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FORWARD

In September, 2014 the Archaeological Seminars
Institute came under the academic auspices of the
Nelson Glueck School of Biblical Archaeology of the
Hebrew Union College-Jewish Institute of Religion in
Jerusalem. Archaeological Seminars’ flagship project
was the “Dig for a Day” expedition investigating the
subterranean complexes surrounding Tel Maresha
directed by Dr. Ian Stern. This was an “acquisition”
to be celebrated; Dr. Stern brought with him an effi-
cient operation intent on publishing the mass of data
it had gleaned from a period that the School had not
really dealt with previously—the Hellenistic period.
A research institute like ours needs to expand its
horizons from time to time (we have mostly centered
on Bronze Age and Iron Age archaeology).

Archaeological Seminars is a unique organization
which has made an immense contribution to public
appreciation of archaeology, worldwide. Founded
by Bernie and Fran Alpert in 1982, Archaeological
Seminars was set up as an educational tourism busi-
ness designed to combine the excavation experience
with touring. It targeted youth groups and families. Its
early projects included the Damascus Gate (Magen),
Jaffa Gate moat (Sivan), Ketef Hinnom (Barkay) exca-
vations in Jerusalem, Ein Yahel (Edelstein), Ramat
Rahel (Barkay) and Mt. Zion, "Gate of the Essenes
(Chen). In 1989 its focus moved to Maresha in the
Shephelah, where Amos Kloner directed the exca-
vations under the auspices of the Israel Antiquities
Authority.

The people who sign up for the Archaeological
Seminars program usually excavate for a few hours

and then take a field trip around the extended site.
Such people are almost always completely new to the
painstaking business of archaeological excavation,
such that they cannot be inserted into sensitive, strati-
fied contexts. This is why the subterranean complexes
were chosen; they are, for the most part, without
stratigraphic deposition, being, essentially, dumps and
colluvium originating in the surface above.

Many archaeologists (myself included) were
inclined to belittle the potentials of such unstratified
contexts. But this report speaks volumes for the value
of the endeavor. While the fills’ resolution is perhaps
coarse, the huge artifactual inventory really does tell
us a great deal about the economy, politics, exchange
relations, subsistence, crafts, leisure and beliefs of the
inhabitants of Hellenistic Maresha. And there are, in
fact, depositional patterns to be discerned. Ian Stern is
to be commended in producing such a comprehensive,
concise, useful and astonishingly beautiful volume.

Perusal of this report will demonstrate that schol-
arship has been served. But just as important, an esti-
mated 1.2 million laypersons have tasted the intellec-
tual adventure of archaeology through the Maresha
project. In a sense, Ian Stern’s volume is for them. May
our amateur cohorts continue to descend down into
the subterranean deposits, year after year, to enrich
the artifactual database, and the cultural cargo of their
own lives!

David Ilan
Jerusalem, May 2019
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PREFACE

The large assemblage of finds presented in this
volume is the result of an extensive excavation that
spanned over 16 years." While the sheer quantity of
material is impressive, what stands out in the follow-
ing chapters is the variety of finds reflecting both
foreign influence—primarily from Magna Graecia,
Greece, Egypt, and Phoenicia—as well as local
Idumean/Mareshan traditions.

The following chapters, which discuss the finds
from Subterranean Complex 169, serve as an intro-
duction to several facets of life in Idumea in general
and Maresha in particular that have not, to date, been
addressed. A number of influential volumes have
already been published illuminating this import-
ant Hellenistic-period city. It is our hope that this
volume will enlarge the scope of understanding of
Maresha and become part of a platform upon which
future scholars will be able to elaborate. The contrib-
utors understand that it will require many more years
to completely unravel the vast amounts of material
discovered here.

This excavation was carried out under the direc-
tion of L. Stern and B. Alpert from 2000 to 2016. The
study of the 13 rooms in this subterranean complex
is the first comprehensive, multidisciplinary study of
its kind at Maresha. The contents of SC169 are made
up of anthropogenic material that resembles a dump.
However, the manner in which the fill was discovered
presents a certain conundrum. If the material had
been simply dumped into the subterranean areas from
openings in the ceilings of the rooms, the fill inside
the cave complex would have fanned out in the shape
of a cone. The fact that the vast majority of the fill
was level, even in rooms without direct access to the
surface, suggests a systematic, deliberate filling.

As such, only tentative chronological conclusions
can be reached. The terminus ante quem for Maresha
has already been established in earlier excavations as
ca. 107 BCE, which is consistent with the dating of our
finds.

