repeat themselves on
more than one bulla, even vague letters can
be identified by comparative means. To this
end, we are publishing herein photographs of
all the bullae. Further, we present an ideal
facsimile of each inscription; that is, a com-
posite drawing based, when necessary, on the
clear letters of several impressions of the same
seal. We must also note that several of the
bullae bear “double impressions”. The script
on the bullae is in relief and in positive;

on the seals, the script is intaglio, in retro-
grade.

The collection of finds published here
includes 67 inscribed items. Of these, 65
are bullae (whole or partial; see Pl. 1); and
two are seals. Besides these there were four
sealings and several bulla fragments on which
no traces of script could be discerned (P1. 2).

For the impression of the 65 bullae, only
twelve individual seals were employed. In two
instances inscriptions appear on only a single
bulla. Of the two seals, no impressions were
found.

The entire collection can be classified into
two major groups: The bullae (Nos. 1-12)
and the seals (Nos. 13-14). The bullae are of
two types: Nos. 1-6 are official, stamped in
the name of the province of Judah and some
bearing the names of officials, either with or
without their titles; Nos. 7-12 are of private
individuals.

BULLAE

1. YEHUD (Pl 3)
Three bullae, bearing an identical inscrip-
tion, in one line.

(a) Bulla with irregular margins, partly bro-
ken, 33 x 36 mm, impressed with a round seal
and having a round linear border, 22 mm in
diameter. The back is entirely formless; the
outer layer of clay seems to have peeled off
here. The clay is dark brown to black.

(b—c) Two bullae, of regular shape, 18 mm
in diameter, partly broken. In smoothing the
margins, the linear border was blurred. Black
(c) and red (b) clay.

The inscription includes three large letters,
relatively thick and 6 mm in height.



The only Aramaic letter here is the open
dalet. The two other letters are archaic in
form, in the tradition of the Hebrew script
(see the palaeographical discussion, below).

yhd ™

Fig. 1

yhd The defective spelling of yhwd, the
Aramaic name of Judah, i.e. the province un-
der Persian rule — the medinah (Hebrew) of
Ezra 2: 1, and the yehud medinta (Aramaic)
of Ezra 5: 8. This name is in itself sufficient to
indicate that Judah was a separate adminis-
trative unit, having its own autonomous in-
ternal rule. Further evidence of this is found
in the silver coins of the Persian period bear-
ing the name of the province: yhd. This in-
scription on the bullae demonstrates the
official nature of the documents which they
sealed.

The inscription yhd/yhwd appears also on
jar-handles found on various sites within the
territory of the Persian province of Judah.
These impressions, which will be treated later,
served as official marks on the jars, intended
for taxes in kind. Among these impressions
are several identical in every way with those
on our bullae (see pp. 21ff.).

The bullae, which sealed documents written
on pliable materials, are thus the third type of
evidence of an official nature bearing the name
of the province, alongside the jar-handles and
coins.

2. YEHUD (Pl 4)

Three bullae, inscribed similarly to No. 1,
within a round linear border, 18 mm in dia-
meter.

4

(a) One bulla with wide margins, 24 X 26
mm. Black clay; clear script; back smooth.

(b) One bulla with wide margins, 24 x 25
mm. Black clay, blurred script; the back is
smooth but for the imprint of two strings.

(¢) One bulla with narrow margins, 18 x 19
mm. Red clay; imprint of papyrus on the back.

It would seem that in both Nos. 1 and 2, the
smaller bullae had been affixed to papyri,
whereas the larger ones may have sealed
leather documents or packets of rolled docu-
ments.

The script resembles that of No. 1, though
the letters are thinner and slightly smaller, 4
mm high.

yhd ™

Fig. 2

For the significance of this legend, see No. 1
above.

3. YEHUD HANANA (PL 5)

Three bullae, with an oval linear border
(22 x 19 mm), with two lines of script and a
horizontal line separating them. The letters
are large and relatively thick, 4-5 mm high.
Two of the three bullae are intact, whilst the
third is only partially preserved.

(a) Bulla with wide, irregular margins; part-
ly broken, 29 X 34 mm; dark brown clay.

(b) Round bulla, smoothed around, 24 mm
in diameter; the border of the design is partly
blurred. Dark brown clay.

(c) Part of a bulla as above, 15 X 25 mm. Of



the script, only the lower line is preserved.
Light brown clay.

yhwd
Hanana

™
aan

hAA)
NG

Fig. 3

yhwd Plene spelling, unlike Nos. 1-2,
where the spelling is defective; thus, both
spellings were in use concurrently. The clearly
Aramaic script is most evident in the dalet,
he, waw and het. For further discussion of the
script, see below. This same spelling and
script appears also in jar-impressions (see also
below). For the significance of this term, see
above, No. 1.

honh The name Hanana appears to be a
hypocoristicon of Hananiah (hnnyh). Ano-
ther shoriened form of this name is Hanani
(hnny), very common in Nehemiah’s day; a
person of this latter name was Nehemiah’s
brother (Neh. 1: 2; 7: 2), and a man named
Hananiah was “governor of the castle” of
Jerusalem in Nehemiah’s time (7: 2).

Seal-impressions identical with the above
in shape and text have been found on jar frag-
ments at Ramat Rahel (see below). They seem
as if they had been stamped with the same
seal as our bullae, but differences in the form
of the waw and other minor details indicate
that two different seals were used on the jars
and the bullae, respectively; both seals, how-
ever, would have been identical in size and
form.

Hanana, whose name appears here on an

official seal alongside the name of the pro-
vince, was apparently a governor’s officer in
charge of fiscal matters. A similar seal-impres-
sion, inscribed yhwd |/ *wryw, was found on a
sherd at Jericho. See below.

4 YHWD ...N.. (PL5)

One bulla, 16 X 17 mm. Two lines of script,
with a horizontal line separating them; dark
brown clay. The lower line of script is mostly
obliterated.

The clearly Aramaic script resembles that
of No. 3 in style. Only the he differs, its upper
stroke being almost horizontal and the left leg
very short.

yhwd e
..n.. eedes

- ———

yhwd See the discussion under No. 1,
above.

In the lower line, only a nun in the centre of
the line is legible; the rounded traces before
it, on the right, eliminate hnnh (as on No. 3)
as a possible reading.

5. ELNATHAN THE GOVERNOR (Pl 6)
A bulla of brown clay, excessively cracked,
17 x 20 mm, impressed with an oval seal,
10 X 14 mm. Two lines of script, with a hori-
zontal line separating them.

The Aramaic script is evident mainly in the
form of waw and het; the taw characteris-
tically has two more or less equal strokes, and
thus is closer to the Hebrew form.



Belonging to Elnathan
the Governor

(i
ST

Fig. §

1nIoRY
xmp

’Intn In the Bible, three (or two) persons
named Elnathan were among those sent by
Ezra to Iddo at Casiphia to bring “ministers”
to the Temple in Jerusalem; the first two are
among the “leading men” and the third is
among the “men of insight” (Ezra 8: 15-17).

phw’ This word is known from seal-
impressions on jar-handles discovered at
Ramat Rahel.2 There, the following legends
have been found: yhwd/ yhw'zr| phw’; I’ hzy/
phw’; yhwd] phw’ (see the discussion of the
jar-stamps, below). The meaning of this term
has been disputed. Professor Y. Aharoni first
read phw’, and this was interpreted by Pro-
fessor S. Yeivin as a secondary Aramaic form
of hphh, that is, “the governor”;3 but with the
definite article in Aramaic, the proper form is
known to be pht’4 Professor Y. Kutscher
explained this unusual form as a “back for-
mation” from the plural form of the definite
phwe’, “the governors™. Thus, phw’ is a local
Aramaic form of Hebrew hphh.5

2 Ramat Rahel 1, pp. 32-34, 56 f., pls. 9; 30: 10-13;
Ramat Rahel 1, pp. 21f., 44 £., pl. 20: 1-6, 9.

3 Ramat Rahel 1, pp. 56-57.

4 See the Behistun Inscription; Cowley: Papyri, p.
252, line 18; and the ostraca from Nisa, M. Sznycer:
Semitica 12 (1962), No. 689.

5 Y. Kutscher: Phw’ and its Cognates, Tarbiz 30
(1960), pp. 112-119 (Hebrew). The meaning of the
word pahawata in the Bible is always “the governors”
(Daniel 3: 2-3; 6: 8). In Egypt, an Aramaic papyrus,
apparently from Elephantine, reads in line 4: gbin
Iphwt® ‘I prskn tnh [blmgdl, ‘““We have complained to
the governors concerning your wages here in Migdol.”
See E. Bresciani: RSO 35 (1960), pp. 11-24; J.A. Fitz-

6

Professor F.M. Cross opposed both the
reading phw’ and its above interpretation.6
In his opinion, the letter read waw is actually
a resh; he noted that this letter, partly blurred,
has a “peaked right shoulder”, that is, the
vertical stroke ascends above the cross-bar
extending to the left. In his opinion, this form
would typify the Aramaic waw only in a much
earlier period; it becomes rare in the sixth
century BCE, disappearing altogether after
ca. 500 BCE. From then on, this “peaked
right shoulder” becomes typical of the resh
(or dalet), while the waw is now generally writ-
ten in one stroke with an angled “shoulder”.
Cross thus proposed reading here phr’, that
is, “the potter”. This would make all the
names, appearing on the jars alongside the
word yhwd, those of the potters who had made
the jars (i.e. court potters), rather than gover-
nors of Judah.

Admittedly, in the epigraphic evidence
which Cross presents from the Persian period,
there is no waw with “peaked shoulder”. Our
bullae, in which it is clear that there are solely
waws of this early type, are necessarily earlier

myer: JNES 21 (1962), pp. 15-24. But there rises the
problem, could there have been more than one gover-
nor at Migdol? Professor Kutscher dealt with this
document in an additional note to his above article,
and asked whether this might not be a singular form:
phwt’ = Heb. hphh, “the governor”. Thus, phw’ in
the jar-impressions could be interpreted as an inde-
finite form, that is, = Heb. phh, ‘“‘governor”. Mrs.
Bresciani was aware of this problem and translated
pahawata as ‘“‘funzionari del tesoro” — “treasury
officials”’. J. Naveh holds that this refers to Persian
officials in general; see AION Ns 16 (1966), p. 26. It
appears to the present author that we are to read
pahuta here, in the sense of “prefecture”, “Bezirks-
amt”. This term is not found in the sources, but
cf. Sultanuta, ‘‘authorities”, and archanuta, the latter
derived from the title doywy (used in parallel with
phh). Cf. M. Jastrow: A Dictionary of the Targumim,
the Talmud Babli and Yerushalmi and the Midrashic
Literature, New York, 1950, s.v. An Akkadian
cognate and parallel would be pihatitu, meaning the
office of governor; cf. AHw II, p. 826.

6 F.M. Cross: Judean Stamps, EI 9 (1969), pp. 24 ff.



than the round date of ca. 500 BCE (see
below).

Thus, the word under discussion is to be
read as initially suggested: phw’. It could be
held, however, that because of the close simi-
larity between the waw and resh, the reading
phr’ is after all to be upheld, as suggested by
Cross; for a potter, if indeed he stamped his
name on the jars as Cross opines, could have
impressed his seal on bullae sealing docu-
ments as well. But seal No. 14 in our collec-
tion removes any doubt concerning the proper
interpretation of the disputed term. There-
fore, we accept the initial interpretation and
translate the text: “Belonging to Elnathan
the Governor”™.

Concerning the tetm phh (cf. Akkadian
bél-pihati, or simply pahatu), this title was
borne by the provincial governors of ‘“Beyond
the River”, that part of the Persian Empire
encompassing Judah, among other provinces.
Three governors of Judah are noted in the
Bible by name: Sheshbazzar, “governor”
(Ezra 5: 14); Zerubbabel, “governor of Ju-
dah” (Haggai 1: 1, 14) and Nehemiah, “the
governor” (Neh. 5: 14; 12: 26). In the Ara-
maic Elephantine Papyri, of the 5th century
BCE, “Bagohi, governor of Judah” is men-
tioned,” and coins found at Beth-zur and Tell
Jemme are inscribed “Yehezqiyah the Gover-
nor” (yhzqyh hphh) in palaeo-Hebrew script.8
Our Elnathan thus joins the two governors
noted on the jardimpressions from Ramat
Rahel — Yeho‘ezer (yhw‘zr) and Ahzai ( hzy),
whose title appears in the unusual Aramaic
form phw’. In this connection, we may note
also the seal-impression of *...son of San-
ballat, governor (pht) of Samaria” on a bulla
of the 4th century BCE, found in Wadi Da-
liye, north of Jericho.9

7 Cowley: Papyri, No. 30: 1.

8 L.Y. Rahmani: Silver Coins of the Fourth Century
BC from Tel Gamma, IEJ 21 (1971), pp. 158 ff.

9 F.M. Cross: Papyri of the Fourth Century B.C.
from Déliyeh, in New Directions in Biblical Archaeo-

6. JEREMAI THE SCRIBE (Pl. 6)
Ten bullae, bearing an identical inscription.

(a) Oval bulla, 10 X 13 mm; black clay. This
is the only bulla in the group on which the
entire text is present.

(b—<) Two bullae, 16 X 17 mm. Inscription
partly blurred. :

(d) Light brown clay. The impression is part-
ly off the bulla. Inscription blurred.

(e-j) Broken or fragmentary. Black or.
brown clay.

The two lines of script are separated by a
double horizontal line.

The script is clearly Aramaic lapidary, as is
seen in the letters he, mem, samekh and resh.
We should especially note the form of the
samekh, visible in its entirety on (e).

nd
Tpon

Belonging to Jeremai
the Scribe

yrmy The name Jeremai is a hypocoris-
ticon of Jeremiah (yrmyhw), and appears only
once in the Bible, vocalized Yeremay, as the
name of a person who divorced his foreign
wife under Ezra’s influence (Ezra 10: 33).

hspr Despite the clearly Aramaic script,
the word here, with the article - prefixed, is
Hebrew (see below). The defective spelling is

logy, eds. D.N. Freedman & J.C. Greenfield, New
York, 1969, pp. 41-62, figs. 34-35.



usual in Hebrew. (In contrast, No. 5 above
employs the Aramaic word phw’.)

Scribes were important functionaries within
the bureaucracy of Israel and other peoples.
Note the prominence of Shaphan the Scribe,
Shebna the Scribe, Baruch the Scribe, etc., at
the Judean court. So far, no Hebrew seals of
scribes are known from the First Temple per-
iod; in contrast, two Moabite scribes’ seals
are known, those of “Kemosh‘am (son of)
Kemosh’el the Scribe (hspr)” and “Amoz the
Scribe (hspr)”, as well as one in Aramaic,
“Hwdw the Scribe (spr’).10

In the early Persian period, mention is made
of Ezra the Scribe, who was a spiritual leader
of the people, and Zadok the Scribe, ap-
pointed by Nehemiah to oversee the Temple
Treasury (Neh. 13: 13); compare also in the
Elephantine Papyri: “Scribes of the Trea-
sury” ($pry ’wsr’) and “Scribes of the Pro-
vince” (§pry mdynt’).11 In the Persian Empire,
many scribes were employed in the provincial
administrations; one of them was Shimshai
the Scribe, in the province of Samaria, who
(together with another high official) wrote the
defamatory letter to the King of Persia con-
cerning the Jews’ building the walls of Jeru-
salem (Ezra 4: 8 ff.). Our Jeremai the Scribe
may well have served in a similar capacity in
the administration of the Persian province of
Judah, under the governor Elnathan.

7. BARUCH SON OF SHIMEI (Pl 8)
Eleven bullae of medium and small size, ca.
18 x 25 mm - 14 X 16 mm. Two bullae are of
black clay; the others are reddish-brown. The
design has an oval linear border, 11 X 17 mm,
and a horizontal line separating the two lines
of script. Two of the bullae, (c) and (j), have
“double impressions”.

On most of the bullae, the inscription is well
preserved; on others it is partially effaced.

10 Inscriptions Reveal (Israel Museum Cat. No. 100),
Jerusalem, 1973, Nos. 16-17; CIS 11, 84.
11 Cowley: Papyri, Nos.2: 12; 17: 1, 6.

8

The Aramaic waw and mem are notable, as
are the archaic forms of kaph, ‘ayin and shin.
See the palaeographical discussion, below.

Belonging to Baruch
son of Shimei

b
ynw 13

brwk The name Baruch is spelled plene.
The Book of Nehemiah mentions two persons
of this name, one of them, Baruch son of Zab-
bai, a builder of the wall of Jerusalem and a
signator of the covenant (Neh. 3: 20; 10: 6).

$m’y Shimei is the hypocoristicon of Sim-
eon ($im‘on) or Shemaiah. A peison of this
name was the brother of Zerubbabel (1 Chron.
3: 19). Three other persons of this name di-
vorced foreign wives under the influence of
Ezra (Ezra 10: 23, 33, 38).

bn This word, “son of”, is found on this
and the next three bullae; though Aramaic in
script, the language on these seals is Hebrew.

8. IGAL SON OF ZICHRI (PL 9)
Eleven bullae with identical inscriptions;
black, brown and red clay. Their size varies
between ca. 13 X 14 mm and 18 X 19 mm.
Most of the legends are well preserved. There
is one ‘“double impression” (e); bulla (f)
bears an impression of the string on its face,
rather than on the back. Of (k), only part
remains.

The design has an oval linear border,
9 x 15 mm, with a double line separating the
two lines of script.

The typically Aramaic letters are zayin (re-
markably tall and narrow) and kaph. The
gimel has an early form:



bravd
"3t 13

Belonging to Igal
son of Zichri

Fig. 8

yg’l A person named Igal was a descen-
dant of Zerubbabel (1 Chron. 3: 22).

zkry The name Zichri is a hypocoristicon
of Zechariah. A person of this name was
among the priests, and returned from Exile
with Zerubbabel (Neh. 12: 17).

9. ELEAZAR SON OF NAHUM (Pl 12)
Nine bullae, identical in their legends. Black
and brown clay; 13 X 16 mm - 14 X 22 mm.
The design has a barrel-shaped linear border,
9 x 13 mm; a single line separates the two lines
of script. One bulla (g) has a ““double impres-
sion”’; two (h-i) are preserved only in part.

The clearly Aramaic letters are zayin and
het.

MNMYSRY
om 13

Belonging to Eleazar
son of Nahum

I'zr Several persons bearing this name
are mentioned in the Books of Ezra and Ne-
hemiah. One, the son of Phinehas, assisted in
weighing the Temple vessels brought by the
Exiles returning with Ezra (Ezra 8: 33); ano-
ther, a priest, participated in the inaugura-
tion of the city-wall of Jerusalem (Neh. 13:
27). A third, of the descendants of Parosh, had

wed a foreign woman in Ezra’s day (Ezra -
10: 25).

nhm This name is vocalized in three ways
in the MT: Nahum, Nehum and Naham; in
the second instance, the person was among
the returnees with Zerubbabel (Neh. 7: 7).

10. SAUL SON OF NAHUM (PL 13)
Four bullae, with identical inscriptions.
Black and light brown-clay, ca. 11 X 13 mm -
14 x 15 mm. In the design, a ladder-like pat-
tern separates the two lines of script.

The inscriptions are partially blurred; of
(d), only the lower line is impressed.

We may note the early form of shin and the
Aramaic het.

Sreb
om 13

Belonging to Saul
son of Nahum

Fig. 10

§’1 This is the name Saul; it occurs once in
Ezra 10: 29, vocalized Sheal, as the name of a
person in the days of Ezra, who had wed a
foreign woman; the name there, however,
should perhaps be read as Yish’al.12

nhm For Nahum, see No. 9, above.
11. ELEAZAR (Pl 13)
Two small bullae, 10 X 13 mm; brown clay.

(a) Unusually crude, thick lump of clay, not
flattened out during impression, as was usual.

12 See the seal /hgy ys’l, J. Prignand: RB 71 (1964),
pp. 372-376.



(b) A more regular form, partly broken.

One line of script. The zayin is Aramaic
in form; the ‘ayin is closed.

[Belonging to] Eleazar  91yYR[Y]

’Izr For the name Eleazar, see No. 9,
above.

12. MICAH (PL 14)

Seven bullae with identical inscriptions;
black, light brown and light reddish-brown
clay; 12 X 14 mm - 16 X 18 mm; (c), with a
“double impression”, is larger: 18 X 19 mm.
(g) is partly missing. The one-line inscription
has a linear border, 11 X 18 mm, and is quite
clear on all the bullae.

Paléeographically, we may note the absence
of clearly Aramaic forms, Hebrew scribal
tradition prevailing here.

Belonging to Micah b

mykh The name Micah, a hypocoristicon
of Micaiah, peculiar to the Prophet, appears
in the variant spelling myk’ as the name of one
of the Levites who signed Nehemiah’s co-
venant (Neh. 10: 11).

10

SEALS

13. YEHUD (Pl. 15)

This seal is conoid, of reddish limestone re-
sembling “Jerusalem stone”, well smoothed
but not polished, with a suspension hole; the
oval, slightly convex base measures 15 X 21
mm; the seal is 36 mm high.

On the base are three letters in retrograde,
partly worn.

The first letter is an archaic yod, partly
worn. Of the second letter only the apex re-
mains, the lines of which are quite thin but
sufficient to identify it as an Aramaic oblique
he. The final letter, an open dalet, is intact.

yhd ™

1:1

Fig. 13

This inscription is parallel to the legend of
bullae Nos. 1 and 2, above, though the he here
is Aramaic in form. Impressions of this type
have been found on jar-handles, where the
letters are thick and crude, and it would seem
that they do not stem from this particular seal.

This is the first seal of the yhd class to be
found, and so far the only one from our region
which can be defined as the seal of a country.
It is taller than the usual conoids, and con-
venient for use. The conoid form was quite
common in Babylonia and Persia, and the
shape of similar seals in Eretz-Israel, where it
is not common, is derived from those lands



14. SHELOMITH MAIDSERVANT OF
ELNATHAN THE GOVERNOR (Pl 15)
This is a scaraboid of a black, polished
stone, with a suspension hole. It is 15mm long,
11 mm wide and 5 mm thick. There are several
cracks in the stone, and a few pieces of the
inscribed face have chipped off. The flat face
is divided into four registers by three double
lines; the upper register was apparently left
blank, though there may have been some very
small design in the centre. The other three
registers are inscribed as follows:

Belonging to Shelomith  nwmbwb
maidservant of Elna-  -i5x nnx
than ph.. ..fD N

The Aramaic character of the script is evi-
dent mainly in the letters mem and taw. The
mem in the second line slants down to the
right. The archaic form of the shin should
especially be noted. The lamed at the start of
the text is damaged, but it is still distinguish-
able. At the end of the second line there are
traces of a letter, which can be restored as nun,
in accord with the context. The zaw at the start
of the third line is very small, as if initially
forgotten and then crowded in before the nun.
The last word begins with a clear pe, after
which it is damaged; only the very tip of the
right stroke of the ket is visible. In the light
of bulla No. 5, of “Elnathan the Governor”,

and in the light of the clear connection be-
tween the two legends, there is no doubt that
the word here should be restored to read phw’.
The full text would then read: nax nwnbwb
xmp ni>x “Belonging to Shelomith, maid-
servant of Elnathan the Governor”.

Slmyt The feminine form of the name She-
lomi. In spite of its feminine form, this name
appears several times in the Bible as a mascu-
line name, but only twice as feminine. In the
period under discussion, it appears as the
name of the daughter of Zerubbabel, gover-
nor of Judah (1 Chron. 3: 19).

’Intn phw’ This is the person mentioned
on bulla No. 5. His appearance on this seal
strengthens the interpretation of phw’ =
hphh = “the governor”; for the connection,
dependence or bond between the owner of
this seal and a governor seems more likely
than one with a potter or a lesser official.

mh The definition of the term amah =
“maidservant™ on the present seal is of con-
siderable importance. The term is known on
two Ammonite seals of the 7th:century BCE:
“Aliah maidservant of Hananel”,13 and
“*nmwt maidservant of dblbs$”,14 on neither
of which the offical capacity of the “master”
is noted. The term amah is found also in a
Hebrew tomb-inscription in Jerusalem (700
BCE), relating that the owner of the tomb, a
high ranking royal official (bearing the title
*$r ‘I hbyt, “major domo’) was buried together
with his amah.15

The precise meaning of amah in the above
inscriptions has been disputed. The present
seal adds to the controversy, but it appears

13 N. Avigad: A Seal of a Slave-wife (amah), PEQ
1946, pp. 125-132.

14 A, Reifenberg: Ancient Hebrew Seals, London,
1950, No. 36.

15 N. Avigad: The Epitaph of a Royal Steward from
Siloam Village, IEJ 3 (1953), pp. 137-152.
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that it is not decisive. Unfortunately, there are
no true parallels in neighbouring lands which
might throw further light on our subject.16
The basic meaning of the word amah in the
Bible is “‘maidservant”, that is, a woman pur-
chased for household service, but outranking
the $phh, “bondmaid”. She is often a secon-
dary wife, bearing children to her master, that
is, a concubine.17 In the social structure of the
biblical world, such a maidservant could in
certain circumstances achieve a considerable
status in her master’s house.!8 This was so
also in later times. According to the Jerusalem
Talmud (Ketubot v, 33d), her status was
often not far from that of a legal wife: “A
wife has a ketuba (‘“‘marriage contract™) and
stipulations of a ketuba; a concubine has a
ketuba, and does not have stipulations of a
ketuba.”

The present author interpreted the appella-
tion amah appearing on the first of the Am-

16  One of the few inscriptions mentioning the maid-
servant is a Phoenician dedication engraved on an
ivory box found at Ur. Because the word following
amat is damaged, we know nothing of the context.
This inscription reads: (1) ’rn [z]n mgn *mtbl bt pt’s
‘mt’[...] (2) met I'strt dty tbrky bymy ’dnn [...] bn
ysd. H. Donner-W. Réllig: Kanaandische und Ara-
madische Inschriften, Wiesbaden, 1962, No. 29.

17 Hagar was Sarah’s sphh and the amah of Abra-
ham, given to him by Sarah as a second wife (Gen.
16: 3; 21: 10).

18  See my articles above, nn. 13 and 15. The studies
on this subject are numerous: N. Neufeld: Ancient
Hebrew Marriage, London, 1944, pp. 68 ff.; L.M.
Epstein: Marriage Laws in the Bible and the Talmud,
Cambridge (Mass.), 1942, Ch. II, Concubinage; I.
Mendelsohn: Slavery in the Near East, New York,
1949; G.R. Driver & J.C. Miles: The Babylonian Laws
1, Oxford, 1952. The status of the amah among the
Jews in the period of our seal can be illuminated by
the Elephantine Papyri. In one document an Ele-
phantine Jew declares his maidservant — who had
borne him a daughter — to be his wife, manumitting
her upon his death. In another document, a Jew takes
a purchased maidservant as his wife; the marriage did
not imply manumission, but the maidservant gains the
rights of a legal wife, including inheritance rights. See
E.G. Kraeling: The Brooklyn Museum Aramaic Pa-
pyri, New Haven, 1953, Nos. 2 and 5.
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monite seals and in the tomb-inscription, in
the manner just noted, with no further support
at the time. In the meanwhile, an Akkadian
inscription ascribed to a royal tomb of the
Middle Babylonian period (1500-1300 BCE),
mentioning a king of Susa and his four maid-
servants,19 has been published.

The connection between the tomb of a king
of Elam and his maidservants and that of a
royal official and his maidservant in Judah is
too remote for any significant comparison.
Despite this, such a distant parallel does add
something to our argument that the amah of
the Royal Steward tomb-inscription was a
concubine. There are other opinions, that the
amah in the tomb-inscription was a legal wife
in every way, for: (a) The word amah merely
refers metaphorically to submission to the
husband, a typically oriental manner of phras-
ing. A possible historical parallel has been
cited from an Assyrian source, in which one
Zaktu, the wife of Sennacherib, King of As-
syria, denotes herself “amtu of Sennacherib”.
Professor H. Tadmor, however, informs me
that the reading amtu here is no longer ac-
cepted.20 (b) Where royal officials bear the

19 Professor M. Weinfeld has kindly provided the
following note on this inscription:

The inscription is engraved on a brick which, in the
opinion of Professor Erika Reiner of Chicago, is from
a royal Elamite tomb of ca. the Middle Babylonian
period. The inscription is written in Akkadian and
reads: “Tepti-ahar, King of Susa (made) a statue of
himself and of his maidservants (a-ma-ti-su), to whom
he is gracious. . . . He built a house of baked bricks....
When night falls four women of the guardian of the
house (shall appear). ... When dawn breaks . .. they
should remember [in my opinion this refers to a cere-
mony for the remembrance of the dead — M.W.]...
and they (the women) may come out and go.” The
inscription was most recently edited by E. Reiner
(aided by readings of Landsberger and Jacobsen) in
AfO 24 (1973), pp. 95 f.

20 Professor H. Tadmor has kindly provided the
following note on this subject:

In the Neo-Assyrian document Harper ABL 1239 —
a fealty-oath formula (adé) for the accession of Ashur-
banipal — the noblewoman Naki’a-Zakitu, grand-
mother of the king, is denoted “SAL.KUR of Sen-



title ‘ebed, “servant”, or any other such title,
their wives bear the appellation amah as an
honorific title.2! What typifies all these inter-
pretations is the assumption that there was a
matrimonial relationship between the de-
ceased and his amah buried along with him
in one and the same tomb.

The situation is somewhat different with a
seal of an amah. The previous interpretations
might apply here, too, but there is now a fur-
ther array of considerations to be taken into
account. Of course, one need not consider the
numerous Akkadian seals, on which the own-
ers are denoted ‘“maidservant” of a deity;22
these are votive seals, irrelevant to our subject.

In discussing the two seals of Ammonite
maidservants mentioned above, Albright re-
garded the term amah as a title parallel to
‘ebed, found on the seals of high officials in
royal service.23 That is, these amah seals be-

nacherib, mother of Esarhaddon, King of Assyria”
(lines 1-2). Since the sumerogram SAL.KUR is gene-
rally read as amtu, ‘“‘maidservant”, this was interpreted
here as if Naki’a-Zak(tu were denoting herself ‘“maid-
servant of Sennacherib” (thus, for instance, L. Water-
man: Royal Correspondence of the Assyrian Empire 11,
Ann Arbor, 1930, p. 361; Hildegard Lewy: JNES 11
[1952], p. 282, n. 92). We presently know, however,
that the title SAL.KUR, in association with the name
of a king, is merely a variant of the title SAL.E.GAL,
‘“Wife of the Palace”, that is, ““queen”, and not “‘maid-
servant”. Though this expression always denotes the
““‘queen” or the “lady”, it never appears in phonetic
spelling, as usual when it is to be read sa ekalli; and
thus the segal in Psalms 45: 10 and Neh. 2: 6. And see
CAD E, pp. 61-62; AHw, p. 193a; B. Landsberger:
Baumgartner Festschrift (= VT Supplement 16), pp.
198-204.

21 This possibility was suggested to me by Professor
Y. Yadin.

22 L. Legrain: Culture of the Babylonians, Phila-
delphia, 1925, No. 459; D. Douglas van Buren: The
Cylinder Seals of the Pontifical Biblical Institute, Rome,
1940, No. 30; H.H. von der Osten: Ancient Oriental
Seals in the Collection of Mrs. Agnes Baldwin Brett,
Chicago, 1936, pp. 59: 70; 60: 82. See also *mt ’Im in
a Phoenician inscription — CIS'1, 378.