The material finds do not inform us about the
actual use of SC169 but rather reflect the contents of

structure(s) that once existed on the surface above.
The function of the actual subterranean complex can
be gleaned primarily from the architectural elements
(Chapter 1) that are preserved inside it. Nevertheless,
the volume of diverse, unstratified material dumped
inside SC169 provides us with an enormous database
affording the opportunity to investigate and better
understand this ancient city.

On a technical note, most of the catalogs in these
volumes contain registration numbers. These numbers
give the license or permit number, the year followed
by the locus and basket numbers, ending with an “S”
indicating a special find. In some of the catalogs there
will be differences based upon the author’s preferences.
Finds that were photographed are marked in the cata-
logs with an asterisk and the numbers in the plates
follow the registration numbers in the respective cata-
logs. The photographs in the plates are not to scale
unless otherwise indicated.

These volumes would not have been possible
without the constant, diligent and dedicated work
and organizational skills of Sonia Shacharit. We are
very grateful to Ludmila Yavorsky for her work in the
field registering and restoring the finds, and to Yosef
Bukengolts for his work on the kernoi restoration as
well as his patient advice and help on so many techni-
cal matters.

Special thanks go to Gabi Laron for his work on
the photos of the imported material, to Clara Amit of
the Israel Antiquities Authority for her photography of
the kernos lamps, many of the other lamps, altars, and
her RTT work on the votive plaques. We wish to also
thank Asaf Stern for his field photography as well as
the photography of most of the small finds. The metic-
ulous drawings of the small finds were done by Yulia
Rodman, Carmen Hersch and Rika Grinfeld, while
the plans and sections were done by Amitai Stern and
Silvia Yogev-Neuman. The lab work on the coins and
metal objects was done by Lena Kupershmidt and
Raisa Vinitsky, and measurements of the altars and
loom weights were made by Matti Davis.

1 License and permit numbers: G-3/2000, G-52/2001, A-3567, A-3941, A-4099, A-4361, A-4687, A-4997, A-5343, A-5574,

A-5808, A-6092, A-6380, A-6701, A-7015, G-37/15, G-2/16
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I am grateful to Silvia Krapiwko for her constant
encouragement, patience, advice and professional
work on the graphics and plate design. Special thanks
also go to Noga Zeevi and Conn Herriott for their fine
work in designing many of the plates.

Insights and help often came from many colleagues
at the Israel Antiquities Authority; firstly to the late
Amos Kloner, the godfather of the Maresha excava-
tions over the past three decades. Unselfish advice
was freely given as well by Alon De Groot, Fanny
Vito, Elisheva Kamaisky, Rachel Bar-Natan and Yael
Barshak. I also wish to thank the following people
for their advice, critique and feedback on a number
of the chapters; Andrea Berlin, Sam Wolff, Nahshon
Szanton, Nachman Zachson, Gerald Finkielsztejn,
Adi Erlich and Michael Sebanne. Special thanks to
my co-director and dear friend, Bernie Alpert, for his
insights and participation in the excavation and his
constant support. I thank the site supervisors, Arava
Allon Kamm, Nimrod Wilner and Ben Alpern, for
their tireless work over the years. Heidi Stern’s indefat-
igable administering of the program as well as David
Fogelman’s efforts at the site, freed me up to work on
the manuscript and to them I am also grateful.

I would like to acknowledge the following people
and bodies whose support made these volumes possi-
ble: David Ilan of Hebrew Union College for his
constant support, advice and encouragement through-
out the process, the IAA, and specifically Gideon Avni

and Zvi Greenhut, for their help and support of the
Maresha project. The project also owes thanks to the
Israel Nature and Parks Authority for their help in the
field, especially Tsvika Tsuk, Tomer Saragusty and the
staff of the Beit Guvrin-Maresha National Park.

Finally, I must acknowledge the hard work of
Miriam Feinberg Vamosh for her patience and profes-
sional work on the editing in bringing these volumes
to publication, and to Anya Hayat for her work on the
layout of these volumes.

These volumes would not have been possible with-
out the work of the tens of thousands of participants
in the Archaeological Seminars Institute's Dig for a
Day program. Not only did the participants do all of
the excavating, the funds from this program helped in
the processing of the finds.

This project went beyond the normal financial
capabilities of Archaeological Seminars Institute. We
are grateful to the TAA for their support in processing
many of the special finds. We also wish to acknowl-
edge the assistance of the Kaplan Foundation. This
publication however, would not have been possible
without the incredible generosity of the AKS Family
Foundation. To all of you we are very grateful.

Ian Stern
Jerusalem, 2019



CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION AND ARCHITECTURE

Ian Stern

BACKGROUND

Excavations at, Tel Maresha, located in Israel’s
southern lowlands (Fig. 1.1) began in 1898, when
Bliss and Macalister excavated the tell and surveyed
63 subterranean complexes. The next major exca-
vation at the site took place from 1988 to 2000,
directed by A. Kloner. At that stage, the excavation
focused primarily' on the lower city of Maresha
including a number of subterranean complexes.
Since 2000, excavation of the lower city has contin-
ued under the direction of I. Stern and B. Alpert.
The subject of this report, Subterranean Complex
169 (henceforth SC169), is the most interesting
subterranean complex excavated at Maresha to
date. The rich and diverse corpus of finds from
this complex is included in this report. These finds
provide us with a comprehensive, detailed catalog
of material, primarily from the third to second
centuries BCE that reflects the diverse, eclectic
nature of the population.

There is, however, one very important caveat.
SC169, like almost all of the other excavated subter-
ranean complexes at Maresha to date (with the
exception of SC75), contains unstratified debris or
alluvium that was either deliberately dumped into
it or simply collapsed down from the dwellings on
the surface over time. Within the rooms that have
openings to the surface in the ceilings, one would
have expected debris to have been discarded in a
cone-shaped configuration, reflecting the point of
origin and fanning out from there. However, we

observed that the debris in the rooms was relatively
level, in some cases less than 1m from the ceilings,
and continued at those heights even in rooms that
had no access to the surface in the ceiling. That is
to say, we have not been able to discern any stratig-
raphy within SC169. Nevertheless, the chronological
mixture of the finds, ranging from the Iron Age II to
the late second century BCE, remains very similar at
all levels (see Tables 1 and 2 in Chapter 2). Various
patterns have been discerned, and certain conclu-
sions can be arrived at, but our understanding of the
finds remains limited.

i ————
Jaffa 4
140} .
'Ashdod ]erus.alem
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Fig. 1.1. The location of Maresha.

1 For a summary of the Bliss and Macalister material see Kloner, 2003: 1-30, for a brief history of Maresha as well as
an overview of Kloner’s material see Kloner 2003. For a revised chronology, see Finkielsztejn 1998: 33-38, 40-43, 44,

47-51 (passim), 57-58.
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SC169 is located 105m southwest of Tel
Maresha (OIG coordinates 140512-111002, NIG
190560/611070). It is located ca. 15m east of SC57>
and ca. 30m south of Area 800° (Fig. 1.2) an area

identified as a temple (Graicer 2012:183, 375-376).

The entrance was discovered by chance: In January
2000, during the course of a survey of the area
southwest of the tell, a number of plastic bottles

Fig. 1.2. A plan of subterranean
complexes of Maresha.

were found next to an opening in the ground that
appeared to have been exposed by recent rains.
Upon entering, it became evident that SC169, to
which this entrance led, had been robbed. Large
quantities of earth had been moved and a sizable
amount of garbage had been left behind by the
robbers, including the plastic bottles on the surface.
Our excavation began in July 2000.

METHODOLOGY

This excavation was very unusual. It was carried out
by thousands of people of all ages from all around
the world participating in the Archaeological
Seminars Institute’s Dig for a Day program. This
paid activity, underwrote most of the costs of the
excavation, as well the processing of most of the
materials. Excavation took place throughout the
year although most of the work was done during
high tourist seasons. In low-season months digging

2 Stern, 2014: 1-2.
3 Stern, 2014: 1-2.

2

was sporadic and our focus was more on the
processing of the finds.

Initially, the work space was very limited as the
debris in many of the rooms was less than 1m from
the ceiling. As the work proceeded, and the excava-
tion level descended, it became easier to excavate.
The participants excavated the debris and then sifted
each bucket on the surface, with the guidance of the
institute staff.
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Each room was given a specific room number as
well as a locus number. Due to the lack of stratigra-
phy as well as the sporadic nature of the excavation,
locus numbers were only changed annually. The
change usually reflected a change in heights rather
than any difference in the nature of the room or the
debris being excavated. It reflects the mixture of Iron
Age II, Persian-period and Hellenistic finds at almost
all of the different levels within the fill; evidence
that, as noted, precludes any stratigraphic analysis.
Heights were measured sporadically (usually every
few weeks), dependent on the amount of work being
done in any particular room or locus. The heights
were measured from fixed positions on the ceiling of
the rooms.