23 W.F. Albright: Notes on Ammonite History, in
Miscellanea Biblica B. Ubach, Monserrat, 1954, p. 134.

longed to female functionaries (or other dis-
tinguished women), in the service of royalty
or nobles. In support, Albright cited two pa-
rallels on Babylonian cylinder-seals, the
owners of which were denoted maidservants
of persons, apparently kings. But it appears
that these seals contain no titles and there is
no assurance that the “masters” there were
indeed kings.24 Thus, these cylinder-seals pro-
vide nothing actual toward clarifying the na-
ture of the maidservants on the Ammonite
seals.

The problem of the amah arises anew with
the seal of Shelomith, maidservant of Elna-
than the Governor. Here for the first time is
what Albright sought in order to prove his
theory, i.e. a title of the “master” of the amah.
Further, this seal was found in a context with
an official seal and official bullae. Outwardly,
the interpretation seems clear: Shelomith was
a functionary of the governor. This appears
reasonable, but absolute proof is not forth-
coming, for it could be held that she was his
wife-concubine, and also fulfilled a particular
function within his administration — all this
assuming, of course, that the seal was not a
private seal but one in official use.

Whatever the correct interpretation of
amah, it is clear that Shelomith, the owner of
this seal, was a woman of high standing. We
shall return to this matter in our summary,
below.

SCRIPT, LANGUAGE AND DATING

The general chronological framework of
our bullae is certain; their connection with
the province of Judah fixes their place within
the Persian period. The problem is to place
them within a more precise dating. If it were
possible to identify with any degree of cer-
tainty even one of the persons mentioned on

24 Jbid., p. 134, n. 21, with reference to Legrain, op.
cit. (above, n. 22), Nos. 247 and 341. See recently
Cross: BASOR 212 (1973), p. 15, n. 23.
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the bullae with a biblical figure, the chrono-
logical problem would be solved in a most
satisfactory manner. This, however, has not
been forthcoming, and since the archaeolo-
gical context of the bullae is unknown, we are
left solely with the palaeographical criteria
for determining their date.

Palaeography has also underlain the dating
of the yhd jar-handle impressions, which are
certainly related directly to the bullae. The
palaeographical considerations in these im-
pressions were based on a small number of
inscriptions. We now possess a much larger
number of inscriptions, displaying several
significant key letters; this enables a new pa-
laeographical analysis of the jar-impressions
and their comparison with the bullae, in order
to arrive at a more precise and better founded
chronological evaluation of the corpus. The
importance of this matter leads us to devote a
detailed discussion to this palaeographical
aspect (see Figs. 15 and 16).

The comparative discussion is based, where
necessary, upon the general corpus of Ara-
maic inscriptions,25 though it mainly relies
upon several lapidary inscriptions of gene-
rally agreed dating, as well as some actually
dated (Fig. 15):

1. The Bar-Rakkib inscription, Zinjirli, late
8th century BCE.26

2. The Neirab stela from Syria, ascribed
to the mid-7th century BCE.27

3. Ammonite seals, 7th century BCE.28

25 Cf. especially Naveh: Aramaic Script, pp. 4-21;
51-68; figs. 1-3; 10-11; M. Lidzbarski: Handbuch der
nordsemitischen Epigraphik 1, Hildesheim, 1898, pl.
XLV; G.A. Cooke: A Textbook of North-Semitic In-
scriptions, Oxford, 1903, p. xmr; F. Rosenthal: Die
aramdistische Forschung seit Th. Noldeke’s Verdffent-
lichungen, Leiden, 1939, Tables 1-2. '

26 Lidzbarski, op. cit. (above, n. 25), pl. xx1v.

27 Cooke, op. cit. (above, n. 25), pls. V—VI.

28 N. Avigad: Ammonite and Moabite Seals, in Near
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4. An Ammonite inscription from Tell Siran,
ca. 600 BCE.29

5. An Aramaic inscription purchased in
Beirut, assumed to originate in northern Le-
banon or Syria (the “Beirut inscription’’);30
it is ascribed by its editor to the Assyrian pe-
riod (7th century BCE), though an early 6th
century BCE dating seems more probable
(J. Naveh).31

6. Clay tablet from Assur, dated 571/70
BCE (the “Starcky tablet”).32

7. The small stele from Saqqara, ascribed
to the late 6th century BCE.33

8. A tomb-stele from Saqqara, dated 482
BCE.34

9. A stele from Assuan, dated 458 BCE.3S

10. A stele from Teima in northern Ara-
bia,36 ascribed to the middle (Cross) or late
(Naveh) 5th century BCE.

11. A small altar from Lachish, ascribed
to the first half of the 5th century BCE.37

First we shall define several terms used be-
low: “Archaic” or “classical’” refers to the ear-
ly forms of letters, common to the Aramaic,
Phoenician and Hebrew scripts (9th-7th cen-

Eastern Archaeology in the Twentieth Century, ed. J.A.
Sanders, New York, 1970, pp. 285 ff.

29 F.M. Cross: Notes on the Ammonite Inscription
from Tell Siran, BASOR 212 (1973), pp. 12-15; H.O.
Thompson & F. Zayadine, ibid., p. 7.

30 A. Caquot: Une inscription araméenne d’époque
assyrienne, Hommages a André Dupont-Sommer, Paris,
1971, p. 11.

31 Naveh: Aramaic Script (Hebrew edition), p. 57.
32 J. Starcky: Syria 37 (1960), pp. 99-115.

33 A. Dupont-Sommer: Syria 33 (1956), pp. 79-87.
34 CIS1,122.

35 M. de Vogiié: CRAIBL 1903, pp. 269-270.

36 CISm, 113,

37 Cross: BASOR 193 (1969), p. 22.



turies BCE). “Early Aramaic” refers to Ara-
maic forms employed in the 8th—-6th centuries
BCE; ‘“‘developed Aramaic” refers to those
Aramaic forms which evolved during the
Persian period (5th-4th centuries BCE).

Alef Retains its classical form, compris-
ing a horizontal V and a vertical stroke. The
Aramaic alef is not represented amongst the
bullae.

Bet Always closed, in the archaic fashion.
The latest inscriptions containing this form
of bet are the Beirut inscription (early 6th
century BCE) and the inscription incised in
vulgar script on a libation vessel from Egypt
(late 6th-early 5th centuries BCE).38 The open
Aramaic bet is not represented.

Gimel Upright, with a small head, re-
taining the archaic form. The typical Aramaic
gimel has two long, oblique strokes.

Dalet Open, as is usual in the Aramaic
script of the 7th century BCE on. In the 7th
and 6th centuries BCE, two forms are em-
ployed, closed and open.

He This letter appears on the bullae in its
two principal forms. The classical form with
three horizontal bars appears in the word yhd
together with the Aramaic dalet, and in bulla
No. 12, which "does not include Aramaic
letter-forms. This archaic ke still appears in
the Neirab inscription (7th century BCE) and
later it appears to have dropped out of use or
it appears only sporadically, as on our bullae
and on the stamped jar-handles. In the bullae,
the Aramaic he is manifest in its two variants:
the oblique and that with the upper stroke
horizontal; typologically, the first is earler,

38 CIS 1, 123. This inscription has been ascribed
correctly by J. Naveh to the end of the sixth century
or the beginning of the fifth century BCE, on the
basis of the archaic letter-forms it contains (Naveh:
Aramaic Script, p. 30).

but both variants were employed in the 6th- -
4th centuries BCE.

Waw The chronological significance of
the waw on the bullae has already been em-
phasized (No. 5). It is characterized by a head
in which the small, bent left stroke joins the
veriical not at the upper extremity but slightly
lower down. This forms an open head with
two projections, similar to the Aramaic dalet
and resh, though smaller. Such a waw is typi-
cal of the early Aramaic script and is found in
the Neirab inscription and earlier. The Beirut
inscription shows a sort of transitional form.
In the 6th century BCE, the waw is formed in a
single stroke, with an angular shoulder, losing
the upper right “peak”. Cross has correctly
observed that in all the lapidary inscriptions
from the 5th century BCE, the waw lacks this
“‘peaked shoulder”. Thus, it is impossible to
ascribe the waw on the bullae to a date later
than the end of the 6th century BCE.

Zayin The Aramaic form resembles the
Latin letter Z, and appears in Aramaic lapi-
dary script throughout its span.

Het The usual Aramaic form, with a
single horizontal bar..

Yod The employment of the classical yod
in Aramaic lapidary script is most common
even in the Persian period.

Kaf This letter employs two forms: the
archaic kaf with two oblique strokes stemming
from a single point on the upper part of the
vertical (the latest Aramaic inscription show-
ing this sort of kaf is the stele from Saqqara
dated 482 BCE); the second form (bulla No.
8), with a single oblique stroke, the Aramaic
form first noted in the Neirab inscription of
the 7th century BCE, is found in the Teima in-
scription (5th century BCE) and is employed
throughout the Persian period.

Lamed Retains its usual form.
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Mem This letter is represented on the bul-
lae in three stages of evolution. The earliest,
typologically, is that on bulla No. 9, still pos-
sessing a zigzag head in the classical tradition.
Parallels later than the Neirab inscription (7th
century BCE) are hard to find. The other forms
of mem are Aramaic, typified by the horizon-
tal bar of the head. The forms in bullae
Nos. 7 and 10 and seal No. 14 are common
in the 7th-6th centuries BCE and that on bulla
No. 6, with angled shoulder, is especially com-
mon in the Persian period; it is found earlier,
however; and cf. the Beirut inscription (6th
century BCE). The mem of bulla No. 12 is
peculiar in its relatively large head and in the
slightly curved, main vertical stroke; this
form is not Aramaic, but is closer to Hebrew
and Moabite.

Nun Typified by the left ‘“tick”, shorter
than usual, and the wide horizontal bar.

Samekh Occurs only once, on bulla No. 6.
The peculiar Aramaic cursive form of samekh
resembles a yod with an additional stroke on
the lower right; it is very common in the lapi-
dary script from the early 6th century BCE on
(Beirut inscription and Starcky tablet), and
during the entire Persian period (Teima in-
scription). This samekh appears on ou1 bullae
for the first time in the epigraphy of Eretz-
Israel.

‘Ayin The closed archaic ‘ayin of the bul-
lae is not generally found in Aramaic inscrip-
tions after the 7th century BCE (Neirab inscrip-
tion). It still occurs, however, in the Beirut
inscription (early 6th century BCE). Its appear-
ance on bullae of the Persian period is quite
surprising and does not enable a daiing any
later than the 6th century BCE.

Pe Of usual form; the vertical stroke is
slightly curved.

Resh This letter is represented in two
forms: the closed (bullae Nos. 7-9 and 11);
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and the open (bulla No. 6). The closed resh is
the archaic form, quite rare after the 7th cen-
tury BCE (Neirab inscription). It is still found,
however, in the Tell Siran and Beirut inscrip-
tions (early 6th century BCE) and the “vulgar”
inscription from Egypt (late 6th—early 5th
centuries BCE).39 The open form begins already
in the Aramaic lapidary script of the 7th cen-
tury BCE and continues to the 4th century BCE
and later.

Shin The classical zigzag shin appears still
in the Tell Siran and Beirut inscriptions (early
6th century BCE) and on the small stele from
Saqqara (late 6th century BCE). Thus, the shin
on the bullae should not be dated any later
than the 6th century BCE.

Taw The taw resembling the Latin letter
X (bulla No. 5) is of the archaic tradition and
is almost entirely lacking in the Aramaic
script. In contrast, the cruciform taw on seal
No. 14, in which one stroke is longer than the
other, is typical of the early Aramaic script
from its beginnings. In the lapidary inscrip-
tions we have found no parallel later than the
Tell Siran inscription (ca.600 BCE). In the
Beirut inscription (6th century BCE), the taw
has already lost its cruciform shape, the short-
er stroke being drawn only to the right of the
longer one; but since the early form of taw
still appears in the cursive script of the Sag-
qara Papyrus (ca. 600 BCE), we may assume
thatin the 6th century BCE there was still spor-
adic employment of the lapidary form. The
end of the 6th century BCE would thus be the
latest to which our bulla No. 5 and seal No. 14
could be ascribed. In the developed form of
taw, of the Persian period, the right stroke re-
gularly bends downward (the Teima inscrip-
tion).

In summing up our palaeographical dis-
cussion of the bullae, we can state that the

39 Ibid.



script of these sealings and of the two seals is
the Aramaic lapidary with a strong blend of
archaic elements. Except for the yod, all these
archaic letter-forms went out of general use in
the Aramaic script after the 6th century BCE.
We must especially note the key letters, such
as the he with three horizontal bars, the round
‘ayin and the zigzag shin which are found only
in one or two instances in inscriptions of the
6th century BCE, and which are simply no
longer found in the known inscriptions of the
Sth century BCE.

Even among the actual Aramaic letters,
early forms are predominant. The outstand-
ing key letter is the cruciform taw, for which
we have found no parallels among the lapi-
dary inscriptions later than the 7th century
BCE. In the cursive, it survived in the early 6th
century BCE. Thus, our zaw should not be later
than the 6th century BCE. Among all the other
common Aramaic letter-forms of the bullae
which occur in the Persian period (open dalet,
he, zayin, het, kaf, mem, samekh, open resh),
there is none which did not crystallize earlier,
in the 6th century BCE. It should be noted that
several letters (he, kaf, mem, resh, taw) appear
in alternate forms on the bullae: archaic and
Aramaic. This would point to a period of
transition and crystallization within the Ara-
maic script.

In the light of all the above data, we should
properly ascribe our bullae to the 6th century
BCE. They cannot be placed any later than this,
for the many archaic and early Aramaic letters
found on the bullae were no longer in use dur-
ing the 5th century BCE. Further, they can be
placed no earlier because the forms of certain
letters had not yet evolved in the lapidary
script prior to the 6th century BCE.

We are faced with the question of where
within the 6th century BCE we are to place the
bullae. Here, palacography alone does not
seem to be decisive. Too little is known of the
evolution of the Aramaic script within the 6th
century BCE or of the possible regional differ-
ences within this development. If we compare
the bullae with the Tell Siran and Beirut in-

scriptions, ascribed to the early 6th century
BCE, we observe that there is much in common
between them, with a clear proportion of early
and late letter-forms besides, of course, teh
Ammonite elements in the Tell Siran inscrip-
tion. Historical considerations, however,
would indicate a time-gap between the bullae
and the Ammonite inscription. Thus, we must
resort to historical and regional considera-
tions in addition to palacography.

We have already stated above that the con-
nexion of the bullae with the Persian province
of Judah necessitates their ascripiion to the
Persian period, andno earlietr. The epigraphic
material in Eretz-Israel in the 6th century BCE
is very meagre. Actually, we know of only the
inscriptions incised on jar-handles at Gi-
beon40 and the brief inscription on a similar
handle from ha-Mosah.4! These are generally
ascribed to the Babylonian period, ca. the
second quarter of the 6th century BCE. They
are written in the Hebrew script, with first
hints of Aramaic influence in the ha-Mosah
inscription.

So far, no Aramaic inscriptions have been
found in Eretz-Israel from the period of Baby-
lonian control here, and thus we have no
knowledge of the development of the Aramaic
script in this country in the 6th century BCE.
This script apparently penetrated into Eretz-
Israel to a significant extent only with the re-
turn of Exiles from Babylonia. To that same -
time, that is, the end of the 6th century BCE, we
should apparently ascribe our collection of
bullae and seals. Of course, we cannot deter-
mine more precise limits, and their span may
have extended beyond the turn of the century.
See also the discussion below, on the jar-
handle inscriptions.

Yet, there remains the problem of the early
script peculiar to the bullae and seals, even if

40 J.B. Pritchard: Hebrew Inscriptions and Stamps
JSrom Gibeon, Philadelphia, 1959.
41 N. Avigad: IEJ 22 (1972), p. 6, fig. 4, pl. 3.
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we place the collection so early as the begin-
ning of the Persian period. For example, tak-
ing the seal of Shelomith (No. 14) on the sole
basis of its script, without knowing the seal’s
background, it could be dated with little hesi-
tancy to the 7th century BCE. But it is con-
nected integrally with the bulla of Elnathan
the Governor (No. 5), and from the palaeo-
graphical point of view both these objects
are on an equal plane. The title phw’, “the
governor”, certainly places the bulla within
the Persian period.

The same can be said of the bullae of Ba-
ruch son of Shimei (No. 7) or those of Eleazar
son of Nahum (No. 9), and others. On the
sole basis of their script, they would not ne-
cessarily be ascribed to the Persian period, but
the context of this homogeneous collection
does place them there.

How is it that in this early period of the
Persian Empire — by which time the Aramaic
script had already taken great strides — it
appears in Judah with a distinctly archaic
flavour? Basically, it is possible that regional
differences arise in the rate of development
of a script, and its development in a given
outlying land would not necessarily be de-
pendent upon the mainstream course.

The Ammonite script, for instance, already
in the 9th century BCE, had adopted the Ara-
maic lapidary form.42 In the 7th century BCE,
it was still retaining the pure Aramaic forms
(Fig. 15:3), and was somewhat archaic, lag-
ging behind the general trend of the Aramaic.
Towards the end of the 7th century and early
in the 6th century BCE, the Ammonite script
began developing specific forms (Fig. 15:3),
to the extent that Cross denotes it the Am-
monite national script.43 Yet the Ammonite-
Aramaic script remains outstanding for its
decided archaism. With the beginning of the

42 S. Horn: BASOR 193 (1969), pp. 3-5; Cross, ibid.,
p. 15.
43 Cross, op. cit. (above, n. 29), p. 13.
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Persian period, the Ammonite script fades
away, Imperial Aramaic replacing it.

In the case of our bullae, the above would
not hold. In Judah, Aramaic script had no
lengthy history, no past; in any event, it would
be impossible to speak of a gradual develop-
ment prior to its being introduced from out-
side, at the beginning of the Persian period.
Moreover, the archaic Aramaic script of the
bullae appears suddenly, at a time when the
Ammonite script has already disappeared
from use. It must be remembered that the
owners of the seals which sealed the bullae
were apparently among the earlier of the re-
turnees from Babylonia; and they probably
brought with them the use of Aramaic script,
but the hitch is that in Babylonia proper at
this time, the Aramaic script had progressed
much further than the stage represented on
the bullae. And this is the dilemma.

There remain two open possibilities in sum-
ming up our discussion: (a) We still are not
sufficiently familiar with the development of
the Aramaic script in our area and thus we
must await further epigraphic discoveries —
this is the safer course; or (b) we can seek a
seemingly paradoxical solution which, at least
in my opinion, possesses a certain reasonabi-
lity. What I mean is that much of the archaic
quality of the script of the bullae is to be as-
sociated with the fact that the Aramaic script
in Judah was not local and early, but im-
ported and recent. At the time of the bullae,
it had not yet crystallized in its new environ-
ment. As we have seen, there is a considerable
struggle between Aramaic forms and archaic
forms of one and the same letter. It appears
that in these cases the archaic forms originated
in the local Hebrew script. Otherwise, it would
be difficult to determine from whence came,
for instance, the classical e which had already
long disappeared from the Aramaic script,
and other similar phenomena. And one bulla
(No. 12) lacks all traces of Aramaic script.
After only a short time, the Aramaic script
adapted contemporaneous, developed forms,
e.g. the Aramaic alef, yod, and ‘ayin on the



stamped jars. Bul it is also possible that at the
time one person wrote in the one style and
another in the other, assuming that the Ara-
maic script was not crystallized among the ini-
tial Babylonian returnees, who were still im-
bibed with Hebrew influence, as is also evident
in the language of the bullac — Hebrew. Yet
these explanations are hardly decisive in settl-
ing the question of the origin of this archaic
Aramaic script on the bullae.

The script of the bullae is certainly Ara-
maic, but the language is Hebrew, as is in-
dicated by the use throughout of the word bn,
“son of”’, the prefixed article A-, and the con-
struct form ’mt X, “maidservant of X”. A
similar phenomenon is known on the Am-
monite seals ascribed to the 7th century BCE.44
Their salient feature is their Aramaic script
but Ammonite language (resembling Hebrew),
in the words bn “son of”, bt “‘daughter of”,
and ’mt, “maidservant of”’, and the use of the
prefixed article 4- (as in Ans$$ “the standard-
bearer”).45 The Ammonite language, how-
ever, adopted the Aramaic script from the
first,46 while that script penetrated into Judah
only in the Persian period, replacing the He-
brew script. As noted, this occurred under the
influence of the returnees from Babylonian
exile. We may assume that in the period of the
Return from Exile — the early Persian period
in Eretz-Israel — the two tongues, Hebrew
and Aramaic, were used concurrently. In this
manner we can explain the admixture of Ara-
maic script and Hebrew language on our
bullae.

A similar feature is seen also on an Aramaic
Jewish seal published by Cross bearing a name
and the word A‘d, “the witness”.47 The opi-
nion that Aramaic script was not employed

44 Avigad, op. cit. (above, n. 28), p. 285; J. Naveh:
The Scripts in Palestine and Transjordan in the Iron
Age, ibid., pp. 280 f.

45 Avigad, ibid., p. 286, 2.

46 For the most recent discussion of the Ammonite
script, see Cross, op. cit. (above, n. 29).

47  Cross: EI'9 (1969), pp. 26 f., pl. v: 34.

in writing Hebrew texts48 is disproved by the
new discoveries.

In connection with the above palaeogra-
phic problem, we should note here a seal
published a decade ago, displaying many fea-
tures in common with our bullae. This is the
seal of a woman named Yehoyishma‘ daugh-
ter of Sawa3-Sar-usur, concerning which I
then suggested that it belonged to a Judean
woman of the Babylonian exile of Jehoia-
chin.49 Below we quote from the discussion
on this seal: “The palaecography of the in-
scription is distinguished by a curious mixture
of Hebrew and Aramaic forms . ... The pa-
lacography suggests a date of the sixth cen-
tury B.C.E., with a preference for an early
period within this century, or even to the end
of the seventh century. But for historical con-
siderations a date earlier than the beginning
of the Babylonian captivity is irrelevant ....”
The seal-maker was apparently “a Jewish
craftsman, himself an exile, who showed ac-
quaintance with the Aramaic script current
in Babylonia, but who was still familiar with
the tradition of Hebrew writing . . . . Hebrew
tradition is also evident in the use of bt in-
stead of the Aramaic brt.... A date of ca.
540 B.C.E. is thus estimated for the manufac-
ture of the seal, which is about the time of the
beginning of the return to Zion. Whether
Yehoyishma‘ herself joined in this return, or
preferred to stay in Babylonia . .. we do not
known for certain” since the provenance of
the seal is unknown.

In retrospect, we see on this latter seal un-
usual characteristics, held in common with
our bullae in all concerning script and dating,
and the factors which led to them. Ex post
facto, this seal strengthens the interpretation
suggested above for the palacographical com-
plexity of the bullae.

48 J. Naveh: Hebrew Texts in Aramaic Script in the
Persian Period, BASOR 203 (1971), pp. 29 ff.

49 N. Avigad: Seals of Exiles, IEJ 15 (1965), pp.
228 ff.
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We should add several words on the per-
sonal names: On the bullae and the seals, a
total of 14 persons are noted, involving 12
different names: Elnathan, Eleazar, Baruch,
Zichri, Hanana, Igal, Jeremai, Micah, Na-
hum, Saul, Shelomith and Shimei. Only the
first two names bear the theophoric element —
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’el; the other names are hypocoristic forms,
with theophoric elements dropped. We should
note that not even one of these names termi-
nates in the theophoric -yh, so common in this
period among the names mentioned in the
Books of Ezra and Nehemiah and in the
Elephantine Papyri. This may be mere incident



COMPARATIVE MATERIAL

JAR-HANDLE IMPRESSIONS

We do not intend to delve here deeply into
these impressions, but only to the extent re-
quired for a general understanding of the sub-
ject and its relationship to the bullae.

The yhd/yhwd impressions on the store-jars,
mentioned above, have been found on various
sites within the confines of the Judah of the
Persian period: Jerusalem, Ramat Rahel, Tell
en-Nagbe, Bethany, Mozah, Gezer, Jericho
and En-gedi. The impressions are found most-
ly on the jar-handles, and rarely on body
sherds. They served to give official sanction
to the jars, in which taxes in kind were ga-
thered. So far, some 350 such impressions
have been found.50

The impressions are not all of a kind.
Though the group is united by its connection
with the province of Judah, there are several
variants amongst these brief inscriptions, and
various forms of script can also be distin-
guished. Unfortunately, most stamped han-
dles have not been found in clear stratigra-
phical context; nor do we know to what

50 For discussions of this subject, see E.L. Sukenik:
The ‘“Jerusalem™ and “The City” Stamps on Jar
Handles, JPOS 13 (1933), pp. 226-231; idem: Parali-
pomena Palaestinensia, JPOS 14 (1934), pp. 178-184;
L. H. Vincent: Les épigraphes judéo-araméens post-
exiliques, RB 56 (1949), pp. 274-294; N. Avigad: A
New Class of Yehud Stamps, IEJ 7 (1957), pp. 146
153; idem: Yehud or Ha‘ir? BASOR 158 (1960), pp.
23-27; G. Garbini: The Dating of Post-Exilic Stamps,
in Ramat Rahel 1, pp. 61-68; P.W. Lapp: Ptolemiac
Stamped Handles from Judah, BASOR 172 (1963),
pp. 22-35; F.M. Cross: Judean Stamps, EI 9 (1969),
pp. 20-27; N. Avigad: More Evidence on the Judean
Post-Exilic Stamps, IEJ 24 (1974), pp. 52-58, pl. 8.
For summary treatments, see E. Stern: The Material
Culture of Eretz-Israel in the Persian Period, Jerusa-
lem, 1973, pp. 200207 (Hebrew); and Naveh: Aramaic
Script, pp. 58-62.

types of store-jars these handles belonged.
Thus, the chronology of these impressions is
controversial. There is an extensive literature
on the subject, and several major theories have
crystallized. As a basis for our discussion, we
have adopted the typological and chronolo-
gical classification of Cross,5! which we accept
more readily than other systems, though the
terminus post quem ascribed by him should be
pushed back considerably. Cross divides the
Yhwd impressions into two main typological
and chronological groups: (1) those bearing
Aramaic script, ascribed to the Persian period
(late S5th and 4th centuries BCE); and (2) those
bearing Hebrew script, ascribed to the Hel-
lenistic period (3rd century BCE).

The transition from the Aramaic script to
the Hebrew on the impressions is ascribed by
Cross to the trend toward reviving the Hebrew
script, which began at the end of the Persian
period and early in the Hellenistic period,
continuing on the Hasmonean coins.

This division typologically matches the
homogeneity of our collection of bullae, all
of which can be placed within Cross’s first
group. The yhwd impressions can be divided
into two sub-groups: (a) offical stamps on
which the script is clear and the reading is
sure — comprising the bulk of the impres-
sions; and (b) stamps in which the script is
degenerate, retrograde and difficult to deci-
pher. For the purposes of our palacographical
discussion, we shall, of course, resort only to
the clearly legible material; this includes all
the types necessary for the understanding of
the entire subject.

Aramaic Jar-impressions (Fig. 17:1-11)

(1) yhd; Defective spelling; archaic he.
Identical with bullae Nos. 1-2; and cf. the

51 Cross: EI 9 (1969), p. 22.
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discussion above (found at Ramat Rahel;52
En-gedi;53 Jerusalem54).

(2) yhd, Defective spelling; Aramaic he.
These impressions were made by a seal re-
sembling seal No. 13 of our collection; and
cf. the discussion above (Tell en-Nasbe;55
Jericho;56 Ramat Rahel;57 Jerusalem58).

(3) yhwd; Plene spelling; Aramaic script,
in one line (Ramat Rahel;3° En-gedi60).

(4) yhwd, Plene spelling; archaic dalet, in
two lines (Ramat Rahel6!?).

(5) yhwd/hnnh Impressions on body
fragments of store-jars (Ramat Rahel62).
Identical impressions are found on bullae
No. 3, all bearing the name of the same offi-
cial, and thus comprise evidence of a direct
connection between the jars and our collec-
tion. Hanana was apparently an official over-
seeing the collection of taxes in kind. See the
discussion of bullae No. 3, above.

(6) yhwd/’wryw An impression on a body
fragment of a store-jar from Jericho.63 We
should note the closed, archaic dalet. 1 have
sought elsewhere to identify this Uriaw with
Uriah son of Hakkoz, father of Meremoth
who was the Temple treasurer in the days of

52 Ramat Rabhel1, pls. 8: 2-3; 31: 4-5; Ramat Rahel
1, pl. 91: 6.

53 B. Mazar & 1. Dunayevsky: En-Gedi, Third Sea-
son of Excavations, IEJ 14 (1964), pl. 27:B.

54 PEFQSt 1925, pl. 1v: 16.

55 C.C. McCown: Tell en-Nagbeh 1, Berkeley, 1947,
pl. 57: 1-3.

56 E. Sellin & C. Watzinger: Jericho, Leipzig, 1913,
pl. 42: m-ml.

57 Ramat Rahel 11, pl. 19: 5.

58 PEFQSt 1925, pl. 1v: 17-18.

59  Ramat Rahel 1, pls. 8: 1; 31: 10-12; Ramat Rahel
1, pl. 19: 17-18.

60 JEJ 14 (1964), pl. 27:A.

61 Ramat Rahel1, pl. 27: 4.

62 Ramat Raheln, pl. 20: 7; IEJ 6 (1956), pl. 26: 4.

63 N. Avigad: IEJ 7 (1957), pl. 33: 4.
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Ezra (Ezra 8: 33). From the chronological
aspect, this identification would hold even if
the impression were pushed back to ca. 500
BCE. But now we would avoid making any
such identifications, nor have we any proof
for our earlier assumption that this Uriaw was
an overseer of tax collection for the Temple
rather than for the secular authorities.

(7) yhwd/ yhw‘zr/ phw’ Several impres-
sions of this type have been found at Ramat
Rahel.%4 This is a unique formula including
the name of the province, the name of the
owner of the seal, and his title. For the inter-
pretation of the word phw’ as “the governor”,
see the discussion of bulla No. 5, above. We
should note the Aramaic alef; two types of
waw, with and without the peaked shoulder;
and the open ‘ayin. From the palaeographical
aspect, this impression would seem to be later
than those noted above. For the form of waw,
see the palaeographical discussion on the
bullae.

(8) I’hzy/ phw’> Several impressions of this
type were found at Ramat Rahel65 and one
at Tell en-Nagbe.66 The name Ahzai is a hypo-
coristic form of Ahaziah and appears in Neh.
11: 13 as the name of a family whose members
se tled in Jerusalem in the days of Nehemiah.
For the title phw’, see above. From the pa-
laeographical aspect, we should note the waw
with peaked shoulder, and the Aramaic cur-
sive yod.67

(9) yhwd/ phw’ Several such impressions
were found at Ramat Rahel.68 This unique

64  Ramat Rahel1, pls. 9: 2; 30: 10-11; Ramat Rahel
1, pl. 20: 6, 9.

65 Ramat Rahel1, pls. 9: 4; 30: 12-13; Ramat Rahel
1, pl. 20: 4-5.

66 Unpublished seal-impression,
Cross: EI'9 (1969), p. 26.

67  Ibid.

68  Ramat Rahel 1,pl. 9: 3, 5-6; Ramat Rahel 11, pl.
20: 1-3.

mentioned by



formula gives only the name of the province
and the title of the “governor”, with no per-
sonal name. This is a poor imitation with de-
generate script in negative and corrupt.

(10) yhwd-t In Aramaic lapidary script.
Two such impressions were found at Tell en-
Nasgbe.99 These are the Aramaic forerunners
of the Hebrew script impressions of this type
from the Hellenistic period (see below). The
letters in negative are arranged in two lines,
to be read from bottom to top, like Hebrew
impression (15) below. The symbolism of the
letter on the right, an Aramaic fet, is disputed
(see below).