All finds were washed and sorted by our staft
(L. Yaborsky and S. Shaharit), in our work area
near the amphitheater at Beit Guvrin. Then they
were marked by a locus number and given a basket
number. All sherds were counted and the quantities
logged but only the special finds were fully recorded,
with an additional order number in a given basket;
these were then transferred to our office at the Israel
Antiquities Authority in Har Hotzvim in Jerusalem.
All diagnostic pieces were saved.

Certain areas were left untouched. This was
due either to safety concerns (such as areas west of
Room 5, the northwestern corner and the southern
side of Room 9) or deliberately left as a baulk (such
as the area beneath entrance F4, between Rooms 6
and 7) for future analysis.

THE ARCHITECTURE

The excavation focused on 13 interconnecting
rooms (Fig. 1.3). Five entrances that led from the
surface into SC169 were discovered, one of which
was blocked (E3) by large nari boulders placed
on top of the inner staircase. These 13 rooms can
be subdivided into three clusters, each with an
entrance or two, leading down from the surface.

Cluster 1 (Rooms 8, 9a and 9b)

This cluster was entered via E1. It was initially exca-
vated as Room 9 without subdivisions. A single
row of eight kirton (chalk) bricks (W2) was found
running on an east-west axis on the southern side
of the room. The southern portion of Room 9
measures 7.0 x 9.7m. A ledge slightly north of this
wall (W2) contains the negative of a small silo or
storage pit, ca 1.1m deep. The ledge or floor level
then drops ca. 3.8m. This lower level on the north-
ern side of Room 9 was designated Room 9a and
the area above the ledge, Room 9b. There is another
small ledge on the northern side of Room 9a that is
the same height as the southern ledge in Room 9b.
On the southern side of Room 9a a narrow stair-
case was found quarried into the bedrock, leading
toward the surface. It ascends from west to east and
continues around a pillar southward toward E1.

The name “ZABDADA” (cross-section 1:1, Fig. 1.4)
is engraved in Greek on the northern wall of Room
9a, 3.5m above the bedrock floor. The area to the
west of the inscription was not excavated due to
safety concerns. This unexcavated area leads in the
direction of SC57 (126). East of the inscription is
a low ledge and opening in the wall that leads into
Room 7. East of this opening is Room 8, an alcove,
2.1 m above the floor of Room 9a. It also opens to
the north into Room 7.

Cluster 2 (Rooms 6, 7, 10-13)

This cluster was entered from the surface via E5.
All of these rooms, with the exception of Rooms
12 and 13, contain negatives of 10 silos or storage
pits. The height of the openings to these silos is at
the same level in all of the rooms (Fig. 1.5). The
bedrock floor in the central areas of all the rooms
shows clear signs of quarry marks from the hewing
of chalk bricks (Fig. 1.6). Remains of some of the
partially excavated bricks are still evident. On
the northern side of Room 6 there is a built wall
made (W1) of kirton bricks above a bedrock ledge,
that separates the room from Room 3. This room
contains the negative of a silo, the only one in the
complex not adjacent to a pillar or wall.
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Fig. 1.5. Cross-section 2:2 Rooms 11, 10, 7.

On the southern side of Room 6 are two passages
that lead to Room 7. The passage on the west we
excavated, while we left the second untouched, as a
baulk. Room 7 contains four negatives of silos. The
height of the ledge on its southern side, leading
into Room 9, corresponds to the height of the tops
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(original openings) of all of the silos. Two large
niches were hewn into the western and southern
walls 1.5m above the level of this ledge and 3.0m
above the bedrock floor. Room 10, measuring 10.6
x 11.7m, contains three more negatives of silos, all
at the same level as those in the other rooms. Seven
pillars, ca. 4.6m in height, support the ceiling and
separate the room into three corridors.

Room 11 contains one negative of a silo and one
complete silo on its eastern side. Remains of the
lower portion of the original rock-cut stairs leading
straight down from E5 is visible on the eastern side
of the room. Room 12, the smallest of these rooms,
contains six niches quarried into its eastern wall
(Fig. 1.7). It has a domed ceiling made up of kirton
bricks. Room 13 has two large, square pillars that
support the ceiling (Fig. 1.8). On the eastern side
of the room is a ledge, ca. 0.7m above the bedrock
floor, which leads to a small alcove. There is a very
small breach in the wall at floor level, leading into
the side of a silo in Room 11, on the northern side of
the alcove. That silo, unlike the others in this subter-
ranean complex, has a square opening rather than a
round one; the opening was found intact.

Room 13 has a small opening in the southwest-
ern corner of its ceiling. This opening leads to a very
small chamber, only 1m high, which upon entering
we found completely empty (R13b). On the south-
ern side of this upper chamber is a quarried staircase
that leads to the surface.
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Fig. 1.7. Room 12 aedicula?

Fig. 1.8. Room 13 with two
supporting pillars.
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Cluster 3 (Rooms 1-5)

There were two entrances to this cluster, E2 and
E3. E3 leads to a straight rock-cut staircase that
descends via Room 2 into Room 3. A decorative
cultic niche is evident on the northern side of the
entrance from Room 2 into Room 3 (Fig. 1.9). The
upper portion of these stairs was found blocked by
large nari ashlars. The stairs lead to a ledge on the
northeastern side of Room 3. This ledge is at the
same level as the top of the bedrock base on which
W1 was constructed. Room 3 is oval and has a
large opening in its ceiling. On the southern side
of the room, to the east and west of W1, 3m above
the floor, two small installations were found hewn
in the wall. The floor of the room contains quarry
marKks.

On the western side of Room 3 is Room 5. The
entrance to Room 5 is 1.85m above the floor level in
Room 3. Five stairs lead southward down into this
small room. At the bottom of the stairs a low banis-
ter curves eastward. There is a small breach in the

Fig. 1.10. Room 3, cistern.
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wall in the northwestern side of Room 5 that was
found blocked by debris and was not excavated.

On the southeastern side of Room 3 a large
breach in the wall connects it to Room 4. The ledge
at this opening is 6.6m above the bedrock floor of
Room 4 but contiguous with the entrance from
Room 2 into Room 4.

The second entrance into this cluster is via
E2 which leads from the surface into Room 1.
A partially destroyed, rock-cut staircase with a
banister winds around the room (Fig. 1.10). Rope
marks are visible in portions of the banister. The
inner walls of the room contain remnants of plaster,
and a small round shaft can be seen in the northern
corner of the ceiling. Along the southern side of the

staircase a small breach in the wall leading to Room
3 was partially blocked with kirton bricks.

A corridor on the southeastern side of the room
leads to two staircases in Room 2. One ascends and
intersects with the stairs descending from E3 to
Room 3. The cultic niche mentioned above is where
these stairs intersect. The second staircase spirals
down into Room 2. Room 2 contains three “spines”
of nari that protrude from the floor. An opening to
the south leads to Room 4. As one enters Room 4
from Room 2, to the west there are truncated steps
that lead down from E3. Thirty-five steps in Room
4 descend to a depth of 6.6m. The quarry marks on
the walls of this room vary in size at different heights.

DiscussioN

While the lack of clear stratigraphy precludes
precise chronological conclusions, the architec-
ture allows us to get a glimpse of the stages that
were involved in the hewing of this subterra-
nean complex. The contents of these rooms are
the debris from the dwellings that once stood on
the surface above them. The dating of this debris
allows for a general chronological framework
regarding when the complex was created as well as
approximately when it went out of use. As will be
shown later in this volume, ca. 90% of the ceramic
remains, and, with one possible exception, all of
the epigraphic material, can be dated from the
late fourth century BCE to the late second century
BCE. The vast majority of this material was from
the third-second centuries BCE. The earlier finds,
dated to the Iron Age II and the Persian period, are
probably residual material not necessarily related
to the dwellings that once existed on the surface
above SC169, with the possible exception of some
of the late Persian-period material.

It appears that Cluster 1 was created in at least
two stages. The upper area, or Room 9b, which
contained W2 and the small silo, was part of the
first stage. This bedrock floor continues across to
the ledge on the northern side of Room 9a. At a
later stage the floor was deepened, destroying the
small silo and leaving only its negative. At this stage

8

a staircase was quarried, not necessarily all at once,
but eventually down to the bedrock level in Room
9a. The ledge that divides Rooms 9a and Room 7
was originally a solid wall that at a later stage was
quarried to the level of the ledge, creating an open-
ing providing easy access to Room 7. This opening is
at the same level as the tops (openings) of the silos
in the adjacent rooms in Cluster 2 and by extension,
at the same level of the floor in those rooms at that
time. Room 8 was a small alcove off of Room 9a. The
small opening in the northern wall of Room 8, lead-
ing to Room 7, may have preceded the breaching of
the larger opening just described.