(11) yh These two letters, the form of
which is occasionally corrupt, are interpreted
as an abbreviated form of yhd. These impres-
sions were found on many sites (Tell en-
Nagbe;70 Jerusalem;7! Ramat Rahel;72 En-
gedi;73 Jericho74).

(12) A round impression, found at Ramat
Rabhel, contains an inscription, the decipher-
ment of which is controversial. Aharoni reads
‘zbk sdqyh,’5 while Cross reads Izbdyw —f—
Yhd.76 Neither reading is certain.

Palaeography of the Aramaic Jar-impressions
(Fig. 18)

Alef The alefs of (8) are apparently of the
classical type, while those of (6)—(7) are Ara-

69 Cross: EI'9 (1969), pl. v: 1-2; BASOR 193 (1969),
pp. 19, fig. 1.

70 McCown: Tell en-Nagbeh 1, pl. 57: 13-14, 17-18.
71 R.A.S. Macalister & G. Duncan: Excavations on
the Ophel Hill, Jerusalem, 19231925, London, 1926,
p. 189, fig. 203: 1; G. Duncan: PEFQSt 1925, p. 91,
PL 1v: 7-9.

72 Ramat Rabhel 1, pls. 8: 4-5; 31: 3, 6, 9; Ramat
Rahel 11, pl. 19: 1-3.

73 IEJ 14 (1964), p. 27:D.

74  Sellin-Watzinger: Jericho, pl. 42: 1, 1-3.

75 Ramat Rahel 1, p. 47, pl. 20: 10-11.

76 Cross: EI'9 (1969), p. 26.

maic. This Aramaic alef is characterized by
its two bars not meeting at their extremity, as
in the classical form; the upper bar cuts the
vertical, while the lower one joins the vertical
at the junction of the other two strokes. This
type, which displays cursive influence, is al-
ready well developed on clay tablets from
Assur, from the mid-7th century BCE. It is
also found in inscriptions of the 6th century
BCE (Starcky tablets; Beirut inscription), in
which the upper bar stems from the upper
angle rather than from the lower, as is more
common. This alef is common throughout
the Persian period; it is not found on our
bullae.

Dalet Besides the open dalet, found on the
bullae as well, a closed archaic dalet is found
on (4) and (6). This form also appears in the
Beirut inscription (6th century BCE); parallels
from the Persian period are not readily found.
The beginning of the Persian period would be
the latest to which this form could be as-
cribed.

He The Aramaic ke in both forms — obli-
que and straight — is dominant among the
impressions. Only in (1) does the classical he
appear, as it does on the bullae.

Waw The waw is represented in two
forms: The earlier form has a raised shoulder
(see the discussion on the bullae), appearing
on (7)-(8), as observed by Cross. However,
much more representative is the waw lacking
the peaked right shoulder. This waw is com-
mon mainly in the Persian period (Teima and
other inscriptions), though its like is found
also in the 6th century BCE (Starcky tablets;
Beirut inscription). The first waw in the name
Uriaw (6) appears to be a transitional form.

Zayin The usual form, as on the bullae.
Het The usual form, as on the bullae.

Yod Quite common in the jar-impressions
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is the classical lapidary yod, as on the bullae.
Only one case (8) has the cursive Aramaic
yod; this possesses a vertical stroke and a sho1t
horizontal bar on the left. It is quite rare in
lapidary inscriptions, including those of the
Persian period. Compare the Starcky tablet
of 571 BCE and the Aramaic papyri.

Lamed Standard.

Nun The nun is identical to that of bulla
No. 5.

‘Ayin The sole ‘ayin of this group (7) is
open, unlike the closed form on the bullae.
This Aramaic ‘ayin is, indeed, the only form
in the lapidary script of the Persian period
(Teima and others), but it stems from the
cursive of the 8th century BCE (lion weight
from Nineveh) and in the 6th century BCE it
becomes very common (Starcky tablet).

Pe Standard.

Resh One resh is open (7) and the other
is half-open (6). The head of the resh in the
Aramaic script began to open out already in
the 7th century BCE. The closed resh of the
bullae is not represented among the jar-
impressions.

Comparison of the Script of the Bullae and of
the Aramaic Jar-impressions

We have seen that there is a great similarity,
and often even identity, between the inscrip-
tions of the two groups. On the other hand,
there are certain palaeographical differences in
specific features. In the jar-impressions, too,
the archaic he is especially notable in its rar-
ity in this period. It appears on (1) in parallel
with bulla No. 1. Another archaic letter on
the jar-impressions is the closed dalet in (4)
and (6), adding to the large number of archaic
letters found on the bullae. These two archaic
letters well match the early date we have
ascribed to the bullae. This is so also of the
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early Aramaic waw with the peaked shoulder,
appearing on the two phw’ impressions (7)
and (8).

Alongside these there appear in the jar-
impressions several Aramaic letter-forms not
found on the bullae: alef, waw, yod and “ayin.
We have seen that typologically these deve-
loped forms are later than the parallel letters
on the bullae, but it must be assumed that at
some particular stage there was an overlap-
ping in the use of forms of two types, as occurs
in the impressions themselves. Thus, the
Yeho‘ezer (7) and Ahzai (8) impressions are
of the latest in the series of impressions in this
sub-group (a), and might properly be ascribed
to the beginning of the 5th century BCE. We
should note that the jar-impressions of ano-
ther type, bearing the inscription msh/mwsh,
have also been ascribed to the end of the 6th
century BCE and the beginning of the 5th
century BCE, by Cross on a palaeographic
basis.

It would appear that from the palaeogra-
phical and chronological aspects, the Aramaic
jar-impressions partly overlap the bullae,
while others of them were employed also in
the first half of the Sth century BCE. Impres-
sions (9)—-(12) are apparently later (end of
Sth—4th centuries BCE).

Hebrew Jar-impressions (Fig. 17:13-14)

These impressions are also on the handles
of store-jars. They are round in form, ca. 2
cm in diameter. All have in common the word
yhd|yhwd, with the addition of the letter fet,
as in (10) of the Aramaic group above, which
has been regarded as the forerunner of the
present group. Three versions of the legend
can be distinguished:

(13) yhd In two lines, along with the fet,
which has a single transversal bar. A decided
majority of the impressions, numbering ca.
50, belongs to this type. There are several
variants: The differences lie in the order of the



letters, it sometimes being jumbled and re-
trograde; the tet is usually round, but occa-
sionally it is rhomboid. Found at Jerusalem,7?
Ramat Rahel,?8 Bethany™ and Gezer.80

(14) yhd In one line, along with the round
tet, which has crossed bars within. So far only
one impression of this type has been found,
in the Jewish Quarter of the Old City of Jeru-
salem. This classical Hebrew form of fef raises
anew the problem of the significance of this
symbol, on which opinions are divided.8!

77 Macalister-Duncan: Excavations on the Ophel
Hill, fig. 203: 3-6; Duncan: PEFQSt 1925, p. 91, pl.
1v: 19-36; B. Mazar: The Excavations in the Old City
of Jerusalem, Preliminary Report of the First Season,
1968, Jerusalem, 1969, pl. x1: 3. Several as yet un-
published seal-impressions were found in the excava-
tions in the Jewish Quarter of the Old City of Jeru-
salem, in the Jerusalem Citadel and on Mount Zion.
78  Ramat Rahel 1, pl. 31: 2; Ramat Rahel 11, pl. 18:
7-9.

79 S.L. Saller: Excavations at Bethany, Jerusalem,
1957, pp. 192-195, fig. 37.

80 R.A.S. Macalister: The Excavation of Gezer 1i,
London, 1912, p. 225, figs. 375-376.

81  Avigad: IEJ 24 (1974), pp. 52 ff., pl. 8:A-B. For
the various interpretations of the tet, see ibid., p. 54,
n. 18. An interesting proposal has recently been sug-
gested to me (albeit with hesitation) independently by
Professor Y. Yadin and by R. Grafman, according to
which the fet on the jar-handles would signify the
Mishnaic tebel. This term is applied to foodstuffs from
which tithes have not been taken (Demai 7, 5; Be-
rakhot, 7, 1; Terumah 8, 2; etc.). This calls for further
study, especially in the light of Maaser Sheni 4, 11:
“If a man found a vessel and on it was inscribed a gof,
this is gorban; if a mem it is ma‘aser; if a dalet it is
demai-produce; if a fet it is rebel; and if a raw it is
terumah.” Professor Yadin has informed me that the
letter taw (= terumah) written on store-jars occurs at
Masada. However, I do not see how the Mishnaic
passage can be applied to stamped jars. The first query
arising concerns the significance of the fet appearing
alongside the word lamelekh in contemporaneous
Phoenician inscriptions on store-jars from Elephan-
tine (see note 131, below), which is often interpreted
as denoting a royal measure. Note also this use of the
tet on a Phoenician jar-inscription from Shigmona —
Cross: IEJ 18 (1968), pp. 226-233. For a recent treat-
ment of this symbol, see P. Collela: RB 80 (1973),
pp. 547-558.

(15) yhwd Plene spelling, in two lines, along
with the round fet, which has a single bar.
The two lines of script are to be read from
bottom to top, as in (10) of the Aramaic
group. So far, only one impression of this
type has been found, in excavations on the
“Ophel” in Jerusalem.82

The basic difference between these inscrip-
tions and the parallel Aramaic legends is that
all three letters — y-h-d — are in palaeo-
Hebrew script. The lapidary ke resembles its
archaic counterpart on (1) of the Aramaic
group, which is derived from the Hebrew. The
yod slanted to the left (13 here) indicates the
Hebrew character of the letter more than the
upright yod form. The closed dalet, too, is
Hebrew; the elongated form indicates late
development. The fet appears in two forms:
once, and only once, in its classical form with
a cross within the circle, but generally it has
a single bar within. The latter form of fet is
typical of early Aramaic inscriptions but it is
also found in Hebrew inscriptions and seals
of the First Temple period.

The palaeo-Hebrew yhd-t impressions were
ascribed in the past to the Persian period or
the early Hellenistic period (4th century BCE).
We now accept the dating in the 3rd-2nd
centuries BCE suggested by Garbini,33
Cross,8¢ Lapp85 and, recently, also by the
present author.86 The results of the stratigra-
phical analysis of the finds (see below) are
clearly in support of a Hellenistic date. The
reservations expressed concerning this dating,
holding that in the Hellenistic period Judah
was not an autonomous province,37 have now
been dispelled, following the discovery of yhdh
coins (see our discussion of these coins,
below).

82  Avigad: BASOR 158 (1960), p. 27, figs. 17-18.
83  Garbini, in Ramat Rahel 1, p. 68.

84  Cross: EI9 (1969), pp. 24 ff.

85 Lapp: BASOR 172 (1963), p. 31.

8 Avigad: IEJ 24 (1974), pp. 57f.

87 Stern, op. cit. (above, n. 50), p. 203.
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Chronological-Stratigraphical Analysis of
the Stamped Jar-handles

As noted above, no stamped jar-handles
have been discovered in a clear stratigraphical
context which would enable a satisfactory
dating. Even so, there are instances where
supposedly unclear stratigraphical contexts
can be of assistance in reaching chronological
conclusions. Below we shall examine this as-
pect at six excavated sites where such handles
have been found.

At Jericho, only Aramaic impressions were
found.88 In the German excavations, three
yhd and ten yh impressions came to light. Be-
sides these there were one msh and one Iyhw'zr
impressions. In general, the excavators dis-
tinguished a stratum of the Persian period
containing Greek ware ascribed to the 5Sth-4th
centuries BCE. No later stratum was noted.

In the 1955 excavations (directed by Kath-
leen Kenyon), the yhwd/’wryw impression (6)
was discovered.89 It was reported that this
impression was found together with Iron Age
11 sherds, but it has been ascribed to the early
Sth century BCE.

Of importance for our discussion is the fact
that at Jericho no building remains or debris
from the Hellenistic period have been found,
and Hebrew yhd-t impressions are entirely
lacking.

At Tell en-Nasbe, where the stratigraphy is
generally quite defective, 18 yhd/yh impres-
sions and some 30 msh/mwsh impressions have
been found,90 as well as the two Aramaic
yhd-t impressions mentioned above (see note
69). While the many impressions were scat-
tered in various spots, a large portion was
from a context with building remains ascribed
to a late phase of stratum 1.91 These wall frag-
ments were found overlying the ruined city-

88 Sellin-Watzinger: Jericho, pp. 158, 188, pl. 42.

89 Avigad: IEJ 7 (1957), pp. 146-153; P.C. Ham-
mond: PEQ 1957, pp. 68 f.

90 McCown: Tell en-Nagbeh 1, pp. 164-165.

91  Ibid., p. 185.
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wall and in other places on the west of the
city. The terminus post quem of these walls
is determined by the date of the des-
truction of the city-wall, concerning which
the excavators indicate two possibilities: the
Babylonian conquest of 586 BCE, or the des-
truction of the city early in the Persian period.
The excavators were assisted in dating this
stratum by the presence of Greek ware, as-
cribed 10 540-420 BCE. Professor Wright, who
examined the architectural and pottery data
on the site, placed the late phase of stratum 1
in the 6th—4th centuries BCE.92

We should note here also two msh/mwsh
impressions found in pit 331, which contained
pottery of the Persian period, including a
sherd of a black-figure ware oinochoe, dated
ca. 500 BCE.93

These datings are quite significant for us,
for they match the maximal time-span fixed
for the Aramaic impressions on a palaeo-
graphical basis. We should note that Hebrew
yhd-t impressions are, again, entirely lacking
at Tell en-Nasbe. This would indicate that
they do not belong to the Persian period. By
the way, Cross ascribes the msh/mwsh im-
pressions, on palaeographical grounds, to the
end of the 6th century BCE.94

At En-gedi three Aramaic impressions were
found, of three different types: yhwd, yhd and
yh.95 These finds are of special significance,
for they stem from a clear, well-dated strati-
graphical context. The impressions were
found in stratum 1v, which contained a large
quantity of Persian pottery, including Attic
sherds. In this light, and especially as a result
of the examination of the Attic ware by Pro-
fessor H.M. Thompsen, Professor Mazar
reached the following chronological conclu-
sions: Jewish settlement at En-gedi was re-
newed in an early phase of the Persian period,

92 JIbid., p. 186.

93 J.C. Wampler: BASOR 82 (1941), p. 36.
94 Cross: EI'9 (1969), p. 23.

95 IEJ 14 (1964), p. 125, pl. 27:A-C.



in the reign of Darius 1 (possibly in the days
of Zerubbabel), and flourished till the reign
of Darius 11, that is, ca. 521-405 BCE. In the
4th century BCE, there was no settlement on
the site. The stamped handles are ascribed to
the Sth century BCE. These conclusions seem
to be in complete accord with our dating.

At Ramat Rahel arich and most important
group of impressions has been found, of the
various yhwd types (totalling 192 examples).
This is the only site at which almost all the
stamp-types mentioned above have come to
light. The handles were not found in strati-
graphical contexts, but despite this the ar-
chaeological evidence is of some chronological
significance.

The stamped handles, ascribed to stratum
1v B, were not found in structures but in refuse
pits and fills which contained mixed pottery,
defined as belonging to the transition between
the Persian and Hellenistic periods.96 Thus,
Aharoni ascribes all the various types of im-
pressions to the 4th century BCE — the Ara-
maic ones to the end of the Persian period
and the Hebrew ones (“Ha‘ir”, yr$im) to the
early Hellenistic period.97 However, Dr.
Garbini, of the expedition staff, dates the
Aramaic impressions, on palaeographical
grounds, to the 4th-2nd centuries BCE and the
Hebrew impressions to the 3rd-2nd centuries
BCE.98

Reviewing the corpus of pottery found in
the pits together with the impressions, it ap-
pears that the Persian pottery published in-
cludes bowls which can be ascribed even to
the early phase of the Persian period.%? In-
deed, in one of his reports Aharoni has dated
these bowls to the 6th century BCE.100

Further, it appears that the pottery ascribed
in the report to the early Hellenistic period

96  Ramat Rahel1, p. 28.

97 Ramat Rahel 11, p. 20.

98 Ramat Rahel1, p. 68.

99  Ibid., fig. 6: 1-3; Ramat Rahel 1, fig. 12: 3, 20-22.
100  Jbid., pp. 18-19.

(4th century BCE)!0! should be lowered to the
3rd-2nd centuries BCE, as Lapp has demon-
strated.102

Assuming that the impressions and the
pottery found together in the pits form a
contemporaneous deposit, it would appear
that the period to which the impressions could
be ascribed begins late in the 6th century BCE
and ends early in the 2nd century BCE. This is
of considerable significance for the chrono-
logy which we have adopted for the impres-
sions and, indirectly, for the bullae.

Further, it was determined at Ramat Rahel
that the Hebrew yhd-t (‘““Ha‘ir””) impressions
were found together with yrsim impressions,
in pits containing Hellenistic pottery.103 This
is clear archaeological evidence for the typo-
logical and chronological distinction between
these impressions and the Aramaic ones,
which preceded them. And see also below.

At Bethany, two Hebrew yhd-t impressions
and one yr§lm impression were found together
with late Hellenistic pottery.104

In the Jewish Quarter of the Old City of
Jerusalem, in area C, three palaco-Hebrew
yhd-t and three yrsim impressions came to
light in fill beneath an early Herodian pave-
ment, containing a large quantity of late Hel-
lenistic pottery of the 2nd century BCE.105 In
area F, a yr§lm impression was found on the
handle of a jug of the 2nd century BCE.106

These dates are apparent also from the fact
that in none of the areas of excavations in the
Jewish Quarter has pottery of the 4th-3rd
centuries BCE come to light. I opine that this
is one of the most clear-cut proofs for the
lower dating of the Hebrew impressions,
though they could reasonably have been in

101 Jbid., p. 20, figs. 12-15; IEJ 6 (1956), p. 139,
fig. 8:1-5.

102 BASOR 172 (1963), pp. 31-35.

103 Ramat Rahel 11, p. 20.

104  Saller, op. cit. (above, n. 79).

105 Avigad: IEJ 24 (1974), p. 53.

106  Jbid., p. 56.
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use also in the 3rd century BCE, as other scho-
lars have held. We should emphasize the
absolute lack of Aramaic impressions in the
Jewish Quarter excavations, as well as the
fact that no Persian pottery has been found
there.

In summing up our examination of the
context of the stamped handles in excavations,
we reach two conclusions:

(a) The date in the late 6th and early 5th
centuries BCE, suggested in our discussion of
the bullae on palaeographical grounds, and
hence ascribed also to the jar-impressions,
finds no little support also in the evidence of
the archaeological contexts in the excavations
(Tell en-Nagbe, En-gedi and Ramat Rahel).
In any case, the archaeological evidence is in
no way in conflict with such a dating.

(b) There is a clear stratigraphical and
chronological differentiation between the Ara-
maic and the Hebrew impressions. In those
contexts where Aramaic impressions have
been found in association with material of the
Persian period, no palaco-Hebrew impres-
sions are in evidence (Jericho, Tell en-Nasbe,
En-gedi); and in those contexts where only
Hebrew impressions came to light, the asso-
ciated material is always Hellenistic (Bethany,
Jewish Quarter of Jerusalem and certain pits
at Ramat Rahel). Only where the context is
mixed, and ascribed to the Persian and
Hellenistic periods, do we find Aramaic and
Hebrew impressions together (Ramat Rahel).

YEHUD COINS

The right granted to Judah to issue coins
was one of the definite signs of its status as a
separate province. This is expressed in the
form of small silver coins bearing the name of
the province — Yehud — and in some cases
the name of its governor and his title. Such
official recognition is observed on the bullae

28

and the jar-impressions also, as discussed
above. However, coins are so much more un-
ambiguous confirmation of the official nature
of the epigraphic finds. Of specific interest is
whether the coins could be of assistance in
solving the chronological difficulty facing us.
This assistance, however, appears to be only
partial.

Like the jar-impressions, on the coins there
are two sorts of script (Fig.17:16-19): Aramaic
and palaeo-Hebrew. The Aramaic script has
been found so far only on one coin type, bear-
ing the word yhd and depicting a deity seated
on a winged wheel.107 Unfortunately, there is
no firm dating for this coin. From the palaeo-
graphical aspect, mainly in the form of the
he, it could be placed in the 5th century BCE,
as indeed Cross has done.108 But numismatic
and historical considerations seem to point
to a later date. Thus, it is generally ascribed to
the 4th century BCE, toward the end of Persian
rule over Judah. If this assumption is correct,
it follows that in the period of our bullae there
were no known coins issued by the pravince
of Judah.

The second type of yhd coin, the examples
of which have increased in recent years to the
point of numbering several tens, depicts an
owl, a falcon, or a human head (one crowned
in Persian style) and the inscription yhd in
palaeco-Hebrew script.109 On the coins with
owl from Beth-zur!l0 and Tell Jemme,!11
there appears the palaco-Hebrew inscription
yhzqyh hphh, “Yehezqiyah the Governor”. On
the basis of iconographical parallels, these
coins are also ascribed to the end of the Per-
sian period, but later than the above Aramaic

type.

107 Sukenik: JPOS 14 (1934), p. 178, pl. 1: 1; Y. Me-
shorer: Jewish Coins of the Second Temple Period, Tel
Aviv, 1967, pp. 36 ., 117, pl. 1: 4.

108 ET9 (1969), p. 23.

109 Meshorer, op. cit. (above, n. 107), pl. 1: 1-3; A.
Kindler: A New ‘Yehud’ Coin-Type, Museum Ha-
aretz Bulletin 14 (1972), pp. 107-112.

110  Meshorer, op. cit. (above, n. 107), pl. 1: 2.

111 Rahmani: IEJ 21 (1971), pp. 158-160, pl. 31.



It has been sought to identify this Yehez-
giyah on the coin from Beth-zur with Ezekias
the High Priest, mentioned by Josephus as the
friend of Ptolemy 1.112 But since his title of
“Governor” has been discovered on the coins
from Tell Jemme, this identification has been
doubted. Even so, it might not present any
discrepancy: The governor mentioned on this
coin could have served prior to the conquest
of the province by Alexander, and when Pto-
lemy seized power (301 BCE) Yehezqiyah was
already an old man, having continued in office

112 Contra Apionem 1, 187.
113 A, Kindler: Silver Coins Bearing the Name of
Judea from the Early Hellenistic Period, IEJ 24 (1974),

as High Priest even after his title of “Gover-
nor’” had been abolished by the new autho-
rities.

Judah now issued new coins, some of which
have been discovered recently;!13 they bear
the head of Ptolemy 1, with the typically Ptole-
maic eagle on the reverse, alongside the Heb-
rew inscription yhdh (Yehudah). Judah thus
continued to enjoy administrative autonomy,
and this is of direct bearing in achieving a
proper understanding of the palaco-Hebrew
jar-impressions from the Hellenistic period.

pp. 73-76, pl. 11:A-J; D. Jeselsohn: A New Coin
Type with Hebrew Inscription, ibid., pp. 77 f.
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The quantity and quality of our bullae al-
low us to assume that they belonged to an
official archive in which documents of an
official nature had been kept. As was the prac-
tice in antiquity, pottery vessels were used for
storing them. The official character of this
archive is indicated by the combination of the
bullae and the two accompanying seals: fore-
most, the Yehud seal, an official seal of the
province, and six bullae of the same type; the
bulla of the governor, the provincial ruler;
the seal of the provincial governor’s maid-
servant; four bullae bearing the name of the
province and that of a provincial official; and
ten bullae of the scribe who most probably
wrote ten documents and certified them with
his seal. Further, forty-four bullae were found
bearing the personal names of six individuals,
each of whom sealed two, four, seven, nine or
eleven documents. These latter persons may
also have filled some official capacity, though
they may have been private individuals, such
as owners of estates, who affixed their seals to
legal or commercial documents, or to letters
or the like.

As for the fate of the actual documents
which the bullae had sealed, they were most
probably written on papyrus or leather, and
all have long since perished under the climatic
conditions of the Jerusalem region. The mist
surrounding the circumstances of the find of
the bullae prevents us from knowing whether
any actual papyrus fragments were found in
association. They could even have been found
in some small pottery vessel, having been re-
moved from the documents in antiquity. To
realize the possibilities, we shall review the
other finds of groups of bullae in this country.

Such bullae are generally quite rare, for
they are of very friable clay, on the one hand,
and readily lose all form if dampened, on the
other hand. Here and there in this country
individual bullae have been found, including
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some sealed by royal officials.114 Only in a
very few instances, however, have actual
groups of bullae been preserved, in each case
under different specific conditions.

During the excavations at Samaria, in the
1930s, a group of some fifty clay bullae and
fragments, of the 8th century BCE, came to
light.!15 Though bearing ornamentation, none
was inscribed. Nine bore a two-winged scarab
motif, and one the figure of a griffin, but most
were badly worn and broken. The excava-
tional report provides nothing as to the cir-
cumstances of their discovery. The excavators
considered the bullae to have belonged to the
royal archive at Samaria.

In 1966, a juglet of the Late Iron Age was
found at Lachish, containing seventeen clay
bullae bearing Hebrew seal-impressions, seven
of which are still legible.116 The jug was found
in a small store-room together with an ostra-
con bearing a list of names and numbers. In
the opinion of the excavator, the room had
served as an archive for an administrative
centre, where papyrus documents were re-
ceived from various persons, including a royal
officer. In this instance, the bullae had defi-
nitely been removed from the documents and
placed in the juglet for safekeeping.

The richest find of bullae came to light in
1962, in a cave in Wadi Daliye, north of Je-
richo.117 Within this cave, a group of persons
fleeing from Samaria had found refuge, bring-
ing with them legal documents written in
Aramaic and dated to the end of the Persian

114 See the bullae of gdlyhw *sr ‘I hbyt from Lachish;
and of yhwzrh ‘bd hzqyhw (IEJ 24 [1974], p. 25).

115 J'W. Crowfoot et. al.: The Objects of Samaria
(Samaria — Sebaste 1), London, 1957, pp. 2, 88, pl.
Xv: 29-30.

116 Y. Aharoni: Trial Excavation in the ‘Solar
Shrine’ at Lachish, IEJ 18 (1968), pp. 157 ff., pl. 11.
117 Cross, op. cit. (above, n. 9).



period (4th century BCE). The papyri, found
in a poor state of preservation, had been
sealed with bullae, 128 of which were found.
The documents had mostly been sealed with
several bullae each. The seal-impressions
generally bear Persian and Greek motifs. Only
on two does palaeco-Hebrew script appear,
one bearing the name of the governor of the
province of Samaria. Thus, these were the
sort of legal documents kept closed, with the
bullae intact, to be opened only under very
special circumstances.

We may also mention, in this connection,
the Elephantine Papyri.l18 They are mostly
legal documents, rolled and folded, tied with
string and sealed, each with a single or several
uninscribed bullae. They were found in ar-
chives and in private dwellings.

Of great interest also are the 27 clay sealings
found in the Nabatean cemetery at Kurnub.119
The fire which consumed the documents to
which they had been attached, along with the
wooden box which had held them, baked the
clay and thereby preserved the bullae. They
bear official seals of Nabatean cities, each with
a zodiacal sign, the name of the correspond-
ing month and the name of the city, in Greek.
The group is dated to the second century
CE.

It appears from the above that our group
of bullae, with its particular make-up, was
also probably from such sealed official docu-
ments, kept in an official archive of Judah.
The uniqueness of our collection is not only in
its considerable number but in the fact that
all the actual sealings bear legends.!20 The

118 E. Sachau: Aramdische Papyrus und Ostraka aus
einer jiidischen Militirkolonie zu Elephantine, Leipzig,
1911; E.G. Kraeling, op. cit. (above, n. 18).

119 A. Negev: Seal Impressions from Tomb 107 at
Kurnub (Mampsis), IEJ 19 (1969), pp. 89-106.

120 Collections of bullae of another type have been
found in the store-rooms of Mesopotamian temples.
These labels served to seal packages tied with ropes
and containing goods brought to the temples as taxes
or gifts. On each bulla or label was a list of the goods

close relationship between our bullae and the
Yehud jar-handle impressions discovered in
archaeological excavations is revealed through
the Yehud Hanana sealings, found in both
groups. The three documents sealed by Ha-
nana may well have been connected with the
same function or activity as that which led
him to stamp his seal on the jar-handles.

Besides the yhd seal and the bulla of the
governor, which impart particular significance
to the collection as a whole, the seal of Shelo-
mith, maidservant of the governor, is of spe-
cial importance. This is not merely the seal of
a woman conducting her own private affairs.
The very formulation of the text on this seal
gives it a semi-official character, and its dis-
covery specifically in association with an offi-
cial seal and official bullae can only strengthen
this. What was Shelomith’s office? The fact
that hers was the only private seal found with
the collection would indicate that she was in
charge of the archive; or rather, she was re-
sponsible for the administrative centre of
which the archive was part. Moreover, she
also kept a seal of the province for sealing
official documents. Thus, she filled a central
role in the administration of the province of
Judah.

How did Shelomith come to assume such
high and, for a woman, unusual responsibi-
lities within the official hierarchy? Was it
through her personal relationship with the
governor (as his wife-concubine), or through
administrative capability (as an official) or
both in conjuction? The meaning behind the
word amah, “maidservant”, is they key to the
matter. We have seen above that this question
has yet to be resolved. It is generally agreed

in cuneiform script and an impression of the seal of
the scribe. In those cases, the clay bullaec were baked
after being removed from the packages, in order to
provide a permanent record (after having fulfilled
their primary function) of goods coming into the tem-
ples. See C.E. Keiser: Cuneiform Bullae of the Third
Millennium B.C., Babylonian Records in the Library
of J. Pierpont Morgan 111, New York, 1914,
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that, in spite of the inferior status of the wo-
man in the Ancient Near East, she did enjoy
many civil and legal rights.!12! In Eretz-Israel
this is evident from the seals of Hebrew wo-
men, extant from First Temple times and
bearing the following formulae: X ’§t Y (“wife
of”) and X bt Y (“daughter of”).122 Such
rights are especially evident in the neo-
Babylonian and Persian periods. This finds
clear expression in the Elephantine Papyri,
more or less contemporaneous with our bul-
lae. There the Jewish woman held almost
equal rights in matters of property ownership,
signing contracts, appearing before courts of
law and the like. But nowhere in the Bible or
in the other sources is there any indication of
the existence of female officials. Even so, there
is evidence in Babylonian sources that women
did serve in high positions, as swknt, judgess
and scribe,123 but in no instance of these was
a maidservant involved.

The interesting seal of Shelomith will con-
tinue to provide food for thought and study
concerning the status of the woman and the
administrative organization of the province
of Judah. The text on this seal may not, how-
ever, reflect general practice, and it may re-
present an exceptional case. We should note,
though, that the only two cases among the
available epigraphic material mentioning an
official in association with his maidservant
were found here in Judah.

Our general assumption is that the bullae
should be ascribed to the early Persian period.
This is expressed also in the onomasticon of
the bullae, which perfectly suits that of the
Books of Ezra and Nehemiah. It would have
been significant and interesting to have been
able to identify the persons mentioned on the

121 Reallexikon der Assyriologie m, ed. E. Weidner,
Berlin, 1959, pp. 103 f., s.v. Frau.

122 D, Diringer: Le iscrizioni antico-ebraiche pales-
tinesi, Firenze, 1934, pp. 216-218.

123 B, Meissner: Babylon und Assyrien 1, Heidelberg,
1920, p. 387.
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bullae and the seal with biblical figures. The
temptation to seek to identify them is great,
but the dangers inherent are no less consider-
able. In any event, it is significant that all the
names mentioned on the bullae have their
parallels in the Books of Ezra and Nehemiah,
and some of them appear only there. We note
all this here only to characterize the milieu.
Indeed, except for one or two instances (She-
lomith, the daughter of Zerubbabel?), there
seems to be no case for such identification for,
in our opinion, the personae of our bullae lived
and flourished in Judah prior to the times of
Ezra and Nehemiah and, therefore, preceded
their biblical namesakes. They were probably
among the returnees with Zerubbabel, or
slightly later.

On the basis of careful palacographical con-
siderations, we have arrived at the conclusion
that the bullae and associated seals are from
the very late 6th century BCE. Further, we have
seen that the Aramaic jar-impressions are
contemporaneous with the bullae, though
some could be ascribed to the early Sth cen-
tury BCE. In any event, it appears to me that
the entire corpus is earlier than Nehemiah
and belongs to the period between Zerubbabel
(515 BCE) and Nehemiah 445 (BCE). This con-
clusion is in strong and significant conflict
with the commonly held view, which would
place the Aramaic stamped jar-handles in the
period following Nehemiah, that is, the late
5th century BCE down to the conquest by
Alexander in 332 BCE.

That later date is based on a palaeogra-
phical examination of the sparse epigraphical
material, as well as the meagre stratigraphical
contexts (or insufficient study of them). In
fact, however, past chronological ascription
has been influenced to no little degree by his-
torical considerations. Since this problem
touches upon a basic point of important bear-
ing upon the history of Judah in the Persian
period, we shall devote some words to the
historical aspect.

In the Books of Ezra and Nehemiah, only
three governors of Judah are mentioned:



(a) Sheshbazzar (Ezra 5: 14), apparently
identical with Shenazzar son of Jehoiachin,
King of Judah (1 Chron. 3: 7).

(b) Zerubbabel, son of Shealtiel (Haggai
1: 1, 14), who was the nephew of Sheshbazzar.

(c) Nehemiah, son of Hacaliah, who was
cup-bearer to Artaxerxes, King of Persia
(Neh. 5: 14; 12: 26).

For the period of some 70 years between
Zerubbabel (515 BCE) and Nehemiah (445
BCE), no other governor is mentioned by name
in the Bible,124 and this is also a blank period
in the external sources. Various scholarly
opinions have been expressed on this matter.
It is commonly assumed that Zerubbabel —
who was of the royal line (as was his predeces-
sor Sheshbazzar) and who built the Second
Temple — was suspected by Darius, King of
Persia, of seeking to restore the Davidic dy-
nasty, and thus was removed from office.
Henceforth, no governor of the Davidic line
was appointed, enabling the High Priest to
gain a further hold over the people. Some
scholars hold that after Zerubbabel there were
no further Jewish governors, for Judah ceased
to be an autonomous province, having been
annexed administratively to Samaria. Only
with the arrival of Nehemiah was Judah re-
stored to its former autonomy and freed from
Samarian control.

A. Alt and his school have gone a step fur-
ther, holding that Judah had never been an
autonomous province, but was annexed to
the province of Samaria immediately after
the Babylonian conquest.125 Inter alia, Alt
held that no governor in Jerusalem is men-
tioned in connection with the investigation

124 But cf. Malachi 1: 8.

125 A, Alt: Die Rolle Samarias bei der Entstehung
des Judentums, Festschrift Otto Proksch, Leipzig,
1934, pp. 5-28 (= Kleine Schriften zur Geschichte des
Volkes Israel 1, Miinchen, 1959, pp. 316-337; see
especially p. 333, n. 2).

undertaken by the Persian authorities con- -
cerning the construction of the Temple. In his
opinion, Sheshbazzar and Zerubbabel were
not actual governors, but only envoys of the
authorities, commissioned with specific tasks.
The first governor of Judah, in his opinion,
was Nehemiah. This trend of thought also
relies on the fact that upon Nehemiah’s arrival
in Jerusalem he found the walls breached, the
buildings in ruins, a corrupt administration,
a failing economy and social turmoil. All this
would indicate, in that view, the lack of local
rule, to which situation Nehemiah put an
end.

The central concept of that interpretation —
the subordination of Judah to the province of
Samaria — is accepted widely in its general
lines.126 Its opponents reject its argumenta-
tion which, in their opinion, lacks all basis in
fact.127 The problem has not been resolved.
The only historical source from which we can
draw for this period in Eretz-Israel is the
Bible. Thus, we must not corrupt the meaning
of its text or read into it matters which have
no basis in other sources. If the Bible calls
Judah yhwd mdynt’, “Judah the province”,
there is no reason to assume that it was not a
province but merely part of Samaria. If a
member of the nobility, of the Davidic line,
such as Sheshbazzar (who also bore the local
title “prince of Judah™) is referred to as
“governor”, and Zerubbabel is designated
specifically as “governor of Judah”, there is
no reason to hold that they were not actual
governors but only ‘“commissaries”, as Alt

126 'W. Rudolph: Esra und Nehemia, Tiibingen, 1949,
pp. 34, 131 f.; K. Galling: Verbannung und Heimkehr,
Festschrift fiir Wilhelm Rudolph, ed. A. Kuschke,
Tiibingen, 1961, p. 96; J.M. Myers: Ezra-Nehemiah
(The Anchor Bible), New York, 1965, p. 133.

127 Y. Kaufmann: The History of Israelite Religion
1v, Jerusalem-Tel Aviv, 1969, pp. 177-179; J. Liver:
The Return from Babylon, its Time and Scope, EI 5§
(1958), pp. 114-119 (both Hebrew); Morton Smith:
Palestinian Parties and Politics that Shaped the Old
Testament, New York, 1971, pp. 193 ff., Appendix:
“Alt’s Account of the Samaritans”.
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claims. Further, if the Bible relates of instruc-
tions given by Darius, King of Persia, to Tat-
tenai, governor of the province Beyond the
River, and his colleagues, to allow the “gover-
nor of the Jews” and the elders of the Jews
to build their Temple (Ezra 6: 7), then it is
improper to say that no governor of Judah is
mentioned in this episode, claiming that the
words pht hyhwdym are “secondary”.128

It is entirely untenable that such a unique
political situation, in which Jerusalem was
subordinated to Samarian rule, would have
left no trace whatsoever in the sources. In the
Books of Ezra and Nehemiah, Samarians are
noted many times, but there is no hint or com-
plaint of Jerusalem’s dependency upon Sa-
maria, her rival.129 Equally, we can reason-
ably accept the claim that if Judah had been
annexed to the province of Samaria, Sama-
rians would have settled there and her fate
would have resembled that of southern Judah,
which was settled by a foreign population.130
It is clear that Alt’s view, which has been ac-
cepted by many, is based solely on hypotheses
and assumptions, but its opponents are equal-
ly stymied by the lack of evidence. The ar-
chaeological material available — the bullae
and the stamped jar-handles — now seemingly
provide weighty testimony. for clarifying this
matter.

The key to the problem lies in Neh. 5: 15:
“The former governors who were before me
[Nehemiah] laid heavy burdens upon the peo-
ple, and took from them food and wine, be-
sides forty shekels of silver. Even their
servants lorded it over the people. But I did
not do so, because of the fear of God.” It is
thus clear that there were governors prior to
Nehemiah. But who were the oppressive gover-
nors of whom Nehemiah speaks so harshly?
Some identify them with Sheshbazzar and
Zerubbabel, for they are the only governors

128 1 Esdras 6: 27 gives: “Zerubbabel, the servant of
the Lord, and governor of Judah”.

129  Kaufmann, op. cit. (above, n. 126), p. 178.

130 Liver, op. cit. (above, n. 126), p. 116, n. 24.
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mentioned prior to Nehemiah. But this hardly
seems reasonable, if only because of the time
factor. Nehemiah was undoubtedly referring
to the situation in Judah immediately prior
to his arrival. A common opinion, again fol-
lowing Alt, holds that Nehemiah’s words were
directed against the governors of Samaria
who supposedly controlled Judah. But there
is no evidence that Nehemiah was referring
to foreign rulers. Quite the contrary, his re-
buke is directed against his compatriots. The
cry of the people which Nehemiah heard was
directed against their wealthy, Jewish bre-
thren, against the nobility, the officials and
men of power, who exploited the people and
brought them to the verge of ruin (Neh. 5:
1-7).

If so, we may assume that Nehemiah was
referring to his fellow Jewish governors who
preceded him, rather than outsiders. Who
were these earlier governors? After Zerub-
babel, who was suspected by the King of
Persia of messianic aspirations, no further
governors of the Davidic line were appointed,
but only reliable non-entities, who have
left no mark on history. These governors
administered the affairs of the province with
a heavy hand, their major function being to
bleed the people of the “king’s tax”, the heavy
duties imposed by the Persian Empire. Con-
cerning the results of this taxation, it is re-
lated that the peasants were forced to mort-
gagetheir fields and vineyards. The landowners
took advantage of this hardship and stripped
the farmers of their property, and even en-
slaved their children (Neh. 5: 5). The recon-
struction of Jerusalem and its walls, of
course, was not among the priorities of these
earlier governors, and such work was not
within their authority. This considerable task
fell to Nehemiah, the leader, statesman and
able administrator, who was familiar at the
Persian court and who knew how to exploit a
convenient political situation to obtain from
Artaxerxes broad authority to restore the city
and to institute a religious and social reform
among his people.



So far for the “governor gap” in the Book
of Nehemiah, as reflected — in our opinion —
in the Bible itself. There appears, however, to
be mutually supporting evidence in the Bible
and in the archaeological findings. The gover-
nors who preceded Nehemiah, of whom it is
stated that they took a heavy tax of ‘“food
and wine” from the populace, introduced an
efficient tax-gathering apparatus using special
jars. These, indeed, are the jars stamped with
the names of the province, yhd, and the names
of the governors and their officers, found in
excavations on Judean sites. Such a system of
concentrating provisions in store-jars was
known in Judah already in the period of the
First Temple, when the jars bearing the
lamelekh stamps were employed.13! It proved
itself then, and it was revived when need
called, for whatever purpose. In the Persian
period, a similar system was employed at
Elephantine in Egypt, as well.132

Two governors whose names are found
stamped on the jars are Yeho‘ezer and Ahzai.
Another governor was Elnathan, who now
appears on one of the bullae and on the seal
of Shelomith. These three names can largely
fill out the “gap” in the succession of gover-
nors of Judah between Zerubbabel and Nehe-
miah. The governors were appointed officers,
whose terms of office were most probably not
overly long. If we take Nehemiah’s twelve-
year term as an average, there would have
been some five or six governors between him
and Zerubbabel. On the basis of the typology
of the script, we would tend to place Elnathan
before his two “‘extra-biblical” fellows; these
probably followed him in direct succession.
During the phases of the Persian period fol-
lowing Nehemiah, there must have been an
even longer list of governors, but only two of
them are known. Below is a list of the known
governors of Persian Judah:

131 P, Welten: Die Konigs-Stempel, Wiesbaden,
1969.

132 H. Lidzbarski: Phénizische und aramdische
Krugaufschriften aus Elephantine, Berlin, 1912.

Sheshbazzar, “governor (phh)” (Ezra 5: 14);
“prince of Judah” (Ezra 1: 8), ca. 538 BCE.

Zerubbabel, son of Shealtiel, “governor of
Judah (pht yhwdh)” (Haggai 1: 1, 14), 515 BCE.

Elnathan, “governor (phw’)” (bulla and

seal), late 6th century BCE.

Yeho‘ezer, ‘“‘governor (phw’)” (jar-impres-
sion), early 5th century BCE.

Ahzai, ‘“governor (phw’)” (jar-impression),
early 5th century BCE.

Nehemiah, son of Hacaliah, “the governor
(hphh)” (Neh. 5: 14; 12: 26), 445-433 BCE.

Bagohi (Bagoas), “governor of Judah (pht
yhwd)” (Elephantine Papyrus 30: 1), 408 BCE.

Yehezqiyah, “the governor (hphh)” (coins),
ca. 330 BCE.

All these governors (except possibly the
penultimate) were Jews. Bagohi is thought to
have been a Persian on the basis of his name,
but among the returnees from exile was an
extensive family named Bigvai (Ezra 2: 14; 8:
14; Neh. 7: 7, 18; the name is of Iranian ori-
gin). Thus, the name probably lacks all ethnic
connotation.133 The Persians generally ap-
pointed rulers from among the local populace
(cf. the province of Samaria: Sanballat, Je-
shua, Hananiah). If, of the eight governors
of our list, seven are certainly Jews, there is
room to see in the eighth a Jew as well. How-
ever, the Bagohi of the Elephantine Papyri
has frequently been associated with the Ba-
goas mentioned by Josephus as the strategos
of the Persian king in Jerusalem.134

In the passage quoted above, Nehemiah
has testified that he himself did not follow in

133 Y. Aharoni: The Land of the Bible, London, 1967,
p. 360.

134 Antiquities x1, 7, 1. See recently, however, F.M.
Cross: A Reconstruction of the Judean Restoration,
Journal of Biblical Literature 94 (1975), pp. 4 ff., n. 10.
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the footsteps of his precedessors in taxing the
people heavily. Thus, we may assume, pos-
sibly, that in his tenure of office there was a
respite in taxation and that the use of stamped
jars ceased. However, at some time after Ne-
hemiah the use of stamped jars was reintro-
duced. To this latter phase we may, perhaps,
ascribe all those Aramaic impressions in de-
generate, corrupt script which are so difficult
to decipher, found at Ramat Rahel (including
the abbreviated form: yh). It does not stand
to reason that such degenerate impressions
were made and used concurrently with the
proper impressions noted above. It would be
easier 10 see in them rather wretched imita-
tions of the earlier sealings. Impressions (10)-
(12) are also apparently to be ascribed to the
late 5th or 4th century BCE.

In contrast to all these, we are witness to a
renewal of the yhd impressions on jars of the
Hellenistic period (3rd-2nd centuries BCE),
but now in palaeco-Hebrew script. The shift
from Aramaic script to palaeo-Hebrew is
observed also on the coins.!35 This began with
the yhd coins of the late Persian period, con-
tinued on the yhdh coins of the early Helle-
nistic period and found full expression on the
coins of the Hasmoneans late in this same
period. It would seem that the use of the
palaeo-Hebrew script for official purposes,

135 Cross (EI [1969], p. 23) regarded the most suit-
able time for the reintroduction of the Hebrew script
as after the Tennes rebellion against Persian rule (340
BCE), in which it is assumed that Judah also partici-
pated (see D. Barag: The Effects of the Tennes Re-
bellion on Palestine, BASOR 183 [1966], pp. 6-12).
Yet it seems strange that the Persians should accept
such a symbolic usage, originating in a rebellion
against them. In any event, it appears that the use of
the palaeco-Hebrew script for official purposes was
inspired by nationalistic motives. Scholars opposing
this view, holding that it was not a revival of the script,
for its use never ceased, are right in that this script
continued all through for the writing of sacred books.
But its use for secular purposes was unusual in this
period, and then it was always for official, symbolic
ends. Note also the Hasmonean coins, and the coins
of the Jewish revolts against Rome.
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at a time when the Aramaic script was em-
ployed in daily affairs, was politically moti-
vated, with a definite nationalistic intent
implied.

This Hebraization is especially manifest in
the transition from the Aramaic legend yhd
to the Hebrew yhdh. Ptolemaic coins bearing
the latter legend have been discovered re-
cently; they are a signpost in the chronological
dark enveloping not only early Jewish nu-
mismatics but also the contemporaneous yhd
jar-impressions. For the first time we possess
an absolute date for one of these coin types
(301-285 BCE), as well as clear-cut proof that
Judah enjoyed administrative autonomy also
in the Early Hellenistic period. This surely
removes any last doubts concerning the Hel-
lenistic date of the Hebrew yhd-¢ impressions.

Finally, we may state that the new epigra-
phic evidence discussed here has contributed
greatly toward the clarification of problems
over which the archaeology and history of
Eretz-Israel have long stumbled. In our dis-
cussion we have sought to extract the maxi-
mum information from these finds and to
base our conclusions on confirmed evidence
as far as possible. Especial emphasis has been
placed on the palacography as a chronological
means, for the dating here is a most important
factor in shaping the historical interpretation.

We are aware of the limitations of using
palaeography as the sole means of determin-
ing chronology, but occasionally there are no
other efficient means available. We may re-
member in this connection that it was palaeo-
graphy which first eorrectly dated the Dead
Sea Scrolls. Even so, it is clear that the scho-
larly diseussion and interpretation of these
bullae is only at its beginning; other opinions,
based on different viewpoints, will undoubt-
edly make themselves heard. In the light of
these unexpected finds, we may also look
forward to further archaeological discoveries
in this direction, which may well assist in
clarifying one of the most interesting and
most vague chapters in the history of the
Jewish people in its land.



PLATE 1 1Y

Assemblage of bullae mbhan o



PLATE 2 2 M1

Blurred bullae mwovwin mhMa



PLATE 3 3 mb

Bulla 1; obverse and reverse IR 073D : 1 7om A



PLATE 4 4 My

Bulla 2: obverse and reverse TR 03D 12 o 3



PLATE 5 5 119

Bulla 3: obverse and reverse =R 0YD : 3 ‘oM UM

Bulla 4: obverse and reverse IR 0°3D : 4 ‘O NI



PLATE 6 6 NI

Bulla 5: obverse o"Ib :5 ‘oM A

Bulla 6: obverse oIb :6 /oM 1N



PLATE 7 7019

Bulla 5: reverse MR :5 oM A

Bulla 6: reverse IR : 6 oM 9



PLATE 8 g8 MI>

Bulla 7: obverse 1D :7 ‘O M



PLATE 9 9 M

Bulla 7: reverse 0K ;7 oM M3



PLATE 10 10 mMS

Bulla 8: obverse 0°1b : 8 oM 1M



PLATE 11 11 m>

Bulla 8: reverse IR :8 ‘oM M3



PLATE 12 12 mM1d

Bulla 9: obverse and reverse XY 223D : 9 ‘On P13



PLATE 13 13 n»

Bulla 10: obverse and reverse IR B30 : 10 ‘o ab1a

Bulla 11: obverse and reverse =9NRY £°3D : 11 ‘oM N3



PLATE 14 14 My

Bulla 12: obverse and reverse TINXY 223D : 12 ‘On M3



PLATE 15 15 M1»

Seal 13: modern impression AW AY°IY 13 ‘oM onn

b. reverse — m iR .2 a. obverse — pup .R

c. modern impression — fwTH VAL 2

Seal 14 14 'om onn



732K (BN

NNty nihia
*no%nn 197998 7NN
19°% N2°Y Snon




929°nnbd

O°NYS amnl LanraY oMPIRTDIRG TN PNTPR ANRA PN
I "YU NY-IND2 QiMIPAn MRXIN DR O0IDY ORI23 9% NaMp
"15D IR L% IDOR TTR IXPI PYAIT T DI aIpnn DAR XY 19003
=IDID O°IDD IR INM I QI DWYIT — 0P D TV ,7D70D
TNDY TTVN NIDRIMND PV I 717770 IN0IDD DOMNIYN AR — 0MIRD
"AY7 ADDN2MRA DY AMPIRDIRG Noni PN Drawa A°van DR
DIPSWHIN DR O3 0 CTTHY PO Mwpta ,/0Tp7 ava NINa WRD
— 01 11297 MD%1 7T Awa DHTIPA A9T00 P2 WIDDY 19700 Pav
0*non 753 0PN, 7252 0°D1 "I IWDNT 12V — NN NRXITI X7 AR
X N2V DPDRINNM 79700 WIDW 77701 .MITON "NY P2 PPN
~ HHOTIIT pnna Kwn "D DD — DARD MDY "hwa W ,N°HNRa
IWRD DOIDNM TR IPIT BV WY DR BIPAN W Iphn 190 B H0o°
0°995 MDY ,N°PAR2 0°D90 AW IRX® 1D TV L9M Ppnnd a1
SART D UORN 12m (@7IYY2 anniwn AR 0IDTI O°RENI 0°DON
.72%2 anMann Y RO 8°5951 190 MM

3* 3* 3*

/DYDY 1IPRN RYN LNWDURIY NP2V KRG AT 79D KX 103 KD
- QAPNMLOLAMPINDIN P RD IV 12 IREN® 0D TV, 200 79 TR 12
JIXIRY VA DR MIAINT N D5 03 aRTUD KPR pIm
9NN AN 70 Y A0 IR NIYOYD IR 113 D0IDNAT RXNNHI
nNIMMING MR PO% 1T7AD1 4PN CBRIMRDRDI MNAM Anwni
NIPYI DR TNDD TIAR /DIND DY MO ,ID LY TN S TIN MYan
nMBD IR PYDY DUWURA HXT DY MY PR DY MU DHHINIoa
W D" MM LBIDI "X NI NDIPN PN OTIDDAM OWIN OPDIN
5503
1°7° BRI



o
o
11

r'b

n§

v

No

b o)

vo

0%3°23yn- 1210

o™ BRITYI AN Qv ME P MW
R1an

R¥nna
DORZANT XN R
nmban a2
nmpnT A
Jarm wbn .anon T
nMMT S M1an S rpRIARYORDT

pe%%apn DIRXNN
W ) s R
DRIRA D°IPIPA-MYaY
DIMIRT DOIPIPA~NINAL SV TDRINRIRD

“nwraw S jand a1 mY1an and A ot
DMIRA D33P

NP3V O%pIPThIYeab

=P SR RARIID-NBRIILRILD 1N
MR o°IpIp

7 Myavn .2
D11ponY DID°D

nInY®Y o'y



0*°DR731°92°271 0218 PR DRV

N. Avigad, “More Evidence on the Judean = ~mpon NMNoM~ ,T°ax
Post-Exilic Stamps™, IEJ 24 (1974)

N. Avigad, “Ammonite and Moabite Seals”, = ~a™nnYy NMAPMA~ ,Tax
in: Near Eastern Archaeology in the Twentieth Century, ed. J.A. San-
ders, New York, 1970

G. Duncan, PEFQSt, 1925, pp. 19-36 = TPIRT

LM NN '?R'W"'Y')N h'l"i?l'l‘) 793R8 YT = M

~1°5wn ,0°%YnT MR 3N5A MANBNT M 0 = AN

A.Cowley, Aramaic Papyri of the Fifth Century B.C., Oxford, 1923 = 9‘71&,')

F.M. Cross, “Judean Stamps”, Eretz-Israel, = ~3mim nmmn~ ,o1p
IX, Jerusalem, 1969, pp. 20-27

F.M. Cross, ‘“Notes on the Ammonite Inscription = ~IR7'0 Sn~ oMp
from Tell Siran”, BASOR 212 (1973), pp. 12-13

Y. Aharoni, Excavations at Ramat Rahel — Seasons = R ,%n9~nn9
1959-1960, Rome, 1962

Idem, Excavations at Ramat Rahel — Seasons 1961-1962, = 3 ,5na~nn=
Rome, 1964

BASOR Bulletin of the American Schools of Oriental Research

CIS Corpus Inscriptionum Semiticarum, 1881 —
IEJ Israel Exploration Journal

JPOS Journal of the Palestine Oriental Society
RB Revue Biblique

PEQ Palestine Exploration Quarterly

PEFQSt  Palestine Exploration Fund, Quarterly Statement



X1an

=17° IMRI” NP RINI DR vBb .mb
1YY 090 5w *53 102 Mamw jnna e
*5a @Ybw1ma NP nYy-Imo® MR om0
SR MTAR *3PU90 1IN TaR 703 0o
*7v=5Y 9D7AR ,TIDI3 IMOY IR MMM NI
“O1) TR QNI 29D *29WD IXINY QTR IR
anInn 1281 MYIaa IR DYINR M0 XA (14
AOR 11907NRY DY NWIAY — (13 “On) "awn
=5y 79M0n DR YXDY R° MpAnY-RIM HY 0397
/90 DR QY 0" 21T M3 MY nan
DR 90w oINRTD 7IN3 NN XD Nmmnw
.0%pn3 D03 BB INRY 12ana RYR ,NPan

VI 29 1A A1 MY 99 899377 yan
nWNAY .aTpRa MR YD IWeand abRwnn
n*%a7 T MR weaw vank 733 ovmnR
=N 17307 5w pIRA DYUTS 8790 0103 1YY
7750N NIDVA IR LTMPANYY PRI-PIR 1Y
MXP3 OV "hYaIY 2UWDM DT .avhem
LN DWW RYYY 7amIn 9Nta IRD oYRaMm
"MmYR 7219 NHYIN *nNppaw xY *bY NRT oY
ombn ‘R M 2 L1PT Y Ny oy O Rwn Y
/8210 RY "57AR ,0377 .M ‘M 0P 07D M3 *
DL M0 Nponi nR Saph
M DWIBA MR 0D LAMPR MR JIOR YA
=7 29p3 BN UMM Y1 DURIAN WY
nIIPYa IMPNIR NYAR n9AaaY mInM ovp
A1 2R nohan

DOMR NWRII *PR RN 14 ‘on oMM Man Do 1
oMR 7 .OMmnmR BV nYT DR ANNRY 27D ,1974
.onoIp? anbsh v15 Mwab oTRYaY mipn JDOR
.aa%2 nrmInIRS on'a ppo e b3 taba o KD
N NI JRD DMOTDNRA DMPENT o ,Amba
2073 *I°R7 13 ‘DR DM DR .OPYY VA OMaTn
13 pp'o 0 K% .73%3 793P Ao 1974 LOMRA
ARy ,ArPYORPDNYIIYY DN Wan Nom ,mbyb

3777 3RT T3 V1 2'PEN LIRS 0M0DNn on

T DR P9 2BYM PR NIRRT pnna
2*%pn3 o3 ROR /MMITPYY NPnpYY ATIAYa 93V
TN ON2 V0 VR RIPRIV DORYNNI DMYDY
APMYT DYAN apman P nob apenn
3907 MIRPAITA M3 NIRRT Ipma MTING
AT DUIpRA NYPANA DR RO 901 T LM
Hw MW .MM MPNIRA NI ANYYIR I
AWK N A noban RN 1MELY 13
XY 9PN 79-N3aY anIn Namb 73 o3 YA
J°1% ona provaw appnm

9901 11392 DNYY DORIAT DR XRY 30D
MDRIIDRIY MNINDIND W2 pID RIPY
wapbY XYM WP RIT (OR L ORIWTPIR DY
PR ST MWD IV R ROALPMR WP
nMnp b M o3 yapiw Myapm ovpp-neT
3 2 19011 MATP 2°nY>Y 09 LYY "Mea AT
R 1777 158 M2ND 2RI DIR Y@ B MY
APOB RY 1TV %50 20 MDY 2% BT
22N Y70 15X M2ND3 b NP MY MY
Sw HRpo'ER 1RIRA YY1 nobmna bmamn by
n"wn-nan fMpPn — 3TN NBPNa AT
MOY MITW ROR ,5RID a1 HRIVYPIR MTAIND
1934 DIw3 YW /T MYTAD pmn LY IR
*T=%Y ~97” DNOA MY oy mBn-nTpid
o7w *10% nwTIm 7DD $3% pUIpd H7R B1D
~DnY NTIBN2 MY ML Hw MY oy MInR
9 NI MWA ITYI PR oURSEAn L5m
.20 Man SR 21 12°0Y /0" DTN

Mo IMRY ANYT Y abva 8D 9pin ow
MIRSPN (72 NMIT NI 2703 ML PIY
9371 ,M23N3 MTWN MmN T v mba by o)
7772 abana an-par b .owen AP R
e 5w AoW MWITNPa Matoaa Lapn
LMD "0 B3 MNP AR TN niIa ovwawn
Syw n2nd% 7w ApeT (14 “on) Mmmnn TR
o mwmy 7931 (6 ‘om 912 mPan nnR
QOUTI UK PR VR 139m% 2210 R¥nER MRS
-1an bW X3P *RID 591 nobana opn Yy amnn



XX¥nnn

»3wn .73%3 AR 7913 Y n2wnon Avpm 0P
NIW°3Y 1R Pmmna

‘o) M21a7 :NIRIEP *NEn 259 10 HOwA
1°nan® §n°1 NY2123 .(14—13 o) MANINM (12—1
bW Y J73 0WIRLY NERD M3 :0°30 v
-I0 183 173 ,0°Tp DY anvnmwy T navTn
D°WIaDY M1 ,(6—1 “On) DAvTYLa 1P DR
.(12—7 “om) 73%3 09D MAY Jna

nikvian .a

@ md ;19 1a° .1

nawnd 73 ALY MY wIbY IRINI AT 200
.AnR 7 nbya A

-3win ,a™IRPA-nba 0w nbya na K
-3 YL K7 277 33 X 36 AU LApbna 19
nasonRn WP SN0 p S AU noaon Hva on
1°DA~NIDVY /AT HYD 2XIWN WK 237 17n 22
SN Y A7 0N Ui YD npbpna ansenn

PN Pawn NIk M e -3
NI30RI ApNn DY 218 DYwa 270 8 1L
‘om) MY (3 “On) OYIR b .aMna Sw aNYA
.Q

“2MY NN NIAYY MPITA NMPNIR WP NawNo3
:N3MN57 MO AN 271 6 |7

Ta°

1973

N MDD N7PTA RN TR NMIRA MIRD
nMEn% ORNA3 SNPRIIR JT NINWRIT DINIRA
LTUDRIIRVDRDA 11711 12 AR9Y *MavA anon

O°RXNNA IIXRD K

bw Mo*b K ovvp ovwn 1a (bullae) man
59577972 .NMRY MTIWN NRPNY WP B
b3 2030 Wpaw T 2an DR W ©IN YR PaTI
=3 MNMIT ORTINRDY S HY IR D1°BRD Yw
,o7ap3 v apbw Man n MaY MRS .an
NYINR NY?133 IYMPRTLIN 2pHIY MR ISNY
~pa R Pan NWNELA YNNRD 783 1N JWBR
ABR NIPIST 1N MPIENY 01DRDA "% Ml
“MINY AP RN 937 YR AP1a0 23 omweb
LOYIBRD R?Y 9" 79 13°non

nMYagKn Sw amweay mxas ma mbha by
~pna 133w MPERY vY L9 BT b3 DY
MOWMI MMRY JAR wN LNTIRPACY INTIEY AP
QMMM DI NP B LI WA NPYTIM NN
-530 aMn 5w nvtap we 7213 953 .01 Y 0w
N3 nIND BNV MW Y N3 D3NS 731,58
bw 077YA DR 18P MR R 1253 NN e
N3N PR AD°PR N9 vID oYL DTN
=M M0 MR 73 BTIERN OPEIRT BMP
JIRY N3 NDIPN NPwn AT NN N

DSpa3 1xIpY It 2w IMNRE N3 MIEAINd
=p%1 /11397 I LY YHWILR 3037 NIIMK MINO3
o NI nveavn ARG pOn Jon ony
m%1a Sy Matp 2Ny MYWDM NAINSY INRR
NIPEPIDMY MWBRALE MM MMTD 03 PITNR
QM09 AR AT TXD NP 173 IRNWR DY
X3 75 5 o .MPaR 55 Hw 1vmIEn nR 1R
;M1 NN DPWIY /N2 R OPRD NN Hon
19 N M21an PR NIMIR MpYa ISR nYwa
-5 NWMaD wr mP1an n and HYw b MRy
=137 203 .7 235V I anIna MK WYY M
JIRIN=IND2 MM NN 30D ;175303 RIT MY

ona YW 00D 67 9210 1XD nopnnR 210N
-1 2321 P13 PN IR M3 65 :(1 M?) Mand
Myeap YaaR RsmpEa YH5 Ak Sy Ao .nmn
PR3 ana 1PRan’ weR-RY 13 Maw Aame
2mb) 1w

=9973 .nmpn 12 p9 wnte mM91a 65 nnenn®
3w3 P3Pk MYa Yy nand Yo avpm Y

a



XOR .nuTIpn nNoR e mrd S103 AmT anon
by 1071 4 17293 901 NILPY NPT BYD DIMIRIY
.1 7on 79133 11717 579 AR NN nIwnwn

=DRD Nn°NNY W MIvpl M3 % 190
=913 PN ARt MY M3 1R .00
.8°5no°n~mbean W b

G mY ;3 M) B/ T .3

=530 nNMaon Y¥3 anIN 13 YIEOY MY e
19 7amM 2”1 22 NIONI TR LTI P DY A
*PEIR P ~2ND MY NV NIORA I3 N7R
17133 ;0N MaYY MY NPNIRG a0 TR
2R L jhmebwa mnws M e an 5—4
phna pa nnwa nnx

g™ RN ovam W nbya ava R
TR byn aaw av1an .nond 2taon
4D B PO 07 29 X 34

24 ML .2vom npbmmn aduY Ab\ a3
"0 .n°pon AP naND% 2v3oRw noRn AR
S0 am

TR () aTpR 2R 1 APa Yw phn a
-nhi AR PY AT N:NOR 0 A7h 15X 25
A°13 0 o ann

:N2IN37 Y M

T10°
nlln

54)
A4y

3%

2°n55 XYW ,R%1 2°N53 2105 AN OY —. 79710
371 BN 8w LIROD 2—1 ‘On NP3 Yonh
IR @°2°n57 "aw
K71 ,0757 PTPNIRD v pRaMR KT ansn
~# i 1200 .(ans3 17 . 15aY AR hYm v
“PIWhaY BY o3 aYUDM MR an531 RYA 2°noa
2202 7R9 Ann mwnwn Yy (9% Ak oopip
.1 7o 75123 110

Y ®W RYR LTI Sw on 2°nD wr —.Ta0
| AT MND MR LTI PIR DY nNn
~PIMIn” 73319 DRI ANNDA NYMaYa 07D Pwbw
(135 I9) /RN T — DMOIRDY S(R:2 ‘1Y)
m pIR=%anw ,7owR% 75 13 °7 Taba am o
-IDIR R0 PYY NHYA ,NTIB YRrnTNT R
12 ESA~MYaLN waw oy 5% 1M omn
S0 :NTAN DY DR DRV NY0ADA Dpni
MY ATDIR Y IT°Un MPIEN *2x=5yw nanon
ST NMA MDY 0¥ DY

Sw nTN3 O3 DWNAL TN T DaInon
“nb Y ANNN3 01 2*INKI IRWNIY OINIPIp
-1p% nPawn PRI NnY R TPEN LATE AN
R NIW°AL 1°3.1°Y270°0N ON3 WM HIRY ovp
AMIDSY MP12aw BRY NIAT DIYCaL o3 NWDI
IR WY RV I0AA 120D JNTMIR 21w Yy
™ /aY %% T ARD AOR mweav ) 2amm
(& a3

=17 5 MITIYNY 2°ansn hnvnne 1TYNY NN
DAY B°no T Y SwYHwi 207 RIBR 17,77 M
-unrR Yy [0 LTI N DY mw DR Q°RYIAD
8°3pIpM N3

@ md;29) 1 .2

HRY NIIT M3 JI3 MIPELY NIE WY
IR /Y N30 1NIR AD%Pn .1 ‘o AEaw
»n7n 18

24X 26 7°NITM .0°3M7 @YW NYYa AN WX
A% ,p%n 237 A2 NAINDR N PR 7
.OT9°DRD HW nwhaw 13 R

24 X 25 7°NITM .B°an B9 nbwa avia A
ponn 231 Yy .nwvwitn NN N o A7
.2°973pn 2N 1Y YW nIvtaw nIRTa

18 X19 7°MTn .2"% o»vw nbya aba A
-*DRD HW NWeaL MIRTA 237 5V .OIR R a0
LINTIPR NIP1E NS TIMa L0

12057 MO M

Ta°

2%



59"

-183 AWK WRII MW°3 275 K3 MWINT 2007
17 Y7°0% DIIMDIRT DWIBNT LN7TM YR P
a0 739 MR opn M bv amwn JRA
Jmavn venb

©*) 75w NI5KR w3 0ORIPI KPR —NIR
IR YR XMV nYYY oMWIRT @7 ™30
DTpn=ntal o nwn HRIY-PIR? X°an> RDODY
WwWwR ORY LATVR WRIM TR DMNWRIT IR
A1—T0:1 “1Y) ~2°3°an”n oY 1M

-5y oMN=MY*aun IYIT “RIND” AR —RIND
1715 I8N 250970093 12303 OAIPIPNT 23
[ MRS~ ;7RO | MW [ T ORT MM
=+av by pIpn /]7n% ARTY) “RIND | T 5 RMD
an°n ~RND~ Abnn bw amwnwn (@pipRmY
3% 7YY 7RI RIP IR 0 DpIvmma e
aoen YY pawn DMAIR ATI%D AMR wD
DMIR3 LRPY RT IR sSwmn amb> L ~ampn
PR 0LP ~* NYT? 47RNND” RN N Y Y11
TMPT” MaonR PP AYDIN RYR W NN aMe
VI3 o397 ngn (back formation) ~9mxn
RIBR R°7 7RO~ 7P0M ,NiNER 27N RDIND”
57AMD” YY1 DY NMmipn DRI AR

$13-10:30 ;9 MM ;72°R1 56 ,34~32 "0V R ,BAN~nnY 2
9,6-1:20 M% ;7R 44 7R 21 Y 3

.57-56 ‘Y ,R 50N 3

fIRT 15 ;18 AW ,252 /DY SIRP WO NAND IR 4
M. Sznycer, Semitica 12 (1962), :no"m DMPIVOI
No. 689

Y ,(R*50N) B 77390 ,“NYARY RIND7 WP > S
“M~ THD RN RIPHI “ROIB~ 1PN DR L119-112
WIR DVBRD AN @vRna L1 ;300 ) b
RMNDY 15ap~ 12105 131,3° 1WA P LR REMY
DY ANRNA~ 95 (4 7w) ~>alal min joomp by
E. Bresciani, %9 ;*?1mna np o395w Yy mnon
Rivista degli studi orientali 35 (1960), pp. 11-24;
J. A Fitzmyer, Journal of Near Eastern Studies21(1962),

5w 1P /IRIIN DD XM NN QwR —a3an
oW Ow 7Y L7330 RO DINR ISP DX Lhaan
RIP3 N2 S TRRD AR D3 ;M0 M2 TR
77 P3N Awa DR L3R .(3:7 ;a:R 0 N
A3 /mn3) onn avmea avvwNY SY aacan-w

17 19711 IR navnan §A NI anIntnYaY
5M=nnna o™ *aw by KNI L1590 NInan
QNI ININRT WAL 15RD NIRII 17 (PR ART)
=957 971 NMIRA 25730 PaR . mvIan 13 waviw
wRw 0157 NYawY 3,07 TUn ovINR oUaLp oY
12130 nponnd wrtww nth M anmn

YW MW T3 "N DNN3 RO YD MY N
=33 oYW ANNBA TpD ,NRTAN DI LN AT
[ T~ DAINDT 131 T aNN-NY A .0%0n NMa
WA AR T2 BY taw By nyeDm “1IR
(P R

G MY 34 .../ TIY 4

271 16 X17 MR A om o v A
MR IR W NI MR e nanoa
:N2IN7 WY AN L2193 ApINR ANNAnNR

TI°
00:00

A
Sy

~

\\
\\\

S m——-—

4 M

NTIPR NIINDT JI2A03 PRI MIN 30D 1WDY
WP TIRD TP NORRDA 253 A ’7AR P
/2% ARY ~ T Ann Mwnawn By nRn b
.1 7on 79133 10

J29R3W 17937 DR P MY 10°3 Annnna 7w
2303 1% KD 10 780w NHMYNRR NIRA M1 bb
Jman

(6 m? ;5 %) RIND / (NIORY 5

MN8N Y AMYYR TIRR AT A

PMTAY 5300 BN AYIAY RO .A7A 17X 20

W 1°393Y . N NANDa 7R 10X 14 10
$W5 M L7en



MR 0P VURAY “RINMDY ARMPA DR DRI-903
INI205 — MW BAIPIPT DR TP DNNT DIR DR
225 AN S o mn’ 3% 00 — ovp Yw
b2 55 9°0m .o RIY INRI3 14 ‘on YaR
mawn abnea v omn awpb wRa poo bw
23?1 PRI WIBa DR S3p% 1Y npidmna
~(Gwinin) anen 1nIdR Yv”

bél :nvox2) ~nnp~ WA PAwd A
nY"DTBR AMNBR *HWAn W3 AT RN (pahdti
Jn ANR ART AT WR MY 9avn TR
3w AT SY DD awdw 0vI511 ROpma
(7% ,R:R M) AT AND D23 (1 ) np
NRIRA PITIWNA (19237 577 17 /ANY) ANDA AN
*71133 9573 ,07MIBR /7N RN 1EN0IY 2} VA R
Y°DM M3 YNm1 MENTan NWALHIY LATI DD
7193w jnabR 8293y an>a ~anpn Pt own
MY*a13 TI5TIW NINDR MIwY RIDR 50X wIpbY
nR wab oIMY — MR W — nhnn
AT WpRa RMD~ APNITINYAT NMIRA AN
...~ D anmAtnyean NR 0 901 KT M
by YD /T AREA 2 ~1MY nnp vba 2
LITIMWAY THRT YTRNI ANPANIY 7213

(6 MY ;6 9°%) DO [ N5 6

AT N3N MY M Y
10X 13 MY oo R5Y A2230 7913 &
~Wwaw 31 AXI2P3 TN A3 LM PR R

JNYowa N2 13 798D

%137 *nw Sw 1 NTTN OTIRTDM PO 23
NP MIAINST IR NMHY MDA a7 16X 17
JpPma

manmaw KoK Ao AR .3 0w e T
~phn a3 P

Pom L NIMaY MR .M W NN PuR S0
.on jin

M 515 TBR P 1NN MY Chw hanoa
sy

17,30 OR Rp 7

L.Y. Rahmani, “Silver Coins of the Fourth Century s
B.C. from Tel Gamma”, IEJ 21 (1971), pp. 158 ff.
F.M. Cross, “Papyri of the Fourth Century B.C. s
from Daliyeh”, in: Directions in Biblical Archaeology,
ed. D.N. Freedman & J.C. Greenfield, New York,
1969, pp. 41 fI.; Figs. 34-35

o3 “RWMD” RPN DIV YV 13 pon 0P »7p

D729 ROR DY 7N PR ANVTY 6w by
5w w533 . Aynp DYLYILRT T MIRA N30 1Y
SHRRYRY “1780 1P oy wapmb byn "0IRA PR

nYTS Mt T8 DRMm “And” w pIRY b

“PADTIRT MY P DRI AIRA NITOW 01
AT AN AN A ARPA L(1:15 N) T
S byl L avpa oaIEd 500 DIY MK
©~*9% NI “AN3~a awehan anva 9K anyn
novwna H9577773 7aN01 Y M PR . (0795 )
Y737 79°D% .(10—9 : 15 91°%) 7T “AN2” BY NN
IROR 79TpR” MR IR L “RIND” RIPY O
712°NR T3 2750 YV D°WBIMA NN Pow /R
=997 1Y — 255 DR 1w 0vTpn YY an s T
NanY MTAY Y AT DN Y R — 980
53 15w . JanoR i HY 01PY 71U NUDRIINRORD
R N°0TDR ADIPNA A NIDRIIDRT NINDNONI
MM “Ans” nbya 1 B9 Rnd PR XA
DIMNTPA YA NIEM A INIEPY MPan
AIRIIT DD LMWNNI LINP AM3 A3 9RA
.(q7n% 95 v AR o~napb 500 “1pb
DD MMRA N12°NA DR RIPS VW LRI R
3 /Wb VDR DIAR /RIMD” :ANWKID YIIY
a™p% WBR w7 YN A 297 T Hha

T SINIR, DN RY, RO NMYNDA AW an.pp.15-24
AmYnk on Nk PUBOR TV LR IR ANPn Ny
TR BR ,APRER DR aw AP 5730 1IREY neoINa B
NIDR WDR ANDAY = RMOR” :TMTAME WY
~N91%5 EUPIPRTMYaY SV “RIND~ 12°N7 DR wIDb
DR YROR wEP LaAR ~aAnp AT 3TN Y92 TR
Leam wp® NYT ORYR Wewna ‘33 .Amnp AbRen
o funzionari del tesoro = ~RPNID~ A
o"o"Dn PR MO YD ,MID 11 7T IRIRA TP
17 .189-186 ‘Y ,(7*DwN) D MW e AR ;5903
2 pD- nbn WNAR AW AN INRE T80
AORMAY ,ROND~ KPY vw AR V2 o037 pwba
mn mmn (prefecture, Bezirksamt) ~bwan~ ~nanp~
;" PNESY. = “ROVLPIL~ TN R ;MNPRI N8N WK
R, (doyewr) POIR ININA 12 AN ,ZRONIIR7 191
M. Jas-:5187 .91 HRm wRD ,owm ,anp Srapn RN
trow, A Dictionary of the Targumim, the Talmud Babli
and Jerushalmi, and the Midrashic Literature, New
D*IOR3 “RMIND~ MR v e apn York, 1950, s.v.
IAIRT 57 M2RY ,/INDN NORRY WANDY |, pikatutu Ron
W. von Soden, Akkadisches Handwarterbuch, 11, Wies-
baden, 1971, p. 862

S19RY 24 70V AT DM 0P ¢



@ m>;7 M%) “wnw 13/ 7193% 7

=170 ] I *212°3 DT NPV NI AR -NNR
Y .19%p3 Ln”n 18X 20 TV 14X16 17 1N
1°Y NIMRY MINRA YN ;7MY 10 My mtia
WK 793930 NY30n QNNA-NIW ALY .0 TRIR-DMN
T1°2°21 .M N N2IN53 7R 11X 17 DTN
anma Yyavir ¢ .3 ‘om) M Cnwa LTen P
.0""nYD

- MI2IND ;3077 NANOA ARNYI MY 313
:N2IN37 1O AN .pYna nwvwILh NI

71925
"ynw 2

DX 791 N1MIIRD 0”1 DRI V7N DR 7Y IR0
177w Y01 17w S 700 Sw DIRDIRT NI
LCHRINMRVYRDA 11777 L10nY AR

71"MN3 03 LK1 2°ND3 XD YWD OWR —.7192
M2 .onn IR LJN3 ORYY DWIR 3w OTION
mmkn Yy onm %Y1 npn nR M oAt 2
(127 3513 /M)

T Qw3 1YY N [WRY S NP W - yne
DOWIR AWOW (072 R”AT) ‘?::mr 5w IR K9P
“WNa INIR W NS QW3 IRYI YNY anww
% 3% ,39:° /1) RV NYD

nikan m%1an wibwb oy nenwn ~1a” natnn
Sw nMayn o Sy nmbn XN .(10—8 ‘on)
S1IRA 03ND AR-5Y ,NMNINN

(10 Mm% ;8 91"%) *9571 j2/ PR .8

SNNY 07 .AAT NAIND MYYa M1 7Y N
18X19 T¥ 13X14 N3 DT .OM1IR R oM
11 70m3 .30°7 YINYI MNNOA 217 .1°pa N7
7R Yann nysav 1 ‘ona .ovnRYD anmi yavin
o ‘on 19Yan D B aR-"D aYMan 233 DN
£o1 P 1w

TR e p YW n%aba0 naxon anmmn-nytan’
1392 LN Y N0 7R 9X 15 NINON
1257 WS M 5w P

"N9H
9pon

6 Y

DIPNIRI I5°3 pPRaMA MIRTORYA NIRA anon
DR 125 MY MR L R0 Lavn LR
117003 ANM W3 MR IWDRY L7100 NIX

QYD P YD KW 10D DY NP W —onge
ROV QIR 0 M@ Y TPTa LKIpRa DR
L3937 /1Y) RITY NYDWIR ANIK BN 77993 YR

7200 IR PA3M MIR QIR AnST —.9Don
172 293 TWY) RN DAY L AYUTACR7Aa 007
95% 7113 .h*Mava b9 9on7 29050 . fwas
~RIMD” NYMIRA 7917 5 00 AY133 VDM

OYINR @MY 29p31 YRIWe3 “nodmnn bnavna
=y ,5wnY AR .8°IDI0% A2 MR aYT
RI2W ,9DI07 19w W MIDYnA-I%na T399n7 oTn
anIn a%an3 RS 75 1Y .7 9907 7193 /9700
WINI DY WK N2 NP B0 v vMay
PRYND DYWND~ LI 200 B D7ARM MM A
T MIRA BMINA 191 ,79DO7 PHR”Y DO
‘ 10,789DD

TMOT RMY 251 % DWW mn ansa
SIDIDT PITEY LIMN DT AN 711 YR L9107
YIPHATNT NIRIR DY AN MM M R
“RIZIX "IDO” :2° *2ND2 A T L0 Sam)
0°9D70 POV DI NOYMNI 1,”RNIVTA DD
RIDO ¥ 0 on IR JDNNBR YRtk 09a9
oy 7m .09 7o nhw WK X1 1w nnnba
TN MWWATIND DX DY HY3 oI .mas TpD
79 M2 T 419) @YY IR DR NAY 0TI
PR3 YT T9WR AN IBI0N MY 95 ,1an
JPI%R MDA DAN N9 *91 T NN bw

=177 ,100 Y02 HXIRS PRI NHLR ,MIDoN MAND 1
CIS, 11, No. 84 ;17—16 ‘on ,3">wn ,a%%w
6,1 09,17 7010 312 AW L2 /0N ,"71Ni? 1



‘nnD D’Iﬂ} X9p1 5231971 oY 0°awn IR Ralgh)] mn;
NGRS

(13 MY ;10 M%) an1 13/ PRwY .10

W MY LR LAAT DAIND NPYa NIPIR VIR
M”71 14X15 79 11x13 M>an M .3 amn
=117 @37 T°IDR NAMNOA NN “hY 13 .31°p3
YL T ona Lpbna nwpwitn MAINDT 820
:N2INDT WS I .ANNANA 1WA PO

SRwb
ani g2

(BipAID

QLT T

Ve

10 9

MIRT NN DRI INTPI 1WA DR 18D IR

DINR KPR PG OWA KOR AT PR —ORW
RWIw OTR W Mmwd HRY TIP°I1 DAR ovD vobm
AT DAR (D0 /IY) RIIY M3 AOM01 YR
25RE A 798 NP

.9 ‘on 133 TR 2wh kY —am

13 mB ;11 M) 1YORG) .11

POA 7R 10X 13 JMYTRY DNLp NP1 Y
am

nywa ;5790 KW N3V npwn uThod WX
5959972 Mpw D> /nwIw R anIna nxenb

JSPPNa 73w AP1ET .90 NIRRT TR

:NAR 7 N5 naINon

ATy 5 ®)

11 9%

J. Prignand, RB 71 (1964), :~Sxw" »n%~ amn 8= 12
pp. 372-376

8 X

=133 ROW) 17°T 17 DIIMDIRT NIRIRA NN
JIVIP AR D705 5701 (29310 ROW 198 1

233791 HW PREREN TR K1 AT oW —HRY
.A0:3 R7TT)

%Y AT owa jmd LAM0T YY My It —0 901
(17220 /nn) 2dweh baamr oy

(12 m% ;9 %) an1 ja/ ITYHRY 9

.21 I MY 107 AT NN MY M3 ven
avean® a7n 14x22 7Y 13x16 nbIan niTn
TR .MP3Wn MYSR nbya Axmmb-nt13%n naon
1°3 b1 TNY P .p7n 9 1aMM »n”7h 13 DIoRN
YvavIn (¢ ‘on) DR YA Lhanon DY Chw
IDIR2 P IMNWI (B—N ‘OB) M2 NY .Y
:NAINDI MO AN oHON

ATYSRY
ani ja

57

\_//

9 X

MR D79 1797 17 NP DIMIRA DDA
D™IOT MNAN KO YP0a .1IN0n wn b
/OMI%D 12,07 TR TYOR oYY DUINR DUWIR
DY 3w 0°0WA W3 wIpRRTHd nHpwa My
ANNWR L JMD Y INR YRR LG:n 1Y) XY
YHR .(19:3° ‘nnD) %W nem Sw anowuna
7 719) RITY M2 77701 AWOR RWI wIWID v3an
G5
0 :MME ebwa am own YUBMm RIpna



1:1

13 "%

Ay JTRTRIRY KOR (2:16 9N) D7pIp Y
A1305W aNIND WAl ROW L AMT N Mo

~T DImMN 2on PWRI XM AW annn
anINs 17T IWHRY TN RIM LD TV AV
ma 590 g MEr ARMR ORI XM AR
YRR MTYR NPINYA PHIMIR LJORY WMy
5323 @MDY 1A NN AR 2HYa NN .
“PIRR DUWYAN MMNINA YV WBYAY &M 07D
nmnIn 55% 5 ,9YwS 0t AT anMEY YR
RTD AMX AN TN

[X1InD 1n/I%R nnR /[ Dndwy .14
(15 MY ;14 M)

“HET AN 3vapbY Dibona Cawn anwmn ot
11 13m" n7n 15 19K (scaraboid) n*wpan
ANVDIPN TNNY JAR WY RIT H7R 5 1MW B0
“NR NPT ,07PTO AND 12 VY .ADTIRD NIpIINT
oWpbnn P S N awYbw JJana aptl o1
LAY 0TI AYAIRD anInn Sv mbwn 1738 DR
15913 %3 L1590 B3 X PPN v YA MR
0"9"5n 0NNANA BY TR YR Lup Y R
:DYIY 5w ha nand

nnbwy
iR nnR
. 1D N

0”7 DIPMIRI TPV 9571 2037 HW RIRT 1D

785 J05%KR3 AN ATIVD ANWAY 07RO
AMIN AR PUEY MK 10 L5 wRY 93T e
=111 N3N NP NNAw T71RYi 37 wn DY NRDIRG

S0 17OV DRIR 17T
29 707 719132 117200 AR — TV oK

(14 M5 ;12 9°%) n9°nb .12

DM I PLA AT N2IND MYV NP3 vaw
12X 14 M50 NI %N QTATRTRMT W R
:90° AP 2 Com AYI pY evn 16X18 TV
o0 19133950 P71 7w T oon nan Ja7h 18X 19
AR Y 1SS NAINDT .0YHYD NNt YavIn i
NAMNDA A7H 11X 18 FNITHY LNII0N 713°30M)
DS 1Y .NWawn 553 TIRD 79903

7o°ns

12 9%

17TV DR 1785 MR DPORINKRYROA 719037 1
aN57 NTn DRI MpRam DPEIR DPMIR YR
AT D253 P9I Y9avn

v MY AR AAOMm SW NP W —A3n
AR RIPI — ROM — ANY 2PN AOM RO
LR 703 RN oY TINRE PY annw 0vmbn

DinhIna a3

(15 Mm% ;13 ") 170 .13

NN 2705w PHomaw NmnIng tawn TR A
1393 ;177 15 12MT1 77 21 07037 TN .NWIN
T LR 93T1AR WY aMNT .R7R 36 LY
205N R IR 207 POMM R NMOUIY AR
1Py AP0 002 .APN% N 131 L Dawn WwRA
RINTIND3 MPNIR WIPY MINYIN 0033 .avnp
1MW 2970 JpPNa MpImwn

Ta°

DPPOM APIMRA L NTROIN T/ RO MWK NING
5w 2°pPT 2P PO 1TV NPWENRA DIRA
R~ DR PITR 70 ona v Sax marbyn men
%N 03V AMNDA NPT NIDYRA NMIND
JMn3DI KD
vID ,2—1 “on Mv1a Hw 15RS Avapn nanon
3 IRNMI T 201 NIWHIL NN 7ANOW LR77 NIRD



PUBM ]D MANRA CNTR DY oTmyn ona P
DIwn DPHWIN°a N3V 93p~NaIND3 “iIRY NI
— 93pn Yya "> ,INKI 7Aw AP ,0”NbY 700
by WK~ IRIDT DX XD WK M3 MY TpD
155K Y T AT 93p3 9ap3 — “N°an

MaN5a AR~ hMA SY npMTan RN Yy
ey mrom weapbw amna W YR Ban
TMNDY 75 13 PRY "3RI PaK YA DR T
IR naxaRa Yoana X% Y ¥19 0D AN
-un by R peonb MR L neeRnn napn
A8 1177 1% wYTpRY MR 11 DIpR-Don 1KY

X7 RpR3 “ARR7 MMA PP NP0 INRTM
PRY ANpIY AR OMYS Lnapl ek TaY
~pwn Sw i max aTHYnw KOX Anpwnm noan
— Ppinn oK YY Do AR W ony’ an
=59702 IPATIRY 0213 DTV ROM — AP N
a0 9gWRb DY 1R RIpRR NEWPh Yw Anann
omn TaynY YWnb ApRA AY5° ohaw onon oK
DY LJon-INR5Y ADPNA DA 19Y BPIIR N33
TR ,0omYDY YR "YW TInbha NN
IR TRORA S Taynd avp a0 waben Yw

/a0 DY R Y.L 2w N3P N30, TAR A 18
1266 /0¥ 770N 2P0 3, PR -PIR

~N2IND X7 ANK 13 NOOMY MUYNT MIINDT DNR 1
RS 3mw-noDp BV AMann npwen AwTpnn
DR IR NR3N nYEPna aten Poa R w3
18] AR~ :n2INOR YR M .AWPA DY TIYD PR R
nanwy non 1 LR nnR oxvp na byannk po
H. Donner & ;~70° 73 RL...] 1% "m°2 *>73n "nIR
W. Roéllig, Kanaandische und aramdische Inschriften,
Wiesbaden, 1962, No. 29

W M ,B79aR B nnKY 19 Sw annbw X0 M0 7
XD 3:10 793) v TeeRY e

o*apnnn 8v39 (1571 13 PR YY) TraR hxn 1
N. Neufeld, Ancient Hebrew ;%wn® ,R7 ;71 Xvaa
Marriage Laws, London, 1944, pp. 68 ff., 118 fI.;
L.M.Epstein, Marriage Laws in the Bible and the Tal-
mud, Cambridge (Mass.), 1942, Chap. II: Concubinage;
1. Mendelsohn, Slavery in the Near East, New York,
1949; G.R. Driver & J.C. Miles, The Babylonian
a9pa anxn bw Avn by .Laws, I, Oxford, 1952
nmvnn Tmbh DR XD MR ADPNa DYTITR
WK NINY DY 2 UTVP MO’ DNR ATvna 20
TN ANPRD N3 W% ATR INRN ANWM SRR NTAVH
719 OPR PRIZAN UP TR ATARY ST XYW DINR
,DPPIN PR S AMDIA A9 PR YaR S Tm manw'®?
E.G. Kraeling, The : %% .M 0K 219° Mot mana®
Brooklyn Museum Aramaic Papyri, New Haven, 1953,
Nos. 2, 5

14 X

IYR AR 103 .30 73 Phaa’ i YaR . ap
M APww p> 173 bw anvbyn bR aTw
mvp N AR WRIS IR YNR WP
19 =9nR>Y NI Y3 Y773 ANoNwa 129K — TIRD
MIMINRA YRR 7NR MIpbY 980 mpna pnTa
PITI X7BR MRYY nbwn A3 R7Da AN
mRR S 3p-nEpa P9 ta phand aweRy wp
191 (5 “om) ~RMD | AR~ Hw A7 KD hn
B0 Y3 TR MIAINOA N PAY AN PR
Sw Xbnn noun ~IRIAD” XD Ox BYWRY v

:RIDR 770 NN

[XY1D 1n/2%R NnR [ nonbw?

anpn bR R nnbe Yo

y°DW RIPRA MY Y2 N3p1 DM T —n R
INTIX AR=HY ,I5T QWD MR oMYD NnY ovn
I8 N2VW MM L13p3 DWD O°HYD P /NMIpIn
}7A AR pme Paamr bw na by
J(D:2

YM3IX .5 /0% 119133 951 W RA —IRIND 1naYR
bw wIEY /79200 DR PR MDY onna
"2 7p°T TN A7°30 AR ,~Ansn” KN RIMD”
DY TPEY W ITPR IwRN Ywmb anmni noya
ma'wn DY “ARR” IRINA NITAY —anR-
by P9 NI KXNI 715 7Y 00%Y DMN2 AN
MY~ — D7AIDY 1 XA 0 DMWY NMNNIN Y
K5 KOX — 14~03537 NUR NIV~ 1375RIN DR

N. Avigad, “A Seal of a Slave-Wife (Amah)”, 13
PEQ, 1946, pp. 125-132

A. Reifenberg, Ancient Hebrew Seals, London, 1
1950, No. 36



~R1 7T 230R IR W DD W ~7ay~ WA *Hy3
9377 2,]°5Ya NISTA ~ANR” TIEOA-IRIN DR DR
-awp TUNY LRM APRA MWD YD DR TNRPN
JINR 733 IR AI2PAY AR 1730 DB 1P DR

JmR DY OnIna 921N 9WRD axnR v
NI 2WI°BN BB AT 1AV DAY 19N QIR
.0°001 2P wh apn we a1 73 bag Swb
~OR7 NMMING DR Pawn Yoon K%L v jam
bw mMR 03397 oMNg nbYa anaw o°avn ot
AN AYTPA MmN AR 2008 S R ovOR
J373B5Y BMINA 131 BP0 WP 90 1R

DPIMYR MANRA 2w 9730 NIMNIND 21wa 1173
A Hoapn “anR” IRINA 5 ,pMIANR W
nPwa ©*"0a oYTpD Y mmmin Yyw 72y~
bw W .MTpp HY ™R Nmnmn nwn 29900
W @°o%n SY aMTPRa PR MINR Mo w3
*2w B3R 9°5M VT PN .0°baY WK v
bw nIRR MR o3 Pw ovvaa »oa-nmnn
DIMNINA SRPY RT IR 240°95m YR 1Y DOWIR
~nRT WIRY N0 53 7RI BIRD DN R A0R
PR AbRR S5an-nmnana .eobn v oamk N
SN2 MR MIMMKRD DR PY N 39 YT RIBR
8™IMYn Mnn

pondence of the Assyrian Empire, 11, Ann Arbor,
1930, p. 361; Hildegard Lewy, Journal of Near
oy 093 Eastern Studies 11 (1952), p. 282, n. 92
WR Tonn oW SWPNa X3 SALKUR IRINIY 0T
LSw meeRT~) SALEGAL aXwnf B uikmay RPN
=8W AR 7R WD PRY,A0PRA wen L (pmaRn
,71793351 DR IR 71951 DR TN DoRni ,ﬂ'?t{ oD
'7:!1?73 SUMD 2°N02 NNR QYD AR o'wepM arR
Lag RS N5 Sa ekalli Ron an™Inw nR1-553
The Chicago Assyrian ;71X .1:2 /HM2Y 7R /AN
Dictionary, Vol. E, pp. 61-62; W. von Soden,
Akkadisches Handworterbuch, Wiesbaden, 1959 —,
p. 193a; B. Landsberger, Baumgartner Festschrift
= Vetus Testamentum, Suppl. Vol. XVI), pp.198-204

T /DD MDY APV DRI ANV DR 2

L. Legrain, Culture of the Babylonians, Philadelphia, 22
1925, No. 459; E. Douglas van Buren, The Cylinder
Seals of the Pontifical Biblical Institute, Rome, 1940,
No. 30; H.H. Von der Osten, Ancient Oriental Seals
in the Collection of Mrs. Agnes Baldwin Brett, Chi-
o) AR .cago, 1936, p. 59, No. 70; p. 60, No. 82
CIS, 1, No. 378 :nvp"*d N33 ~0PK R~

W.F. Albright, “Notes on Ammonite History”, 23
Miscellanea Biblica B. Ubach, Monserrat, 1954, p. 134
Sow®) 1 D Do MoK w21 ATYR oY aw A
F.M. Cross, :ananx® 8T 34171 247 ‘o0 (22 71997
BASOR 212 (1973), p. 15, n. 23

n% ©* wa%D ,n2MND *RIM AIND AY v MR~
2% 377 17D N1AIND) ~NAINS *RIN 7Y PRI 12N
(17

*37YN QNN ~ANR~ M%7 DR *NYI°D 1T M3
=171 N3V 93pRTNaINDY YWY 0w PwRIN
o™n3°3 .75% ©°DOM 1°OM0 Y773 1AY *Pa oYY
m *Ma%n 93p% nomemi NYTSR NS ANOMD
(©”mp% 1300—1500) A>°n N*933n ABPN
1, NITR YR W o0 B0 A

Sw o9ap? MRy 02w 7on Y o9apn 7770
“TOn NPT IR AT MR oMb Tpp
oy X ,INRA YV RN 0 wPnd M WBRY
=55 ArAR 7 AP AY°3pna o KIxnd WER NRT
w* ~nvan Sy 9wR” Sw nnRa D ,onnach shw
“7NIR~2 %3 ,MIWT Whwa AT T Wi NIk’
55% n°pIn AweR MXI% w° 93pATNINDI NIOTIN
ROR AR “R7 (R) 37 AYTY 2OPMIN AYKY 937
SR pwba bapns byan vy avisa-pwb
SR PR AT RIIM NUIWER NUNWO A AP7apnd
DX 71397 ;7MWK TPn 2°INI0 NWR LNIDT DY M
"5 9wn YaR 20N bw (amitu) “meR” nsy
RN NP3 amtu ARPR D MMID A PTD
noban— TP Sw ows (3) 2Ty nbapn AR

DRI WA DR Y 0nD SR TYDIM /1 /D1D 19
:N2IN5 HY

™1 /R /DD Ny T ,Mab 23-bY AN nanon
=2371 ADPNAN MW MOBN 93P NOTY WRPWR
.NIOR w3 1205 -NAMSN L7IWa ancnn b
ox Mm% (ov) pew n oRnon~ dwh M
£9a%n N3 M3 R J30R R (a-ma-ti-5u) PPN
NN ovws ¥aIR (MYDN) JUn° RS ... MY
.. (ombgmm) mpbpn X% amn nxy ... 00 DR
YT ;Mo W] MMPDN 11 NwR 5 RS
~mRsm [ —nmes naom opwa x> 1R
MY™NO TN NAINDA DR ™ /R TN ANINRD
Archiv fiir ;7187 ;1921PYM WIONRY Hw MNP

Orientforschung 24 (1973), pp. 95 f.

DR 1 RTU By b 90nb BRI MmN ‘N /DYD 2
+2109D% DRI AW

R.F. Harper, Assyrian and ,n"WX=-1R" 737WnH3
Babylonian Letters, Chicago, 1892-1914, No. 1239
by by B1aY (adé) pmmr-nyiaw S bW RNY
nav AMBI-RPI 7R o ,n01PnY YENaTwN
PINNOR BR ,3"IMO @ SALKUR~ 9RXWN3 ,Tonn
Xph L2pnw anxn -1 M ,ow) ~wR Ton
wIDNI AR = amtu =5 SAL.KUR {RINMNDT DR
nMR7D AMEY DR NIDITRPY MOn TRD 3NN
L. Waterman, Royal Corres- ;%wn’ 75 ;~3"mb



ara v ot abw NPIRTBR? naInd md
17 PYTARY ,0YIPINA N3 39p3 BUWITNMRN
:(15 97°%) MINT 19KY .B°"IRN NIRYI AR

T TRIA NPV $997VAM 2097a Mand .
26,07130%

‘171 MR DEBR ;7T0IY ARTTIN AODOR .2
7,071D%

28,07730% /T ARAA ;0MY nmon .3

077307 600 ;IR0 Snn nUAMY naMd 4
2,217°pa

77IPR NITM33 AWSII WR NWIR haNd 5
AT 20 IR AS-IDY Wwnn
XA DURA ADPND AMR ONTn LpRp
on*% M3 Yw YR I a0 Yar ¢
3,797 RRA NwRTD

o~mpb 571/70 M ;WRR PL-AM> .6
32,(79pIRDD Nmb~ 1onY)

TOWY nomn IRpROD Mabp AYNwOR L7
3,07mp% ~11 IRn

482 NIV ;1IRPRON KT AR, ANIP-NVOR .8
3,070

3,0771D% 458 NIW ;(JRIOK) 11om APWOR .9

nonYn 36;39Y-1IEX3 WK Runn APWOR .10
M3) DY IR (©IP) ‘N IRNA YRHRD

Sw MWK nveanb omn ;weobn pnam .11
7,070 ‘i RN

phik, I, Hildesheim, 1898, Pl. XLV; G.A. Cooke, 4
Text-Book of North-Semitic Inscriptions, Oxford, 1903,
Pl. XIII; F. Rosenthal, Die aramdistische Forschung
seit Th. Noldeke’s Verdffentlichungen, Leiden, 1939,
Tables 1-2

xxiv my? (25 19w, 5wh) poararrh 2

VIV mb (25 1w 9wb) pip @

~ANINY MMM, TRAR ARD PDRMIDI 28

H.O. Thompson & ;15-12 ‘n¥ ,”J®9"0 n~ ,ovp 20
F. Zayadine, BASOR 212 (1972), p. 7

A. Caquot, “Une inscription araméenne d’époque 3
assyrienne”, Hommages a André Dupont—Sommer,
Paris, 1971, p. 11

ST/RY 0 3

J. Starcky, Syria 37 (1960), pp. 99-115 32

A. Dupont-Sommer, Syria 33 (1956), pp. 79-87 33
CIS, 11, No. 122 3

M. de Vogiié, Comptes rendus, Académie des Inscrip- 35
tions et Belles-Lettres, 1903, pp. 269-270

CIS, 11, No. 113 3s

F.M. Cross, BASOR 193 (1969), p. 22 %

N*

5w aMmna DR N3 NIMIWNN “IR~7T DUwa
IRINA 7RI 13 YD .NDI NI MR nenbY
5w 1IRIN I 73T NN AR wEIY
BRI /AT 719°N° O A3mnn DY IR IR PR
“®9 DNN-DIUIaLY MDY DMK aY T X3R1 AR
DTPD AN NMBY I3 wIB AMIRDY Nk
DAY *D-HY-AR ,LYAN3 73D AX9I 72T MEN
<p1a3 B3 "R .75 NYIoN AN WIS PR YWY
WD =INVR AN b 5wk weR A1 0
SAIMATIINNI MR TPBN ARYM W31 R bw
X% onInn > .Amann IR 1M LnRY 9D b
DPRY NLRS wrw ROR 0D

PN N0 R ~AnR” S oI wEn o
A3, (pPhavi e 150 e ovee’ opn v
Tayn nbya nnen wapbw onnn nbya nembew
o RWUS 23 MW IEmN TYRY DD 7201
L1377 703

™10 11w n ,anoa 4

MR mban Sw nvbbon naabuon naonn
PRt LaTYn T e nptr .ppoa nbum
WBX DR LR AYRWD .NW09DR NDYPNR BMna
MAre oY PR M T omnn DR oxnxb
NNX BY D125 25137 DUWARA 2 IR ]INLa3
IR N°29%99950 7WAR AN L RIpRA 0 DM
TR MR PAR N3 12I0R 7713 AND Yy
“23 RYR 7V RY M0V DR W) TIWOR IR 1D
mMan Hw 392RDRA WpAn o (YR nn
SDRIIRVDRDT 11LPA P ud Nl AT R
799802 13 1ad 21D
TI0°3 DX DONAM PR DVDRINIRVRD 2P
/B°IPIPA=NITD VR YT NWrAL YR 178N
7 PR 2V .03 buan R MEb wpw
95oM 173 Y 12°KY ,NIHYR M3ND Py ovooIaR
937 .ANDR=NIMIR M3 17137 M3IND S I 39
“nIeab S w7 “BRINRTORD NN IWDRR M
=y y2an® nan=by Man oy (nRMYm o°3pIpn
515m S 9N NodIaRY NPMTR NI 109
“RDI ANab WP 9370 Mavwn YHaa ooReenn
LD 11T NIRRT
595 by 9787 NTM3 Do MR PN AR
%Y qmno3 9pWwa Har 3MPRIRR NG XN

$11—10 ,3—1 R°Y°X ;58—43 ,18—4 /MY TN : TN IR 25
M. Lidzbarski, Handbuch der nordsemitischen Epigra-



naIN>3 AY'DM LOVIPR MIRA and% NUITDWA
"1 w* N19°an D253 .17IDPW NI2INDY AR
ADNR 712°213 713021 /37 RN Jwna VRN
N°3n%7 A°Han DR 772°KY MM Dhan® “An>” oy
DMIRTBRYI MI2NDa B3 90 ,pTRa AR oY
bun nvanen avean 7M> avon ‘R aRpR gn
XY 205w M3 AYWEMA 1M DR AN~y
Pwn D IMRA RN oMy RBR HON
S RN

Z=7 pMnT 1T S NN AN 2]t
DN 523 *IRTORYN "MINRD AN03 A

nbYa NUNIWR DMIRD AMMED T DIRD (7 on
STUT PRIRT PR

MIRA 2N23 NWORYpR T3 wmMwn 117
N"0B7 ADIPN3 *HYD BN A TIRTERYN

AROINRD ANXD R NN N {755 1D
DNR ATIPIN DPN0IYR DUINP MIW DRI® AW
D"IRA NN NN PR S vvn phnaw
RN D Y W 7D ARXNI MR N3 DIMNND
7”5 (2) 07N> 482 NIWn TIRPRON N9LONA
DoRIR 1998 (8 “om 1912) T Joov%n Mp nbya
7YIDM ,3RT™IM NS N99°1 93D ANYNNY
503 mSw AN W 75 xmnnm abhboxa ol
.N"o9pn PN

DDA AN BY DI MR 77 b

Mbwa o7mi avepm uapbw maEa :avn
PR o7npR DAt Aman .mnnonn-vabw
wRY 72 w0 PV L9 ‘on %33 aveEm N3
a2 ®¥nb AP .NPORSpA NMORY aRNNA LAmMm
JRI°D PN 3892 MAINST  MImRE mbvapn
WA A% IUPY MWK AMX MANRA prrnb
101 7 “on M133W NIMET MIXA YRV JHIRED
2°RY /91— 17 DIRN DITOY 1R 14 “on anma
nn% 6 “on AEaw Ammn ~an>7n nbya o“nn
XYM 1N"3 NRT Y .N*DNBR IDIPNA TMRA AMSY
nansa Swnb md M nwYTp manoa oy
YR ,12 ‘O 2133w 2727 DTMM AR
7% .AYnp YAvhh TN YWRIN PM nom 51
DPaRMY NYaYY 1A RO DM AR 0

APIT SoRRYA PR BRI 1ub 7
M LAMI NREA P SN0 p P X
SO NRY

1212) AR QYD p7 AYUDM DRI MINT : 700
YT/ AWRR N"2°07PN NMIRD 7100 (6 ‘R
TIRR AW AbRY 1R T30 1P AP [ouw b
D2WNOM) N1 ARET NUWRI 02 “IRTORYA anoa
=901 APPNT Y5 N3 (PIRLD UM n1an

n1%1an Sw A°DRINIRORDD
(16 M%) ninhwnn dwa

~%R9IR N2~ :@vNAM ANd °Nan® MR Ann
DYNIR 52 DT ML WD ~PORYp an5” W
ans%1 spoabn and® . maRn ansh npmwn vhw
WAwR “BYTP IR AND” 5 (11— 1N MRN) M2V
AN—T DIRND WIWWI PR WK MEIR MM
DIMIR M 1D “nnIBR MR N>~ ;07npb
.T—Am MXRN) NWoMPR ADYpha INNEnIY

AORPPA AN YV DMWY T MR :RURR
“IRN H7ORA RN PRI DANRD DM NADIMA
NIPNIN2Y MP133 AYEM N3N NN

<IN371 PROINM 13303 /IO TN 1A N~
119 D73 J03 AYUDMY N3 PIMRRA M3
*IX51 2N53 AR NN MIER AR
“37 RPN N5YY hommm vxnn JaR-bom by
AMNDA NMIRA D730 /70 ARET DWRIY N
LIMNIN3Y MEa DM MR

X1 7931 ,Jtp WRY DY AP MR 12700
“DWR NMIRA 70%Y NRDIRD 77IRA DY nmw
.B"37IRY BY30279n BMIP 3w I

ansa %%5-7973 S2pnd .Amne n7Y TR i N~ DT
I WM A ‘T NIRPI I RN DNn maRn
JSIMNDM 770N MTIRR

“PYR ML *Nwa N1 YD NI R
“DWR 2"pn Nerbw nbya ntoRbpa 18R AT
197 /MR D7PT 783~ A ARa ovp
“9R DTPDIR 713 PRY ,12 On 79123 AYDMm RN
D252 B3 VDM DRI NUROINT K7D AR
Soon LARIIT PO AR pORTIY AN
=123 10 ,DYMIRIIBO TNEI PI IR X MW
nama 2197905 .0MpIPA~MYTaLY UBHY M
P DWIRTIRMA "2 NMORT R7R M
MIVRIT R DMWY 1310 JHIRET [09n0
“RMN 10 TR CTA— 0 MIRPI IR 0T T
OPDIR

m%a3 v ma v paburon anaen (170
YR AR 7DRN (5 7R A912) vh nwaTin 920
WISP OY Yannm R 7000 Hxawn 1R Yy
75 .°hnnn DSp BR=ND LNED PR DY rbvn
n~7%1% am1Ta .M e YYa mnb WD Yn
AT .90 Jbp RIY ROR NIMIRA v

SR N7 N onmn o .CIS, 11, No. 123 =
To* BY A ARDA DWRIY W AT RN nbeh psa
.26 /Y 7N 171K ;7130 NPRDINT DPMNT

>



by yuaxab KO0 1 9pWwa S771H v Lo”napY
oMpn nerbw nYYa R7AT U0 L NNDRATNINIR
P LNAMAN 17UWM AP0V 1YW . 0YPER
™ M2N03 JRENY MY wBR MpINY onyb
NWAT 070 ‘AN RN 1 M3NS3 340 AR
5% myepm 11 PR NY

JIMVTPR NNISA MR NIRRT MNIRA 1°3 03
“PPMT YDA R N3 NpRama nnpniThIR
-*px% N2IN53 M*apn 1REN &Y 1 17°nY 258
*2°07PN 3N53 .0~7MD% 600 NIY IMKRYY MIRT
YN DR /JRON mMREA 99% /90 kel awnsw
namRn pnb A%19° AR MP133 AYDMT DRI
133 NIWDINA NIRIRA NINRA YOn A RN 1B
R0 NNOIER ABPNa MIMmOY M M
BR PR @7 7720 071 57D 07N T
MY WM 9P-DTYP DA AvRw KDY NNR
M ©7™M 07RO LR7T DR DPMIRY
7377 .DMIRY DOROIR :MIMIRA hwa MYDM
IMWIANTI MR PP1 92YR-nDpn By Tun
SnIR7 3non Yv

mb>1an nR onh MIRY AYRA DN YD MRY
199 90 1INRY PR 07MD% a0 kR whapbw
DM O3 N12133 NIWSDIAT NI NIPRDIR NIMIR
IR 03 /77 RPI YRS JPOD NMITPR MMIRA
™IV DIMMOR NNIR PR MM v L pvpa®
S IRAA "1D5Y MIRTORYA 3n53 WM RY

on™b w1 R 1 pon AR LabRwn nbRw:
-IYROA Y30 KD AT Pravaw amT JmaPan R
mnnenn 5y 1% P70 T byn LwMonY BRI
oWoRIMI oW9Tan HYY / ARRa maRD anon
oy MY1an DR Y3 BR R NINNDNNS DIYDR
112 ®° %D ,AK9I .MM (R0 Ynn manon
MR MM 13w ot Maab AR jp A
=5R7 DR 131D KRR LN PIMRD MY
n13°on HaR .JRI"0 Pnn N2INSIY oMY MWD
n%1an 13 onoa buNd YD v NvIeT
DI MK R 1979¥Y L nmyn hawndn
by o, aNHRI oo vpeb ol
LOPDRIMRORDN DD

T nmnp SR MP1an npre L HWh MRl 935
-+10%w ADPNY K21 ,N°09DR ADPN? Jonh 2vnn
“PIR3 A%aNAY /37 RN 1 ODRINDRA N D
DR P9 1R 00N AwYRY N3 DWT RIN PR
DXY ©7Wan 27D DT BY mnn Nanan

J.B. Pritchard, Hebrew Inscriptions and Stamps 40
from Gibeon, Philadelphia, 1959

lﬁ

7710 DY 137105 N133 (RN N3INDT) 1O
LHRIYPIR DR TDRIDRI ANWRIY W

m>an S 7901 NROIRA 17WR DR 1170y
DIMRAT NIMIR MINO3 RIS PR 219y
VDM R YaAR (3RI™IM NAINON) ‘1A ARAA 10
ADPNA Y M1a3 ANV NN NaND3 PUTY
VMY AOMM™Y IWBRTUKY LN AVNDR N0ADR
S RN INRY

LAnm TN PN NNY NIRA DX :R7D
.nspna

=1307 /MM *NYA AV DI DRI MIRA 1 0~ 29
.(6 “on 1913) AMNDM (1171 9—7 “on M>32) M
1M°73 ANSTIR L NROINT AMBA KD 77807 v
X7 R (IRTIN NN ‘17 ARAD NR T
NY9™3n NND3 IR0 2NN NAINDI NIV AYDM
W AT RPN PR BM¥ER NMRPNT NN
9N 935 ,IMNBA Y~ %70 RPN NUWRIN
IRPI 713%°°N7 T ARRA DY MIRA anoa b
JTINRDY ST ARG TV AR An

YD TV L NATAMA LNYORYPR 170N 11700
AY"HORIY MI™an NS LJRIWD S nawnea
oMY PR MP1EaY 17WR DR LIIRPRON abpn
S RN INRY TVIMY

X7 (5 o1 AY12) X NMMRY 73R ¥NA 170N
19 RY MIRD 3053 AR¥NY PR LYNY LNWROINR
IR INRA pA NPYa (14 “On DMNAY 1M7NR
and% nMIeRIRA LabRAMMT PR R Pm
X1 DMIRTDRYA MAINDI INWRIN DITPA "0IRA
-I%n 17°3pn 712 1REA Y ;387" NAIND3
naNd3 RO Hnm1 RN MAINGA 1 NN
M ,3%80 NMX DR 1ONA ATIOR 930 M
-13Y NRD YAR LJRD PY PR P Jwn PR
=TP 2N53 AYDM I YNR Y AmvIpn inn
/(217°p32 /071307 600) TIRPRON DITORD Y *2°0
1D TR TV /I kB D mhanb wbR
XY /97 ARWD M0 SIRTOERYI 2053 D) YTRTBO
DR 1% On™Y GWBRY NP2 IMRND NPT RWOR
b hnnpRR 17°N3 .14 ‘O BMA NRY 5 on A1
b Db "1mh NP AP1NR NWIEA PPN
L&XD°N1 NN AR

1N PR YV OBRIANORDA TR 01903
-nn 1w Y 03NS 1D — N1an anow b
AIRTDRY MR 2nd K’ — JAvOR oAt nmn
APRDIR NIMR DY TIRD 7P N2WN 13 v
/37 7RI MKW MIRD 3N03 MR HHon LW

ov ,.ow 3



D3R TV DRT QY 4.7IRYR 1MYR anon”
NYWRI3 pHaM DPRDIRD MINRAOIMYR anon
X2 1pnaY 3MmYA anOR oY¥3 NPDTER IDpNN
SHR™MPRRA "1INT 20O

an> Sy DRI nmnenan 1 wopn SO K
oW *nIR7 and% a0 K% AT v mbian
9372 PR R nopn Appna vapb Ay
W AATpID3 an5n bw Nk mnnenn Yy
m%En Sw ORDIRA MIRA andR L p-by-Ine
.82 1 93V 93 "1MmMyR ancaw Avwa vUpm
2137 DR MWPNRAY MmN *5Yaw 91919 IR0
RTIAY LDWRIN P33 VW LARIA DD 0
RT3 LRPY RT R MINT 2057 DR OnY A0
713973 nnBn 5333 "MIRA 3NO7 % 930 RN
SR PIVE 7931 .m0 Y am

MRV N .7 1T DR 020D NITIWER hw v
5Y NIPUBoN MY*T° NT°3 PR WY "BHY Muwba
NN 20591 LT MIRI MIRA 3057 NINONA
AMB3IT 9T M — MPOR NIBRIBER NMoand
JTIRDY AOROPITRIRD WIT°D 1O W — I3
=30 v MNTM SNYTY 3 v — a1 v
NY%137 2aN53w NIRDIRA 11 129 N — N9
TIP3 MIRD 2NOAY LATAWR XPNT MvND e
213 DTN K3V ROR LOVIPY mpn R KD
SN IN2°203 waANA KD TV X mb1an
DRIR DIMZY 39 MIBYIINA MRS A0
Dya wn'w DNIRA MR DY DPROIN MR
Sw 1Mpn A9R DpRa %D LMIT LAAR WD
197R2-ORY NPT NTIAY3 NPROIRA MM
NPOROP K7 5wnd AR 170 1Pan? BRI
DD TV ,MINT 3007 0 Jam 930 by
IR 11°38 5953 90N (12 “on) NRR 7213% a1 21N
3057 MEYY Yavp Ta%3 %p jpr NR> anwb
075RiT 113 /JR17 11230 °D% NMINNIDN NI IR
“PWPaLIY AMINDA 177V DUMIRT 770 NI
MY RN [T 95 ,R°7 NDYII MIWDR .0°3pIpn
/BRI D32 Y9 39p3 IR 2057 wana &>
NP3V AVBYAY BON1 TV TR vauR JITav
X3 — MR DTXY LNAR A3 20D MR TN
1R DRT oY .M%1a0 wba ox v AT 937 .k
noRw Sy nubnmm amwn a1 v30n3 v oMb
%130 5 017pa IR anon Y 1pn

AOY RO WO YAR LRM WIR MPER and
MY #1137 fvna *TYhan wImwn oY TYRY *Bd

1372V /IR on7 omp 6

DONTN 47100 A AT DT YW I3pR nanon
¥39% 79w ,n°%337 fppn® YR MAnD onmd
+*92Y71 3N23 N133N3 1107130 A ARnR Yw awn
MR AYPWRY DUNWRY 000D 1

DYRIR NI2IND HRIV-PINRT 1903 RY MW *BY
DR 0°9°50 UK PR 197591 .0°5337 WY M
ATNT 30 IRDI PRIY-YIRD 717 2057 Mnnoni
MIRA 2N5R 9N D23 5w bv oxna oy pw
— RN |AIA-pInt omynwn A7Ra YRR
AR DD oMY WY — 7 ARRA TYYY b
PR ,1am 0050 nmminm man »von ne
1RTATPIBY 150 ,DpMTA NP RO Binn
D3 7RI /70 ARPA NPWRIY 929 03 Jwnna o
(B°3p3pR~NY aLa 1T

DYTPR 3N57 Y NAMNR 73°Y3a DT DXT oY
UATPR A9OBR MWMINA DXY MR DR TR
K731 9277 NR3TAY .N°09DA PN NPWRIY DN
1[N> Ho-YY :(14 ‘om) nmbw bw ommn DN
B0 K%Y 015 1n°1 wpa Ny v ,Taba
371V WP WP RIT PaR 07D 41 ARn® 0039
nonan o2 /(5 ‘on a913) Anpa PIdR Yw A
DRT IR M3 OAPIR DORXNI NUDRIINORD
DR OM™Y wow ,17°33 T°UR “RIMD” NN TN
N"09Di "DPNY AP

T3 52 man by b awer 1db mmTa
1213) o3 13 MYOR B (7 ‘on A1) wav |3
7 K2 73%3 3057 N BY D 1w (9 ‘o
P120naw KYR ,N°07DR ABPNY WOR NI O
RO PN on™Y ©° 1ORY L TOYn TR

T8°0 K7 PR D Mapya pMwnnn TORwR
=97 DK NPWRY YW RN IDPNIAY YR
STIRD NNBN 7% 935 MWIRA INO7 IWRD 0D
7NN PRDIR 19 NS AT AYUDW DXT-D03
28p3 BWHRIMM 0TI A 0D LN PNpY
~ni nX DIPNY 1R 31 ,"MARA ansa Yw mnnenn
P9 WMNNBNRa IBOT-NIZINY NAXI ANSR NINnD
ansit ey H300 ,Swnb 75 abYoa maxn anon
RNI W IRTDRYT MINRA 2NO7 DR C1MYA
“IRA DINET ML OY MW IV /10 NN 2707
93°DY N¥PNI 21 AR ROR (31 15 MR N
*Pwa IR ansn v nobbon amnnenn Nk
*1MYN 3NDR AND /%1 IRPA NURIDY ‘1 R0
R OTIPY TV ,(3:15 %) 79750 MIMR MM

N. Avigad, IEJ 22 (1972), p. 6, Fig. 4; PL. 3 a
S. Horn, BASOR ;15 'ny ,(37 nwn ,5wh) ovp «
193 (1969), pp. 3-5

T



NIMIR MM S AwH N21YN3 1BEH aNo
on™% 1n°1 ABRINNRYRDA 7005y ... N1
nwRY> 30MY ,07mbb /N aRn® amng nR
“yon %R ... 710 AREN SA5WY 129DK IR RN
nox 0% R L1 XD oot am
AT %0 BDINA A2 /T L. AR Y23
AW MIRA 3023 pa AR LRI AR M
5w nMon’ P an v KR 5333
MW B3 NI3°3 T hTMOR ;nMava a°hd
«.”N93” NMIRA APna mpnpa ~na” abna
=*pa ,0~7Mb> 540 X1 anIND YRIMA 7IRDN
PR L8 naw S oanvwRa® avp A
aR W M3 79Rw3 annn nbya o nvTe
933 2OWT R PR (9w 533 %9 3 aneh

©,0N7 RSN 1970

DIR-P 20213 LRI anIna N [va Lany
nYa3 Mwpi Y53 Man 13y v ReHER% o
PN T2Y773 NI MRRAY NI2°0IM JRrM anon
=RD TWa% AbYN® YIIw w1°bR DR 5~ anmnn
9137 SR 71912071 NDRIMRYD

8%DIDN ANYATNMY Y MR 0°%n 01N
*5Y2 2 IR 14 Y1571703 ©¥I513 NMNINGY MPaa
/7330 ,957 /13 ,MYYR L JNIOR 0 N 12
P71 ovney nenbw LSRY .ana a0 mY LOR
“5Y3 0™TDIRN NIKY OR QUNWRIT MR 2w
X% ,0"9%Ipn INRA NIMYR 12°RY ,~HR” 290N
™ IR AR 8D KT P SIDID 3°0M
oW 715 7Y 7 2°991m3 BYNoR R NN
RN XY Y900 2UTWRY B LANTIT ADpna
29273 pnn T ROR AT R 20 ITwm

N. Avigad, “Seals of Exiles”, IEJ 15 (1965), pp. 4
228 ff.

1w

VDN ... NAKR” MDMOR NIRY 79BN~ WA
4171 RN A QO MYA MRNINA 12 a8 AT T
MR B3AND K37 AYK NMNINY pRamn 95RR
AT — NM2Y% MR LT Y NMmYn e
“R”132 PMUWM “NAR~1 “N3” ,~]12” MmN ,Swnb
MR 2ND7 DR MBYY 79300 — 45(~00IN”) MWTN
MR N30 wLNA O ,ATITID RO «,AnwRM
DR pnT %33 *9W nybwna .n%0IER 1BIPN3 P
1% N2°w M3 %3 ,n7an N L29avR anon Yoo
7931 /TP AMI9WA NMMIRM NMIAYR W
MIR 32N> Y@ ovKRPON-wMwS 9300 own ©r
105w M3 nvay b Y

TIPTMIR DM RISA? WDR AT AYDIN
QY21 4.V T-R713 ,~19R” 1o 13 YD
XD "mIRA 2nOAY LAYVTR DR DUD"Dn BN
4,0%92y Q°bopk NA°NdY wnw

M9 7 WY R DRIMINVYROA TP p1a
19% ,o°3w 9wy> *30% DOMBY omn XD R°aaY
n1212%1 1% ovbmwnn 039 oUannD 13 OvMIEn
“@Y N3 YRYNMIT TR weR Y anIna 9211
TR AYRR DR OTYOYR uRTa 98K
=w Mm% nnwRan a3 mbaa i v ann
ma e %Y TR e owop amd 1onb L0
:WD3IRN YWD DRI

J. Naveh, “The ;285 /ny ,»@™NNY DMNIN~ ,TaR «
Scripts in Palestine and Transjordan in the Iron
Age”, in: Near Eastern Archaeology in the Twentieth
Century,ed. J.A. Sanders, New York, 1970, pp. 280 f.
.2 701,286 /NY L, AMINY DMNIN~ ,TAR S

bn~ ,OMp MMYR IO DY PONRA P AN
ST 12 /09 IR0

A4-3:V M $79°R) 26 0V AT NN~ b @
J.Naveh, “Hebrew Texts in Aramaic Script in the 4s
Persian Period”, BASOR 203 (1971), pp. 29 ff,



n°%9%apn

= DI *NYH ~ T MYtaY DR ponn 0P
an53 ML (X) NPV MPAPITIN MDD
TIRAM A7 AREA “NPY) NW0IDR PN B MO
9PN 1 *aY an53 nwrap () ;(7Mpd ST
(7130 “ 3 nRnN) NPwovban

onem "2y 3n5% MIRA 3NO7 |2 JaYRR DX
*11°wa An%nnw ,*ava anon w1TnY masnb ovp
=M NoboYI%aN ABPNT NYWRIIT N0IBA APNN
O°RIMYNT NWaLRI 15w

DR 02 D1 5V INPI>N NRRIN NAAIBY AIvNan
13305 woRY ,1°adbw MPaR HY TNRA 3598
nwb JMR PN wBR .AMWRIN AR\ 191
M3 JaNOY NPEYT DWRIL (IX) :MARTNIXIIp
13n5w Mpeab (2X) ;317 M amva IR
=BRDI T MRS WP INRMPY I Pam
=i .DYN37 NS P ,13MmD PPl TDRINK
=197 MYSALATIA0 YO PR 3 XIXND WORY 03
axbna Rwun naanb ow

DIMMIRA DYIpapA~NIVeAL
(11—1:17 MY

JOROIR R7AT 0N 3NOR —1 7T L
1M KD 2—1 ‘on M3 bw b oy aveavn
5,0°50717737 $3°737]°V3 %2,517-Nn03 Y9N L(aw

=*3b7 NMIR K77 .00 20000 —.2 ~ TR .2
«(2°¥% 71%7Y) 13 “On 201 QNI MYIHRI WY DY
“19°21 5M"NmI3 %,AMta s,na%1 Yna vvana
8,0%w

=%abi MR ansn K51 N5 —.1 #7107 .3

6:91 MY ,2 ;5—4:31 ;3—2:8 MMY ,X ,5n=nnn 52

.1:3 Mm% ,(7-50n) N5 MY JpOITRNT V1 M /3
J16:IV MY JPIRT s

C.C. McCown, Tell en-Nagbeh, 1, Berkeley, 1947,P1. ss
57:1-3

E. Sellin & C. Watzinger, Jericho, Leipzig, 1913, P1. ss
) 42 m, ml

5219 MY 3,500 -nne

J18-17:1v M JPIRT 58

DORXNN

Q°IPIPATNIV AL R

PP P PR MaLa namIna XD T3 KD
V™ RWIA 5P 17990 Mk w197 9377 RS Y
% a9 fper 1A

WINI DAPIPR DYw AT T pweavi
:N°0MBR ADPNR YW AT OMN3 2w INRA
ARZM ,MIYTNNA LNA%1 O LSmmnmey by
-5y MDMA R NWNED STITPYY M
5y MpIn Ny pM avpIpR MUT By A
2°IpIpY NMYY Npws pnb YTvu oYon an
=*3b 350~ 19303 715 TV .]"W372°0N ON3 WY
.77 30 MY

P ININ NTARM DINR TR 9N J3°R MY
DR PR MISPI NN 73 Dar IS DAL
YI% NI aN3-NINE 23 MW MR RIXND
DRIFLRILD TP NPT RN TN RY L Smn
©* DOIpIp S0 1KY DWTT 1R PR A1 M3
2MPMI PWT MR 90 Dwm mR Uwb
N1IBD 773053 935 NI IR Hw 150 v
~1T9 09025 .M NIWT WD T KL ApAY
LPIY NP NIBLR AR NINa
N S5y b XN aHHR MPa 15w o1
137 AN 0MTPAY WA D=HYTAR SLATINRG 10
Y v Sw terminus post quem=j3 Ny

E.L. Sukenik, “The ‘Jerusalem’ : j1x9 111 w13 0217 50
and ‘The City’ Stamps on Jar Handles”, JPOS 13
(1933), pp. 226-231; idem, “Paralipomena Palaesti-
nensia”, JPOS 14 (1934), pp. 178-184; L.H. Vincent,
Les épigraphes judéo-araméens postexiliques, RB 56
(1949), pp. 274-294; N. Avigad, ‘A New Class of Ye-
hud Stamps”, IEJ 7 (1957), pp. 146-153; idem, “Yehud
or Ha‘ir?’, BASOR 158 (1960), pp. 23-27; G. Garbini,
“The Dating of Post-Exilic Stamps”, in: Y. Aharoni,
Excavations at Ramat Rahel, 1, pp. 61-68; P.W. Lapp,
“Ptolemaic Stamped Handles from Judah”, BASOR
mY AN nmnine onp ;172 (1963), pp. 22-35
o'mson oM .8 MY ,-Mmpou MmN~ ,Tan 32720
“na '?Nﬁﬂf"]"m Y nymina mannn 0P /R AR
nY M 3207200 ‘MY L1973 0% N0 npp
.52—-49

«22 /DY 7T mnne ,0p 5t

1)



DYNR MIPNaD XMW1 —~RIND [ TN 9
H9I9 /1173 T MDY T .5M7"NNYa AT 201
MY DR X7 ,ANDA NI DRI AT OY DR PO
-an53 Y173 P n-awyn WY .anmn Yva b
200 P ARM

XM INTORD I AN — B T .10
1PNMTIP 19K 1383 YNa AT onm hweay onw
=0W 1Y LT 200 MMV MYUaLT Y NN
=73L NPNIRA .(1PA% AR NUwosaban DPNa N
N MM Sha MITIoN §1 ,ARINTaN03 DY
207 .15 “on nY"apa md avynd nvndn RIpY
MR SHN0R A9IWY NMIR D7D RIT R TN
.2 IR npYbrma

INISY APKA PPPIRA hR AR -7 L1
ST DY MRPs wabh BumI L nwawn oYY
5N U ,0°37 NMIPR3 WINI AT 290N MYUaY
MM BITAPY 2,5M77N00 71,8°9019° 70,7381

=%9p SM9"nnTa AR AYEY AYaw .12
=78 Jatv” RMP MR .NpIGMAI AP DR
N %777 B PTA” RMP 0P Y BAp
DIMBI (IR DIIPN

BIPIPA-NIY AL SV ATBRIIIROIRDA
(18 M%) NI*NIRA

AR 9D L7 8 “On YL YV B7ORN 170N

‘o MY aw S 1"D7DRA 2R ,S0RYPN DWW N
DMIRA 775RD NOIYEIR MDD .MMIR J1 76
Q™Y DR DWIONET DMPR NIWY LR DRI
1roun 1o2%nn ROR NPORYPI 7R3 M pone
=nn PINNNA o%RR 12°RY L JINNA PR DR TN
onbY wipnn-mpna APKN oMpR "Iw oy 9an
YINRN MORD PPO-MmMYa 935 ¥OPMA AT DWW
T3 — /37 ARBI |2 NIAINDI B XN T ARED
109117 1w — NY9™an NANOM PINDE MY

3-1:20 MY ,2 ;65 ,3:9 MY ,R ,PA~nn0 68

Sow) Ban e—-1:vomb enmine mmmne ovp @
191 ;72 19 /0y (37 AR

.18-17 ,14—13:57 m¥ (55 nyn ,Swh) naxabn
R.A.S. Macalister & G. Duncan, Excavations on the
Ophel Hill, Jerusalem, 1923-1925, London, 1926, p.
9=7:1v M ;91 /ny JpInT ; 189, Fig. 203:1

3-1:19 MY,2 ;9,6 ,3:31 ;5—4:8 MMY & ,Snn~nnn 7
33 mb ,(1-own) o myr B

3-1:L:2 MY (56 797, 2o05) NN PO M
11-10:20 MY 347 /Y 3,500 =nn0

.26 /Y 7T DM~ 76

1°

-1"21 59519-nn93 19303 AR 773 MIand Dy
0,273

LORDIR N7OTN RO N0 —2 YT 4
s1,5m=Nn93 1201 MY “NRa NIAIND MY

M3 "Mawa Meaw BR — 7030 A 5
nYUBM ANT AYNEY ©.5M77NNNa NN .avpIp YY
MR Sw mnina wys 1915 .3 ‘om %A Yy oa
=197 NY 1A MWwpb NIV Mwnwn |m Tpen
IR 2°0m N33 BY Navn LARIID LN N N
.(4 “on 72133 IR

M3 73w AYNEp I —~1N9IR [ 710”6
DPROIRT D79 %Y AMRY |amn jpap Yw
TR QY AT PTINR DR NI SN RT3 A00
NIYT® 23R /(T3 ‘RN DINMON NNBYMAR PP 13
73Oman (21 /1) RITY O3 WIPpRATNNA 931 N
D™TP3 @R B3 AT M AR 2P 1Nt naud
aypn ar .217°pa ,07mpb 500 NIYY AYUaL DR
nIYYR® 1OMWO TV PR DN LBMATM VIR
Q'oRR NYa3 DY mamm N AT TMRY hnTipn
Mmvmn Yo ’% ’pMT wIpnntnm bw

DIYPIY IRINI —7RIND [ TP [ TINN7 T
L5197 ,TM) MDY AT 64,51 =N193 AT R MR
TIRIN NRY BMAR PY3 DY MY DR MIvTHN DY DX
A9133 1177 ,5h ARY “RIMD7 e wD YY)
30 1Y L NMINA H7ORA (1PRY DMK (5 ‘o
17°Um (anen ~Rno7a apshan vy ay) 1vnn
DRI Y 307 DRI NPDRIMINCORD 139031 AMNER
VIR ARY YR MM DY) ahnTipn namKn
.m0 S ERIRORDI

DMTAR MYUIL RN —~7RIND [ ARS8
AINR 66,7331 5N NAR AY°3W1 655N ~NR3 T 208
(37 :X°) 73 703 VDM LMK QYR MNXP R
2°%w1™ 1[N AR ANDYn YaR Y mwd
™R b AR “RNp” RINa YY) mena el
TRY MMIRT NPDRIINYRD 73NN (5 “on 19133
N"MIRA 771°M NEDIAN NYINYT ~HNS~ A NHYA MR
7,177 7PN

L18—17:19 MY ,3 ;12—10:31 ;1:8 MMY ,R ,PA~nnn s
2:3m% ,(9~own) no My 60

4:27 MY 8 ,Sna-nna &

4:0 MY ,(rown) v, MY ;7:20 MY 2 .,5A0 00 e
25 ,MYM° AT DM SR wn No- AR 4 e
1 m® (nwn)

.9 ,6:20 MY ,2 ;11~10:30 ;2:9 MM ,R ,>An~nna &
.5—4:20 MY ,3 ;13-12:30 ;4:9 MY X ,DAn~nnn e
PNMA- ,oTp YRR NIDN R ;INDMD KY Aveavn
.26 'BY 71D

oY ,ov &



1305 1°31 nYYan ans 103 axMwa
N1°RIRA BYapIpa-nIveaL Hw

— 717X NI AR DUNYPY — 37 ]1RT VW R
©Y MR TR R MNP N Yw Mo P
LTIAR D°B°ID "3 0V1"I0N DWDRINMNPRD 0°0 730
-9R7 R7A0 T3 NP3 0°IPIpATNIYUALa D)
YD RN KT ADPNI 79V7 A9 ANV LN°KRD
DI .1 “on 19133w K70 vapna L1 ‘on aveava
=907 179 KW NWUA3 AYUDAN NINK NYROIR
17ponb ANy NEOINEI (671 4 ‘On MYtaL) a9
PRI "NY NP3 NIPRDIRD NNIRA Y 290
*NOM™Y N3 YTPN TV DR 2LV DMK R
nbya TR NMARA YN PR AT K .mab
b NIWELA NW3 AYDIAN L NBIAR NNt NN
«(8—7 “on Mwaw) NN
“MYrapa RIS IWBR YORN NTDIRA 9D 783
-133 MY'BIM (IR NIRIR MPNIR 8D 0°IpIph
A1 D APRY VY TR
n9RA MINNDRT NIZA DIMIRR QIR DD
MR M YR MP33w MPapnt NMIRG 12
*1Un NMIRT WITW3 AD°BN AN o™on 35wa D
/120" 79°D% JRRY MY YIRY °DD 00 b
b1 (7 “on nYUaL) RIND MY Pw nweaba 0
NIT°0a MININRA 17 (8 ‘On AYUaL) RIND IR
A 0y 9% ART) IR A¥Ep-hna Nwabn
A™SY MR R T RDA NVORIZ 1IN B0 90
~N37 DR NIRWIIT L INR 200 D 3PP NI DAY
“37 IRA YD D1p oM 7S M~ IR ~sn” N3
»73N0M .AN37 NI JR0-DY ‘R RN YUK
-%ap MEDM NI NYBRINIRYRD AINANY
~PPn DRI MY DR NPRIRD DpIpnThY
nU2ma 03 WR'Y MINR 0WIpIpTHIWNAL 1P
=915 .17 12—9 ‘00 MYAb /1 AR YW WK
ST AR TV /AT ARRA ANPWR 1IN MIMRD IR

(14—13:17 971°%) D1°93¥7 D 1pIpn~nIV 3Y

INTX .D7IPIPA NPT MYIAD PR NYRa o)
~7 fnn 1219% nENwn 23”70 275 1IPY APNY
nyeaph T3 N7 DIRA NBOINI LTI R
“n¥13p Y AnkTP ANR 1n9TAT 'Y ,10 ‘on
Mo b3 1nan’ IWBKR RS NNTIN DRI
PPy
NIRA NBOINA LMY N3 “TT~ NAnon .13

N29Di |2 RO ANNANA DA |2 RYY R 2w
Y03 AMOW AN DRI AORA 5D Laarhen
MP33 AY°DM AR X7 0090 AP

nIweabh NENWRA ,AMNB NPT Tavn :n” b
o 671 4 “on NWraLa AYDM MY oIp3pn
D3 YWD DRI N75TA ORDIRD A0 NPT
1 mbeapn % R AwpY Maan panoa
TV TN DRTA ADPNT MWK 0B ADPNA
AT MR oY JNtaw N3 ImIRnn

=07%ni — AMIME DY BV L NMIRA RV RV
nYUaL3 PO NWRALE NESWR R — AWM N0
.m%132 03 797 .N"ORYPR R7AN AYDM 1 700

YT IR Nwa aYtBm MR 11
AY'DM (M3 X9 N>R Anon nbya atpn
9p*wa YaR ,o1p JNanY Bd ,8—7 ‘on NYaLa
179 MR AN53 A°aR AP IRY 17N AYIDm
n3MN5) N"0IBN ADPNI PR AMOY AN DR
/37 RN O3 ANIRD RIRHD DR YaR L (TWI K20
YN 0D YT L(NMMER NN PIRWD MY)
-0 K71 (6 “OR Y*3L) MR WAV AR
TR Nw 73 7avn

2133 M3 NN T 1Y

.N17133 913 .M T MR B3 1 D”0R

QYIPIPA~NIYAI DA ARIBIT NINRA 7710
12125 T3 nroRYpa NTIRTERYA 171N R
=9%p7 7710 YDA (8 ‘o1 NY*aY) TR 7pna P
TIRR P2 TIRD PR NI R LAMINRA NV
-DR? MAINDI IR 79771 R HRAw T3 98D
mY WM N0 ADIPAT 1 19K Ma7% .NIRT
.D"IR7 D°0IDRDM “PIRDD

JDPDIRTIRDD 772070 177 nb

.3 /on Y133 NN awa (7ub 0ar MRT $ )70

(7 “on V") I AP AN 1WA 1Y
17°wn .m21aa Syw muea a7 XYY amnd
an23 PUTYLAR AMRT DMK KT DRI DM
n3IN37 XD N0TBT ADPNT S TIRTBRYI
bw *2°077pn 2N53 TW ANRRY IR L (TIWY RRD
AT RRDY LGINAR TR NDPRR) ‘N R
LCpIRBD MY) TIXn SR ANt

JPDIRTINDD K7D :R”D

oY /(7 “On NYUa) AMND MR W7 1w~
ans3 .(6 “on nY°aw) ANAL-AMND DINR wUM
/17 7IRR3 ANDYRR W WRY PN 933 MIRA
~NIY°ab3 AYDM AR NIPIAR VY 790N v
%P1

e



nIaInsa P31 AR NIANon A TR HTann
NP3V I MPNIRD POw LRI NMIRa nItapnn
v NUROIRA ANMRD M7 DUIRTERDT R7AN
“nR TR NNV 1 AYIRY XYY 1 70n aveaw
Xva% 12°0m 1 7on AvNawaY HRnw 55> N1
o3 DWW T/ 0 NIRA DY "Mavi ATDW DR
77OV NN ANTIX DAY R A0 n7HTR
:MT3 "NY3 YD N7 NIMKR DINnena by
2w ,mbD — noRYpn AnIRa a3 nnx ovd
©* 55577972 Sar — Suewn JIna onabvsn oMp
“DWR N7°bA DY I AR AN LT A% p AP
XN YAR MY DRIR NIAINDY DIMR NI
n"3 NDPNM NIMNINTY MPIAY NIAINS3 O3 AMSn
IR

nopn® 92va Yone b T NIPMAYR NWRaLn
17 IRRT) NYBOYAN ADPNA NYWRIY R 109N
»30—371 DI 01 1v5Y Hapn any (o7nb
MINRDY 85,0871 MDIP 8,913 WURAY DD
bW NYDRIIHRIVON FPTIN NIRNIN 8, NV O3
on™h W ,917%3 MR (PR ARTY) DORNEN
anRY ANy .nepoeabnn nppn® 571 nweava R
~RND NNNONT APB3 /AT Mwabn YY anba
XY n°uotabnn NDPNa °5 L NILA AV AT I
“pR3 117 L1907 ORI KNIV 1NN AT AN
(Y3

n°31%13195-N°DRIILRIVD 731°n3
nvava a°IpIpa~nI T Yo

~1N2 NIYIALA BYIPIPATNT IRYNI KD ,TIMRD
WDKK 75 DIVMY 0¥V BTBRINLRIVD DR
v DRT OV .NIRTY S npbon T3 MR 7IRnY
WY 9193773 BRICHRIVO TIPS RPN DWW
PI731 95°8%1 N> Mapon npona yaob
DIMT* B3 2ANIW MIBR MINR AR T man
nwhaw
DY7"PNa NI MWeAp P9 YPan —antae
oY WRIPI AWKRIN 8PWR-NRNbR 21pb 19w
~n1 DRY 7a%n W~ MYRAD WYY~ nwea

©

.68 /0y (50 19w, Pwh) a8

ST 24 09 ,~TI DMNINT D1p

.31 0y (50 v Pwb) brY

\58—57 ‘BY ,“MDON NINDIT* ,TPIR 8

1203 0y ,(50 1WR ,9WY) 1w ¢

42 MY ;188 ,158 /0Y (56 VR, 0Y) RRN POt 8

<

o)l

=*3bi Yw ¥™101mi 210 LT A% p Ny n7w
VT 20 QY AIm1 — 2wTRnD 1IDonY — N
AIPMIRT 9703 29737 :NIAR DIIRTINY |
AP ,APNY 299705V D707 ;WS TR0 WRY
=19°2 IREN3 PR NYUaL NIRRT avmdb Sax
80,9733 79173 ~N°22 78,519 ~NnNa 7,85

0”7 nEoINI LNAR WA /T Do .14
P RSMI 75 7Y .va5u8n aMp 3w nbya nbuy
TPNYR AR TN Y22 AT 201 DR AYeaw
NYMWR DRI NORYPI NMava n7un .avbera
DRI DIRG S DYDNR0 ANWHRYH DY DR wIhn
SL.MYTH NPIPN 1abY

07 NBOINA NN PYA TN NAMeR .15
nI2INST MW hw TR0 AR P nbya abuy
v .10 ‘on aYvaLa MO bR Aundn NIRIPI
YDV NIDN3 AT 30m NAR AY"aY PO AR 0D
2,0°5w1%a

$6-3:203 X (71 7WR ,5WR) PIRTY T0OORpR 7
A PRIMWITPIR M ‘2 536-19:1V MY ;01 0V LPIRT
R PMIYR NTIAR nveaw 3:m mb L w-own oo
TN XA ST Y3 NINDNR IR MOD
N

9-7:18 MY ,3;2:31 M X ,Bn~nna

S.L. Saller, Excavations at Bethany, Jerusalem, 1957, 7
pp. 192-195; Fig. 37

R.A.S. Macalister, The Excavation of Gezer, II, s
London, 1912, p. 225; Figs. 375-376

by .8 A-B MY ;79" 52 /1Y ,~“MBON NINDKT” TR 8
/mY 8P ARY D-pR SY AMYRYR 9373 MR YT
=*n'3a PR3 1% NV 1oVR PIYH 1D .18 1Y 54
*D? .J2D93 /91 PT° 7 /DYID — NATNEAR "R — 0N
YRR DR OAPIPA PR Nt mRA nbnon ot T
~DWR MDY P07 BMon At awa ~Lau~ nUNIni
$71:79R7) 72°OR2 @Y NOR T WY 1IN D WD
BOAA2 MR AT D (31 2:0 DIMYIN R T MD93
21021750 R¥MA~ MR *I2T MRS TINNa  qon vt
‘n ;%av b NPT T YR ot 1P P TRY
~nPYWN DR 207 P70 /DD (R T 0w wYn) ~nman
aupip By n3nsa (mn =) v n nra nypin® tab
aw™> |07 OX NPDO *a%3 v XY Oy .178R3 N
VAN .omna ow@Innn auplph? mwna 2no0 DR
bw amynen on KT AT PIY2 DITMYNRT UKD
=D N353 ~Rnb~ Abnn TR 1YDMN 1Y MRD
DNIRTD @AY MR L2 PV D OUPIPI MIAY nYp
H. Lidzbarski, Phoni- ix= ;nomson mb Yno 02
zische und aramdische Krugaufschriften aus Elephantine,
="'D N2WND3 N~*v7 X7 15 ; Berlin, 1912, p. 19; PL. VI
F.M. Cross, IEJ 18 (1968), pp. 226-233 :mmpwn n*p
P. Collela, RB 80 (1973), pp. : X" 7t 2103 wIn 17
547-558

N. Avigad, BASOR 158 (1960), p. 27; Figs. 17-18 s2



DAR S NMIR DWNED DY INEPI —TATY
nYTI AT K30 5777 2T 7T 230 Yon
DRIIHRILO PN K3 KM 1OV ATMR Mavwn
AV 7253 RSN MYUALR 300 TN N3
T N0 APTRTP YR APITA MMD NRNm faw
TINY AT WY KA KD .0MHR 00N DY
=p3 10DMIN 1”7 ‘BID YR ApYTaN NMIRSIN IR
<9175 N1aponY M ‘BIND YUAT LNCLRA PR
2%W3 UTIN TIPSR W0 0K Py
n3 *HI) ‘KA WMIT W3 )R- Y ovIpn
DT M0 TV 0MpNad A0 (T Db Y331y
/071D 405 nwY 521 MY "W JuI-pIpa /a0
DTN 2% @Ipna At KD TR RRa LaTpa
“R DMIPORY ,°3M30 AR axnb oM nwlavn
5% WY BY9°IRNA BY IR NP3 MYW

9¥9omn Pan1 Pnn-nn Matena —5n9-nnY
IPAY “TI NIab Y ana 2wnm wvn
DW'DM 3Y TIT NRA AT .(5R7703 192)
DM 2T TIONY MYUILn 0w 9D bynd
DRT MR DaR L SDRILRIVO TWPRI XN KD
S9N NITYA 23N 2 PUMS oang ovhd
RO NI DU

x> VB naswb monran onwhapn nvn
,0™5maY DWR-MTIE3 DR ,D°3aR3 IRXM
P3P 92YRATNDIPNN NIMNYR APTMRIP WO
onvn 79°p% %.n*wonbnn ApPNY N0IBR NBPNN
0 nRn® (A% NWRavn Y5 DR CIMAR ‘BB
nDPNA NPYY — NPRIRA MYtaLT DR :07hapY
“UTY “9°WR”) DIMMAYA MYRava DRY LNtoBn
=93 977 w.nvwebnn ppnn neRab — (B
DR On*m .nnbwnn qan ANY NRT NRWY 010
=@ 7m0-%Y “3n—11 MKRnY NRIRT NWweavn
— DNAYR MYUIvn DRY LDTBRINRYRD O
9,077130% “an—an MR

MRIPR R¥MMA YY1 MYran Y nwTIm AptTa
MDY N0IBR ApTmRIPA 3 Lnbyn MMaa
v ovipn abwY ox Jon™b ptaw nwp nbHd
DR *19R O™ NIN”ITR INRA L]ORY PPN
53 ,99ann 15 w.07AID% N ARED PR MAYpPR
-5nn MEPNA NPWRIS 17173 NOMMA ApTRIPR

3-1:3mY ;148 /0y (375wn) rid Mg 9

28 /0y R ,PAn-nnn e

20 /0y ,2 ,PA~nnn @7

.68 /Y R ,Prn-nnn s

.22-20 .3:12 8,2 53—1:6 X R PAN~nnn 9
.19-18 /Y ,2 %1 ~nnn 10

DI ~MYAH” NYUawY “AXn” NYab D) IN
/NOIBR ABPNA A 5w BB 1N 295D
90— MIRED 7OM® WK NI APRRTP 1
N NIMRR N30 ARXNPI RY .07MIDY

RSN 1955 NIW3 113 ‘33 ADWY NTEma
Y°7° %pb #9,(6 “on AV L) “1IN [ TN AYawn
5137-NDPNM 00N BY TA° T AV 3L ARLNI MR
/A7 IRET DYORIY TomMY XX I

ST RSN RY M3 0 LRI 123awh 3wnn
31 .nPuomaban APPN P BUMN3XN W 09I
9 T DIIAYR MYUILT O3 73 MY

MBRIPLRIVON 13 WK 7T INRI —N3%3 YN0
~97 DAY 18 WINI 4R pY NN
=30V TV 9,787 “%R” NIWNAY 3071 7
pon RSPI ,0MW NIMPRa M 1R Ma0 nw
2%w% QUomEn B°IIa YT oY T Jn M
23-5Y XN AR oYY oLl nadw Y ImRn
SPYR 39YR3 NP D3 A0MIAN WRThEN
,¥3p3 %X 01w v terminus post quem=j
r5w NN Y 1I3TM TYM R0y LJamd
nawa *%237 w12°57 1N "NY 0D BR"AN
~XN32 .N°0"BR ABPNN NPWRI Wi 137N IR 586
DPI° AP IRIPS 0PI 1MV DRTA 120w 71
0”mbY% 420—540 o2IwY nomma ,na Anbaniw
DONWPYOOIRT BN DR PTA IR B ‘DYD
amRnn 3500 DR onn DR Yo oTRRIPm
92,077130% “Tn—11 MR’ 1725 Y

~n%n” DR NP3 “NY B3 JRD 7215 MK 0
="95 H'onw 331 BM=T122 WMV 7MW~ DR
93w o3 777 APR 2°95 1°3 .N0IBR ABPNA 1 0N
500 NIY UATY DMMTTNNY 3N MUK YR
83,317°p3 0”30

-0 19w ,13°23% 139 nwnwn A9R 0°57IRN3 v
-*2b’ *nomw B°°37MN AT MINN DR OF DMK
12 .B¥BRINRVVRD 0V9PR T00=0Y NMIRD N
T DIMAYR NWawn v 1AW’ 2% ovwh IR
1om% PR ,T°Wn A1 937 b RS Mo b
Eo-5YY LIRS YR RAMR 2R R0 Aopnb
NIy DR O ONMR BTBRINNTORD DUy
%,0713D% /W RPN NPYY ~xImTY “nxn”

P.C. Hammond, ;153—146 "y ,(63 1my:1 ,2°wb) mran &
PEQ, 1957, pp. 68 f.

.165—164 /Y ,(55 7w ,>wS) naxi bn e

\185 7y 0w 91

.186 'ny Qv 9

J.C. Wampler, BASOR 82 (1941), p. 36 ¢

.23 /0Y ,~1TIM DIWMAY 0P 9

©



SMLIDINT WPAA 0} AODIAIN KD TN WORD
<5om (oMM TPy Lmas1 bn) nvvena
TRNA DR 7BA% 210 PR PR MvEma opn
S
1°3 9173 "% BRIRIWD YT v
DINPRI NIV MY*ILT 30 NMIRA NI
2PN IWVPAS NIMIR MPUEY BAD WY
T3P "381 5n M) nhopn appnn v
VaNIw NP3 APORY LNV MYtay nYon
STWR Y2 PIVTHR3) NaY DA po ona
X Wwpan (GRI"NRTa oMMon MY avvwm
,3779m 21%ni 0aaw NmIPRa pa Swotabn RN
nepomban apPnYY Nvonpa ADPNY oM XYM
“hn7) T NIAYY MR NIWSIY INYNI L NARD
Gm

“Ta° DIvavn .2

DAR X% NWawn Y1avd ATD MmN Mwan
minp v sxexva aTaved mpnamn mMMTvn
“97 DY OOA"MYaLR B 9% M3 AT
SwMmMi W DRY “T” ONNBN QY DR QRY
(19—16:17 %) “Anpn”

mb122 0 DWwpM YR YR D™NoYHn 0V
WER NWabRa LW WMWY D°IpIpR-nIWeana)
DYDY WAYRTIN TOR DIWR ]3O L RIWNY
YRWI 0NN DDRIDRN DoRXENA Y nddunn
D™WY NWabnT DR LR JRD UMK NItIYRR
A3 L IYNAY NINPUIST NIYIN [1INDI YHDd
SPP1 ROR IR 7T Y10 230N

1°N37% BN ,0°3pIpRTNYPaa MWD MYaLna
R¥N3 "MIRA 207 .M93W) MR 130030 w3
DINTY “TT~ NAINDT 131 TR vawn By pA D W
PR /WA 739nY 07.A3100 Yiba by avrn L OR Yo
-*5RD mnan .AMba nPIEIMD ATAR AT Yauna
on™Y WBR R”AN NI DY POV L NPDRIAN
DYIP M ONn DIRKY ;0~mapb ‘R aRnd MK
9w Sar weabR @R b-by M aRnb
MW AR LDNIMMN DILDITDYLRNOMN
“T YL DR DAY 2%mM3 197587 ,90 ImRn

$1:1 M2 5178 /nw (1934 M ,50 1Y) Bwh pupo 1w
,1966,3°3K-7N 10 N"3 M2 QTN NIWILN 0
A4:1 M5 ;1716 DY

.23 7Y 7R DImmIne 10

x>

3730 DIRAN N R 017 ARRT) Depom
128> "2 935w *B> ,0~mpb

“RI°PM MY*3DA 93 ,77°300 AN 1 X33 DX
ADYT22 IAY NN M L TR 2100n nAn P
DL DR 1OR oD IN°IY RTTpIDY 9nan°
TRET DWRI3 0YhomY A ke Tbwa Sonnn
-175% 27N Y70 AT R¥MRI RDR ©° 07D 430
-175% 03 1°DpYaY N3’ oa Cnpaw b
5135 omra *nupaw ab

NoM) B TV PIEYA DWRILA TN DR
nNMa3 7abwTN MYeap oy T NI (YR”
RIDR 1203097 103,7°00%a50 PRI 1900 oK
PR Manan® a3 NRIeDIN NonoR
Dweaba 31 YRR MWRaLA M3 NREIOM
505 ox AR 1A% MIPY nemIRA

T DAY DWNSD Y IRINI —7°3Y-N°3
DAL %R APTIRIP oY T ,~7abwe” nyvam 7
104, 09NN

<19°3 apehya 9va b Tnca yaan
™Ay nway ebe Yoana v nowa —ashw
WINI 190 15,7050 Myraw e “v T
AT NP AP pxY nnnnw Mbna
1 Puorabn ApmRR Y AT nmd Yonw
~obwI"” DY 3L IRYNI 1 ALY 071D 37 NN
105,077730% “37 AR 10 D D@ N1 v:x-by

“now 553w 1730 12 83 29 AYR 2OMIND
PMRIP O ARYNI KD TR YI™3 nvemA
=977 DAR W 737130 073D 43— T MNRA 1
ADIPI3VT MIPNEDA TIIRND N3 MmLan o
31 RN O3 WV MR 797300 D-YYAR
OO IV DR 8D MR DMK 2PN NYTD
DD /TN Y2177 MIPBNA NIMIRG Myeawn bw
JN°0TD PURTP N3 AR¥NI ROY

=137 DR S (R¥H ORIN YW AP*Tan ool
:MIPOR *NY PPOA% N3 MI°BN3 W
“MPPab DT MApYY — mM%an oIt DR X
0 ARNT NPWRIPY A0 IRRN NYYY — 0vpapn
DTBRIMINORD 2P uo-Hy Swh vemw

Y. Aharoni, IEJ 6 (1956), ;15—12 091" ;20 ‘ny o0 101
p- 139; Fig. 8:1-5

.35—31 "y ,(50 1Y ,5O0%) DR w02

.20 /0y ,a ,5Rn-nnn 13

(79 v Bow) 9bno 10

.53 /7Y ,“MDPON MADIT ,TaR 15

56 /MY 0w 10



o o Sar we/rA mbn S T AR nnn
nyavnn SV “anpn” 19NN a%anaw nRS 00
/190" .T7°ND IRD PPRY IWDR DRT OV .x Snn
MWRT ,ITI095K Y W12 3% Np v PR
TR 935 ,(©~MB% 301) WA DR ‘R %N wen
D NI Svanw MR WP BIR AP
513 1M Sw v nawna At

SR R LDWIN MYavk AT YAy Yoy
b WRY On2 0°wIaY w.ANINRS 191 onn oY
=5m @*nbNi NMYavnd MWD WA /R Mbn
nTh RIBR D°0WM AT AT DU9avA han
739 MR YT T ATIWYY LNehna MIRNSYn
12 DMAVA 02IpapRTnwea Y Aaoan jnaand
X0 ApDn

nEpna nbwY b 07k Tn ARnY naRA
nmnBY M R LT NI 2203 DaPR OR 0097
A1apbw mM%an nppna abwn nwavn AT

1213 973 DIDORY LT Nwavn YW 1w 200
~1D°$3 TDWR NIV 1D *T2Y [Up YRIPH PR
MLY WRI 072739 DIR WK (P2 N0t o
~9 N2IN3T DR XYW RIM ,(DID 12303 NS
10918-n"an Myavn By 19,70y *9avn ansa
nANS AYIEL MWPa oewwen e Yem
-1Ip°R NY%*apn TIo° by .~anen AP~ nvavn
*1°w% A5KN MYavna DX 0 oD 0TI NPERA
5737 "IN Yavni IR .N°0IDR MDPNR

-n°an yawnn SYw AP DR Mard wphaw v
-13 AEY "Mathw ST (mon apme oy MY

Contra Apionem, 1:187 112
A. Kindler, “Silver Coins bearing the Name of 13
Judea from the Early Hellenistic Period”, IEJ 24
(1974), pp. 73-76; PL. 11 A-J; D. Jeselsohn, ‘“A New
Coin Type with Hebrew Inscription”, ibid., pp. 77 f.

AP R ;3-1:X:1 mb (107 7wR Pwh) 9men e
NI ,#7TRY MYaLn NTon vavn v wn 0w
5147 /0¥ ,(1972) 0, PIRT PReOTD

2:1mY (107 fwn Bowb) 9wn 1w

.31 MY ;160—158 ‘ny (8 51w ,2op%) Annn m

an



n1IpONI 019D

=19°171 Y1H0a NMLWR 17 VYN 7252 2v MY ROR
5w Mt AN AR 51 avpasi nw nbya nw
n7I73 .0NEYY MwbwItn 1T 1319 R P
0"IDINT LJRXNT ORID DY 937 Ton1 RY MvEnn
1 Sw *M5Pnn 71N R I NI137 % . 8130

nbwn 0M-NoD waba nban1 1966 Nawa
J°0 Y2 mb1a mwy-yaw 031 ,7WRD 13 nepn
IWERY Yaw jn .N1MaY amntnweab v 19103
oy I ,up JONNTITIND ARYNI NWOBI 16IRIPY
-k NYTY .niTDOY N npvw vOnn PPIvoI
23pnaw ~oRam 1991 Hw N AT N3 A a0
DR KW IR QT QU QOWIRD DR 19
AT 7930 203 DMK OR L70nR TV ARIng
WM NTNCRT DAND OV MDA 10T RTMA
Dnwnd nvopa

1962-3 7%an1 M3 B N wYn X3RRI
T TN WA xR BORT YIRNI 79Yna
DNITWN DRy NIV (1IN DOBHYD BOPR NI
nDPNI APYY MOmMA NN WD N1LbYn
WRXNIY ,D°DI1DRDT L(077IDY /T RN NYOIBA
128 XXM JAmw nP123 2NN 1A ,0vMER
=137 .NYTAR MP122 DAR TN 0N 317Dy
5Y P9 .27 80D B°2°LMa MWK A mb
TRWIY DR §m 2930 an53 Maind Mh ovne
=N 5w 290-R1BK 137107 1M NND PY ! R
P71 .M2132 MAIND JNPAA pIMIAY Db MY
JDIR 2TNID 1R IR nYwa

-D=bY 115,37 Q'OYTIBRDI DR "M% MIXI 1D
ADPDPRY M5P1R MPEBYR MTIYN AYR 10 219
AN IR NNR AY193 mnna ovvana Pl
17 IRSNI D°OTIBRDT MAND JHY TR RO
.8"BID 0°N33 171 BNIDIRA

MR Y3IRY 29wy DR 3 9POID IR

,ooba onen w‘ipn': P" 73 DD~ MR M us
IEJ 18 (1968), pp. ;23-19 ‘ny ,(v~5wn) 12/R , X pn N2
157 ff.; PL. 11

62-41/ny (9 mvn ,Swh) omp wr

E. Sachau, Aramdische Papyrus und Ostraka aus 1s
einer jiidischen Militidrkolonie zu Elephantine, Leipzig,
18 v Bwn) wbmp ;1911

b=}

RS M 1Y MR N MY1ER nmd
DAY MWD 1 Mewaw ondbnn JroaRn
nobnnn PRI YV APNYR NYa M5 0N o
nIMNINT 3w M3 3997 TR M (ToIRn Yo
amn R 7T Swoamina bR omban
bw %137 ;a1 20m anmTmytay ey mvmn
nnR 5w mapn ;arTen Som Sw b anon
AR AR DR NIRRT DWNEL YR ;Dwmn
D0 Y MYaw 9wV 191 ;7°PD Y 1w nooIna
95 5y Twm Um0 ARy and kMR 31pw
M3 YIIRY 2OWIIN LRI 75 YV Hou mnma
onn o IR YOw ,0UwIR Yv 2"wID nme 1M
-WN 7IYY-NNR W YN ,¥aw V3R 00N DY
“®9 0YPEN WM YR DUWIR DA 1N T
-+5Ya 11D ,0"YID DUWIR 1Y DR YAk 0N
W N1Ho%0 NwEwn MTIWN BV Mmnnw .nnn
ST99 PR Y

-RD ¥ 025 *RINI 1Y 00N Y by
DYYPRATRINI 13p73 oPOR % N1 ovD
oinm W1 RYY ,AN2WE0:Y @WvwIIta ovRn
v 1M 'RIn% ¥ana nanmeR Yhaa et
nIapy o3 XXM ORI OR NYTY PR mban
IRENIY RT NI NIIWDR .0701DRD Y o'’
nnxTa> mmwn’ opn 13 a8 Lqup vhoa
S (M2 MIW3 DR MPOI NUWA NIMIWDRA
JJOR3 WEMw NTINR MP-nIsap

DMWY 171 % LTI NIPIE N3 Yol
5p33 mYanm nYaw §n 191 Lx-nba b
P9 59577972 mxma SR -yIRa b AR
5w nMNNG NWNaLT M I L MTTE ma
DIX13p 12aN3 BYINR PR3 Yar uamsbna *Tpp
YT M2°013 YN MR PR mroTm

“h1 PMIPa 2MIWR NURa 109 MTEna
bw mba a1 mba ovwnns b avap anba
12903 115 1A RY 15,073D% /1N AREA A Y

=y @by 4ntan DY R 1DTI N1aT R 1
IEJ 24 (1974), p. 25 :~°pin 72y 1pn 13
J.W. Crowfoot, G.M. Crowfoot & K.M. Kenyon, us
The Objects of Samaria, London, 1957, pp. 2, 88; Pl
XV:29-30



20°RY 937 nb3 937 nabnnn PN Tam
=%"D=Y°R) ANBN DY DTWURT AMwp Y93 oxn
2(ITPD) OMININA NRNY MM KDY 2(D)
1N72R w1973 MPN Y1571 2NNRD DI P93 Hw
TINI03 79907 AP 3 KD 130 BR” M
RERAREPR-LCR ARSI

NaN3 NIMMON MIBIPNA %D LRI NIMOOMA |
D% M3 PPEDM NPMNIR MM AR
75 DIBRY 2L]MTPA MR MBIRI NINIA ATV
DYPYR IWRY N3 M3 YRIDNCPIRD asen v
n 1D~ nown ombYY MIaY owa Y 1NN
AT 19 270 mbR DR NUNPD” IR 7PmYR N3
WPIVIT NPDIBA ADIPNAY NVHA3TINYIN ADPNa D
nYTIEN3 H913 MW" YTV K3 AT 937 VRS MY
*> /] yanwn Janap%w mMPan Y jant pul 2
=30% YD 01N Nehn w37 NpmR IMIva
nM3T 2% IR AweRD 1R A vbwn-nta
S S 19RY mw vend

"R — DYIART NIPRN 1A RIPRA I — DIMPR3
*0-by-nR niTPp Sv Tayn orpd ma ow
MIR-ITPEN INYWY DO DY NI 1T 0w
1371"5W NIT351 B3 MI213 8*5337 NIMPR3.0°1
W NEPW Y (Y nYwm) NIdw Yw Mwna
MR 92170 PR DPR DA aR 123,090 Yw

-nn’ amn wawr T nmbe Y avnn apm
MR Y nweRn v aTewn Sy apmty mw
NS 190%™ DR AT MDY Yvnamn
PR WMDY 31 LA Apwn AR TN omm
T2 KPNTR L85 IR (0 DaR DT K3
NP TN DTDRIDRT MIIPRR " 19Aan3
ANBRY "Mk TPD Yw 1% ona N

nban nk onb ww X0 nWobon unmin
D) YR DRI ODPNA YV 1SThaw npwpn?
=21 2%N Y Jam MPER YR 1IpUboRPIING
0™9737 DWIRT DR MY 19107 R NARD 1Y
*9pon 1> NISMWT NMMT Y NMWRINDY M3
D™ 1MD DR MBa% “INbi Y173 N RO
D™ MMbA M50 PN RS AT Par AR
bow XN NNIWRYR T2 .0pn-Yon .ovntYa
K1Y "9D032 D3 D'WUDM MP23 B*OTIR NmMwn

Reallexikon der Assyriologie, 111, ed. E. Weidner, 121
Berlin, 1959, pp. 103 f., s.v. Frau

D. Diringer, Le iscrizioni antico-ebraiche palesti- 122
nesi, Firenze, 1934, pp. 216-218

B. Meissner, Babylon und Assyrien, 1, Heidelberg, 123
1920, p. 387

o8 M2 119,2119193 *HAIT MNIPA~N"I3 WMWY
R .pY-N°N3 Mmwiw  mmen® mwp v
DR D98 NAY MTWNA DXY A2°NR DR DWW
nImNn MR .auva N 19%1 L Pua-myea
1 DNR 95 .nPvaz oMy v ovaw nmmna
2203 1212 291, mbmn=3%3 Jinn Hnoa nawwn
-1°n N1 .9 OwY 0°RhAN TN aR Danta
.37710% ~an axn® nwon

3 WYY 1n°1 2w% 9mRn 5o Juo-byw Mt
nanI IR TMMA ja090 YV unpbw man
T332 PIMAY MMINAR NI MTIYNA 30 oY
PO MR A1 A0 S N AT Y nobman
12193w /72w 82K .N21a0 Yv DYwanR Ipbna
Twpn YY 12.m2N0 MRYNN aNINMYNEY WAL
*-HYR I NWNAL 1731 MR A PR
DAL NITYR M%ENa YPanIw BRIpIPRTAYTT
PR (19N .MXEpR N3 NP nan Yo
wR MWD3 MR 1YY NN AN MTIYNN
0"IP3p3 MY PR vav pwy

PR JIbR Sw a%am ~T~ omnn Tabn
MR %9 mban von’ Spwm mavwn ooapnn
PR AmEn MR nwbw Y menm T ey
DXy .0*bIpR POV NX nbmann AR Sw onin
~¥1°M P9 "W aMNnY 73pn hANOR Yv nown
PY Dy M3 oyy AaTeR omn oy T IR
noabw Sw ATpbn 7N AR JDRTA N3pORA DR I
1°3W TN SWORA DNINA RN MmN TR
AT 1199RN Sy Mamn Anhw nTbn noRsnEn
A3n PO R (OIRAR Hnma 1R By R
owa 13 Awnnwa Db D LTWn omnn non
DX APPMA ATIPR3 197HYTINT AMono:Y anpn
87wy BYOndm YV annn a3 nTen omm
513 1M TPRN AR NMbYY LRIDBR RET
ST e v

15 Tayn nnbw’ n i oY (nbRwn nbRw:

~DNRM) 3UMD3 107 93pH DAR~MY°aL~ a0 ‘R us
$118-107 /0¥ ,u-Dwn ,obwy v BRI -yIR -(00

A5—ab nmb
=13 DTPR MOMNI IRENI IR NON MPIT DO 120
mban N nn® wnt R DTID R NS LNRRDIDID
ond owTpn’ WMWY 2°092M OnaY ,0v%ana 1wp
~an>a @'o%"MA N ANt A ©o by .amnd R
DX JNIIDA IR LIDWA PY amnaTnY am MmNt
=571 Y 1YW DUDnoms e nn-by ponTmbia
C.E. Keiser, Cuneiform Bullae of :18" Ratdeh e}
the Third Millennium B.C. (Babylonian Records in the
Library of J. Pierpont Morgan, 1II), New York, 1914

1



1892 PTIT W3 TR A0 IR wIpRATR
PP 19-5¥1 .M By TYT-n"3 mdbn nk 2wn?
SMTNCAN NP T Mamna XY PINR ADnon
pUamon v amd pn 77T nR Y50 a1 am
22197 SN D DIV VY .OYA NAIAS VTN
avn AT 91 /5hD avTm i Tw R KD
=31 MY MINB DX MDY NTIB3 ANNE NNY
MY em Yo W oy pY e aen
b Asem MY WS NBEoR 1 TRt
ORN3Y

*5 ,07I1 NdY Dp M YHw APIDORM LYY
31 ,nORPXY MMD ATM Anva K% A nndbn
125,0953371 212°D IR TM P NmpR DN
WK DBYII AND YR LYK YW NN 1"
D™0MDR BYIPEA DWW PN NRIBa TN
a3aww 1A RY ANYTY 2TpRATha NI Phava
-nb PR b pa RDR L wEn mnd Yaamn
Sw PRI ANDI TR T PISTY T N
=2wn %y 23 2°onnon PR NYTA opImA AT
ATSTD N I3 R¥n o°bw1h W3 oYw AT
nbens nabsbs nprw Abmm ,0vOTN O°IN1a
by ,anyT? ,0v1Yn AR 95 .YTYn *hnan 23m
TP V2 DR MR PR Mmipn PR 1Y

nMID'ED — DRI NMIYIDR HW NO1OTNR wUBnA
p*b%5 oempa nbatpn — I nne’ ATt Yw
=51 Yy o°wn A°vy oopbImn 2epvan ovpIn Yy
.07 L APRA NpoRR TI0MD DTIM 2MW
19927 &Y wan Yar zon1aw 700 YD 0Ny
by Tmb® wHR MR TN MIBOT Mpnn
17 197591, %pnn KN YRIWA-PIRD XO0A ADPNA
PR 1 12 MY &Y 23057 PR waRh XYY T
ST L.DMR NYMPR3 PPOMD 3% Y Y3 1

A. Alt, “Die Rolle Samarias bei der Entstehung 12
des Judentums”, Festschrift Otto Proksch, Leipzig,
1934, pp. 5-28 = Kleine Schriften zur Geschichte des
RN ; Volkes Israel, 11, Munich, 1959, pp. 316-337
.2 711,333 /By YRl av

W. Rudolph, Esra und Nehemia, Tiibingen, 1949, 12
pp. 34, 131 f.; K. Galling, “Verbannung und Heim-
kehr”, in: Festschrift fiir Wilhelm Rudolph, ed.
A. Kuschke, Tiibingen, 1961, p. 96; J.M. Myers, Ezra-
Nehemia (The Anchor Bible), New York, 1965, p. 133
—30aR-5n 7, NUBRIPT ANRRT MIN pDNp 1
by anERT© Y 5179177 /By u-own [ ovber
—114 /By ,p~wn 25,1 PRWTPIR S Thaw
Morton Smith, Palestinian Parties and Politics ;119
that Shaped the Old Testament, New York, 1971, pp.
193 ff., Appendix: Alt’s Account of the Samaritans

by =]

RISNY IWERY NMY w* NIPI133 /1M 9°N0° R
£ IMR3 0*3TA PR 0™D03 P IR MPapn and
by 1n*nR> %3 ,N12°30M ADPNT 1BKR BYY P XD
nenbw) 0*IY W TR PR LIDY %3] NI 937
%5 R YN @@ ipn B9 PR (22231
b5 s1p% ATV nmmIR HYa YRy R oyt
DD /113 O TN RNV QY oYY DOWINT DN
=T R Y2311 w3 AR saw oy AROIn
Jon-InR>

SNYAT DWPTPIT BVBRIRIRD VP TI0° DY
an YR DM MMM m21aa % napon’
“mpeap D RN Lo7mipd M ARRT YD
wERY ,MY137 DY 1T MI3 171 NEIND DVIpIpN
DWpn=Yon I ARPA NYERAY D) jNXp Nk o
RO 990,713 %3851 K17 1210 21500 90 Y Ak
TEm 3 (515 NIw) LA Pav paraTpen
PR AYT? PIdnd NN T N3pon (445 NIw)
“MYaD DR QUOMMR 0PI NNaM 3P
MY anna INRPR ADPNY NMIRA OYIpIph
P20 TV TR IRNY WP A aren nowb
L07118% 332 NIW3 PP ITI020K VT3 PIRG

7°n30 Y 003N AT IMRRA JOIRNA N 00 TY
~PT H¥Y DYM "BRIER MM YL NDRINKOKDA
o™Epn By I DNYp DYBRINLRIWO bW
mnea bag 9vnd PpTI3 KPR DYDRICLRIVO
& WHYI NINYIMON NIPORR MKRNY NEK
DY YR RN .00 22PN D) bynd
nTIN Yy maven nsbwi 1% v 1Py 1wl
DPDORY M DR T3 ,NWOIBA ABPhI ATV
0N 13MIAa AT SNBOR

by Mmp NP pI 0911 AN RITY 9503
ey

19 BRIV DY LARDID LA (T ) I8V
13 7T AT q0n P

b PAR 13 (70 R:R W) RNGRY 13 Saare
A3V

KnownnaR® DpwRATIY Y 10N 13 rem
(19537 ;7°:71 /103) 07D o»

(515 PIw) Y3377 13w ,317°pa 00w DYV

124,700 7D BN 513 R (445 naw) mmma rab
YT WHY AIpRa anta by T ey
“Y9rR X% NYIPR AIWYR 3T NIoEY NI
PR M2 I¥3WR MWTIPD PR YIam v /203

IR DRDR AR R 12



uOW ANSINATIAT YO A9R LA ovwhob
RN YRR aYi 3mi NpYS RI9A mY %13 %pb
X1 LEUPWYR OUTIA OMNR TA3 NINOn Ant
DR VXA L PITILYEY DUN0M oYIN Tavn
(—R:0 0 YMYYIN ovn

SR UMD MR ATV LM RWR A9°30
%71 %1 .81 D PR XYY 1105w 2T nInbi
/523791 *INR D ,0°aTH K91 2PRA DINDR
1303 RY ,NPRMR NIINDA 09D YR *3Wa TYmY
DUWAR OR7D ,TMTTNMAR DUIDTRWI PP TW
q5°3 X% anwe PwbYh oUma vaY ~ov bR
T°2 MDA 1AV DR ORI PR MND .AMoMa
DR Y7 | DINO? “IPYR BTPEND BMRIA LAYP
@"7257 B'onn an R (70 ‘pny) ~7onn DT
*0°1 MIRBIN 09D naYank Mbynb MR o
=17 DR 1own’ ORI DUV BRI 10 A
-1877 DR 12X°1 MNNRA=S5YaY .89 DR Bt
DR 72V ARY ,OP0OI BRI DR YW P
PR M G101 /BN BADuA DRY onta
bY o huKRT WK Ay XY anim ovbere
mMewR .an1onda MR RY AR AT 9371 ,APKRD Mnpn
RI°TAN L3RR AN Sw pbna abbl 1 aTam
YT 7onN T8N 7R TN MBRIVOOINTIRM
07D 7°n RNOWANIRA WM M3 237 Twn Duib
1A%y 2%%1° N DR opwh Manaa nMono
N1°N9am PPNT NMNTIET

N3 9D0AY ~DANDI WD~ VIR IRD TV
D ,MIT RSV RIPRI IR NYTR L YRnYnY 9B
1731 RIpRT DIMPR 13 PORITNTY ©° T AM0a
MRV ,TRMS MIPY NIMDA SNZINVDINT RYVAI
ALY IR LM OnPa BY1AD 0N 1Y anthy
TMMa upMAY ,0°3p3pa oo neaxh abewe
173 DALY oI ovapIpn AR L owb
JTTPDY OUIM DM T N Y v
AVIT ANT 935 T AW LATI DRI 9N
QVIP3p WRMY DY ,]WRI N°3 NDYPN NYwa AT
MY ANDIY INRMY 13,7750 BN WaLIY
7PN L793 JNI8A IMYNAY NReR-DD maemn
12,93 D) AMYT ALY AYRMY NYDPN

A :NIND MAw S onenmY ovminn av1oa
— 31291957 9707 *B% RO — *webw and SRy
5¥1 M0 pnk Yy any 7203 mew jnabR R’
nenbw S onnimw M9 oy nmbw Sw anmn

P. Welten, Die Kinigs-Stempel, Wiesbaden, 1969 11
(81 19wn ,Pw) spoaRar 12

MIn% 712°0 95 1KY ZRNIT TNV RIPRA DRIPI
oR M nMnbn pYn KOR LT Ann RYY
RYIY 9830 1) TN YV 0mnnw oW
ooon (“ATY RUWIT” mpen WING DR D3
IR —~TI° DAD” W17°Da RIp3 YA — “nnp”
aR="9 ,937 Y55 nmp h ROW LJWLY AR ow
5w Wb oYM ovTpend “avIReMp” P
DAD *ann% WIMT INIY NIRTIND T TN bR
ZROTIT DAD72 A°2° 9D ,TMRI PIAM AIMTIAY
/(121 /1¥) @YMPRATNA DR DAY aUTIn Pt
nD B 9513 &Y AT MBPY0a 3w PR PN
ROR 1R “RUTIY DD~ MMM TnRn ann bw
128,530

AN T 3% 28w nYTR Yy nbund R
0 RY 1M b s abwrr nnvn 1w
B™I511 7°AN31 RV D03 .MIMPRI 0T TRYN
-n% ™Y 0w PR YaR /1397 2NYD W WIR
P30 AR zAnI8 MWa aHvi b and
“hn W0 MY MNNBY AT MDD Y L navbh
oYY A% AW M LY W 03 oA
DO WNRI o opn AT Yv ey
12 MR 099 LOOR NN M3 1300901
X% m7anm o 85R 1a%3 nwwn By
DORXINA 0 /3T NIRT VI AMR IN0Y 15
“pATMYNED MREn — uTaY avaIeoIR
=951 NIRAR% Hpwn-mMTas NPRY ovpoon — ovp
R Y

$71MN3 %9372 P °van Yo% nnonn

ava Y 1757 M0 SR 0UIWRIT DM
AW 0°9pw A0S INR 11 anba o mpn
19 *nwy R IRy ova Yy wbw o ox

L0 2OOR NRY° 110N

AR PRV ,1ana 210% NIND 1AY ,XIBR 912

410 DYDY 93T AMMAY QPR NINBR 1R M
on Y %331 IX3YY oY onk ovmn e
HaR .R9Pna 051N 7MN3 Y3YH QUTRR NINBR
own P 21 LvTn Yy Y55 bapm wR MaTn
2% DR 19273 RN RTINS 70N R pIna
%P1 LOR Mapya aR1\d Jmo ATa e
MW DIND A UMD MM MATR Ln0an
IMoNA AN L9 59 PRY ROR A3 whow

“T NnD 7Y a3y~ :0m (PRNn) R XMY 128
[(13:9)

178 /0y (127 197 ,5W) pnp 12

.24 79V 116 /0y (127 7990 2D b 10

2



Q2IpIP WMWR AN 2 oMWY R .omnnn
oW ©° a1 par-panb .am>we nR WMoY bR
1305w PM7-NRn PMIRA NIWRabA YD DR oy
2XIPRA NOWT M2 AP INRMPY W 1IN
YR MINAR MYPELY NYTA 58 MYYIY PR
MIphR MY"aL7 oY DR TW3Y Y3 e 1OR
=*nb3a QIPD IR 973077 I Hp oY o
157 713 WX ADPNI NMTIP ML Y DMYXM
©* 12—10 “On MY DX 03 MDD |13 Ywh
ST TIRNY IR 70 AREa R KRNI oY

INTINNT :NINR MPIANA? AR DTV T D
=5 ADPN3 @UApIp ALY YT Mvhaw Yw
q3Yn7 .23V 3N53 BYD (20— X1 MRAN) NP0
135,n1Y2WR3 B3 PN 93V 357 YR MIRA 3007 |1
/P0IBT DN *PRA ~ T MYaLRA PNt KI0
-01%nn ADPNR NUWRIA “ATI” NIwavna Jwnl
QURIMPNT NIWILRI PAaM MLW3 UTH KA Db
MR D ,0™ATT BRI LRI ADpNA nbwa
- AYw3 N1HYD NLRY PPNV *9avi anoa
L™MIRY 2WWRINa IPR MMIRA 3007 A BYEY
=73 7 S PRI TIRR SR nwawni YN
X301

NAMNST A 92WRI TIPRI NI9°3 T2V NEn
avnbnn AT Mwavn AT nansd AT
=1757 H57¥3 MmN Nna3 an anRe Yoaniw
DYTITR APPLREIOMNN DR P RY Apwn b
AT M3 “TI DIWR3L DR DX DR LTph
on TARD vhmn RN UTE MAWRIY KN
wap? ,o7mpb 285—301 AT S myvavnn
N33 NP 1YNN ADPN3 DAY ANOMN AN KIBR
DR %0 *RTNI AT 937 .NV0NN MREZYR AT
“DD TIRWI TV DIMR DR — DUNMRA NpEON

avmn (23 /By LT pmmne) ovp v 18
T5n NN TN AR RIT M3AVA An0R MR 2RNni
,Apnnwn 13w (o-mb 340) 0D PELYA T NTN
D. Barag, BASOR 183 (1966), : 187 ; A 01, 9¥wnd
oy W°Swn 2°0NpaY YA Anwn nRr oy .pp. 6-12
,2pn=bon .o TIN3 Y S Hno Awyna wvmwn
SROMINIT *I3VIT 3ND3 YW O3 %D ,0M2T0 BN
NR oPHOID LOMMIRD oW DN PeRYn nvon
GARD TN BN IRD PR D MDA I ven
RN nYn %53 pob % pnva vMavna anoa vwmwnw
na°no® M ansn e anaw ovpnt b opTIN
TRR 0 DTNDT DR 13 vmwn YA ;eTp-Uand
-1 B3I AR .BMHRD BPHYT BUDRY TYUY 10 NwYn
-93 MYILPY PRI TING DIYILR ,DORMYNT MY

RX3210

=]

nNBN NHWIA VDR 137 1773 9301 AYRT NINDA
Jnmb 5aav9r v jprnpana ATIMa Wwhww
XY "RT12 2NN NDPNY . B°11MN B¥TPD 11 NN
-D°NY DR YXMND NpP1 OR N2 NOWIR AN
721 1% 0 IR LM SR anans naw ey
anan b mavpeR vb-by b 6—5 Haar
AWSYY MY MawY 1NIvR DR 0°TpA IR vu
LMDp IRTTUIBAS W AT MK AT AR B
N 703 NRY 09D (DY S ARG ADPha
QUWIT° DM DAY P9 YAR 9N 39 DI IDoR
ub WA AT PN S matean jonb b

1D T

RWIN” DX aonn (IR ) amp %A
.217°pa ,0~7ap 538 ;(:R 1Y) “ATIMY

515 ; (77 /R:R "3 AT nOD YRNORY 13 Y231
207mp’

/37 RnR R ; @mm 7%13) Xnp nIvR

ST TIRNA DUWRY ; @MPIPTNITY) RIND NN

SN TIRRA DUWRI @IPIPTIMTY) RIMD MR

—445 ;(19:3° ;7°:71 M) ANBA 1°9oN 13 MM
207’ 433

408 ;(1 177,30 “On 3 DYIBRD) T NMD *1AI
07D

217p3 ,07mpY 330 ; (MYabn) Anpn TP

2N23 95137 13 DR DI KU — Mnen 95
D7D 3T QORI MDLY LTI PR — 2
DT ANDwR AN ]XTNAY A IR mw Yhaa
$T°:3 /1Y) NI MR ARR Mprn Nbyon
ampR bW S0TER MY pI LT LT Cmmd ;TN
DW0IDR BT R MY YD RIR 13 PR
Swnb md opnn vaan ohwm hunb um
MY IR MY M Tam Y, bva0
M 0TI on avaw b~7an amvwhaw nnon
0 RY mwn anpn o .AIwRn? Dipn XK
O1ERD Sw a3 DR M. baspn bar ooa
/291773 09D o1 YW DMBILORT ORI oY 2
134,959 9pOR FPhNNTIa NOYY
XOw My Sy mam 1w Swh ovRamn MaTa
nR avn Sy 72357 K% 1apbY mnpa v9973 900
X% ™mraw pron? PR Jnta JROn .ovomn bW
DYIp3pR WM fpobR AYm Dvonn-wask Yypm

AT RIPHA NDPN3 DRITYIR R 4 1
334 MY 3"O0N
NIRRT 1



DMWI DUIMLA BUN007 nbamb YT IR “b T Mwap Sw swomabnn oatb oma — nyp
-p% Har ,*7w53 51U MWOND ABRIINYRDD 1w
MY DR PO NP WEHR WD PR DMWY DTDRIDRA DRIAHA 0D LMY A3 ool
PO 301 109K YD NWRIS TOR NN YYD 7351 AnIn mIn XD MR ovwInn
=971 * /*% M2 PRT OY PBRIMNUORDA NIIYE DY AWOTM MARIROINRA 173 wabnaw nwa
TW RIND ANPANI P9 KT MPIET RPNI DAY N°oma WIpbY MT3 .39 et Jond SRIYTPIR
MRY DU TORITNINM DINR MVT MWD AYR DORYNEI MIMWDA DWUTR 29 DR Nsnb
NP3 BYpn w° WDY 0UIBI-Nban DORSMNT LWDRT Y50 .MPITa NRY YV nuaponi nR oo
D0V AT BIMNI B'VON DPNPINDIN 2MPNY MIIDA-NBRIMNTDROI 73N aYM TN wIT
013 vMYbYM BU2NR B°pIEA 0 TR 9°NaRb <UD TIOMA hMIM NURIIOR AYUapR 1w neab
J39R3 PR oY MTYINa SMVONR UM

To Fig. 15 15 91°%% Xpn

1. Bar-Rakkib inscription, Zinjirli; late 8th century  ©~mp® /N ARPA NPY ;*59vA ,359-93 DAMD .1
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2. Neirab stele; mid-7th century B.C.E. O~MDY /11 ARNA ;oMY NN 3
3. Ammonite seals; 7th century B.C.E. 217pa ,0~mp 600 ;1870 Pnn NMBY NaMND 4
4. Ammonite inscription from Tell Siran; ca. 600 O~NIDY AN NN DR ;MM DAMD 5
B.C.E. ©~mbY 57170 MY ;ORD PY-NTMY .6
5. Beirut inscription; early 6th century B.C.E. ©*MDY A RN MDY ;TIRPRON MY APWOR 7
6. Clay-tablet from Assur; 571/70 B.C.E. o~MmpY 482 v $IRPROND n-n:lp-n'rvox .8
7. Small stele from Saqqgara; late 6th century B.C.E. O~MmpY 458 N1 ;JRORD a>woR .9
8. Tomb-stele from Saqqara; 482 B.C.E. AN AR DO aMIwn DOXANT jRPND OPWOR .10
9. Stele from Assuan; 458 B.C.E. o~mp®
10. Stele from Teima; second half of Sthcentury B.C.E. -an nxha Sw anoxan mxnma ;wobn pnam .t
11. Small altar from Lachish; first half of 5th century o-mp®
B.C.E.
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Fig. 16: Alphabetic chart of the bullae
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Fig. 17: Jar-impressions and coins (Nos.
9, 12 and 15 are not illustrated)
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