Cluster 2 also had at least two stages. In the first
stage, this was a storage area containing 10 stor-
age pits or silos. No other subterranean complex at
Maresha contains this concentration of storage pits,
this complex may somehow have been connected
to the nearby temple (Area 800). At the later stage,
when the silos were no longer in use, the floor was
lowered to the current level in order to extract more
building bricks, leaving only the negatives of the
silos. Room 12 contains shallow niches that had no
apparent function. The small chamber above Room
13, only 1m in height, could have only been used for
storage. It is connected to a passage that leads to the
surface and originally was not part of this complex.
The small circular opening in the ceiling of Room
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13 that connects the two areas was a late addition.

It resembles the numerous small, tight breaches in
the wall found in many of the subterranean systems
of Maresha that may have been created during the
siege of John Hyrcanus to allow undetected move-
ment in underground hideaways.

Cluster 3, Room 1 contains what was clearly a
cistern. The room has remains of a spiral staircase
descending from E2. The banister bears many clear
rope marks as well as plastered walls. The presence of
the negative of a silo at an upper level of the cistern
indicates an earlier stage and use of the room before it
was made into a cistern. E3 was the original entrance
to Rooms 2, 3, and 4 and was not connected to
Room 1. At a later stage an opening into Room 1 was
created, intersecting with the staircase of the cistern.
The ledge on the eastern side of Room 3 preserves the
original height of the room. This is the same height
as the top of the ledge on the south side of the room,
on which W1 was constructed. It is also the level of
the two installations in that southern wall, as well as
the height of the upper ledge at the entrance to Room
5. Room 5 contains a short staircase that descends to
a low banister before turning to the east. The trun-
cated stairs descending from E3 into Room 4 indi-
cate an earlier staircase and level that was put out of
use before Rooms 2 and 4 were connected.

Fig. 1.11. Room 10, negatives
of silos looking east to west.

Room 4, which descends 6.6m and was the final
portion of the cluster to be hewn, functioned as
a quarry. The lowering of the floors, as well as the
breaching of the walls and staircases in these rooms,
was done in stages to provide building material for
the dwellings on the surface. With the exception of
the two small installations off of Room 3, the other
rooms in this cluster were quarries that were gradu-
ally deepened over time.

Most of the subterranean complexes in Maresha
were created to provide raw building material for
the dwellings on the surface. In almost every such
complex, the bedrock floor and walls contain clear
signs of the quarrying of kirton bricks identical to
the size of the bricks found both within the exca-
vated debris as well as those found in many built
installations in, around or above the complexes.
Remains of unfinished bricks are visible in many
areas within the complex.

Nevertheless, a number of rooms had a distinct
function, at least in one of their stages. Room 1 was
clearly a cistern, containing an opening in the ceil-
ing from which it could be filled, plastered walls, and
rope marks on the banister of the spiral staircase.
Rooms 6-11 contain storage pits that probably held
grain (Fig. 1.11-12). Sealed pits were an efficient
means of storing perishable products such as grain.*

4 Tlan, 2008: 95, see also Reynolds 1979: 71-82, Rosen 1994: 344.
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Fig. 1.12. Room 10, artists rendition before silos were hewn away, looking west to east.

Varro (a Roman-period source, 116-127 BCE, albeit are careful not to let any moisture or air get
referring to Cappadocia) mentions that these small, into them except when they are opened to be
bell-shaped installations, when sealed, would have used, because no weevils will hatch if there
had limited or no air flow (almost airtight) and is no air. When stored in this way, wheat will
therefore were ideal for storage. last for fifty years, and millet for more than a

The technology is simple: As long as the oxygen hundred, in fact (Varro, On Agriculture 1:57).

consumed by grain respiration, micro-organisms
and other pests is greater than the amount of oxygen
entering the installation, the pests and micro-or-
ganism die and the grain reduces its respiration rate
(thus preserving its nutritional value and weight).
Some farmers have their granaries in under-
ground caverns, which they call sirus, as in
Cappadocia and Thrace; others have pits, as
in the country around Carthago and Osca in
the eastern half of Spain. The bottoms of these
pits are covered with straw, and the farmers

Varro also delivers the following warning, which
can be interpreted as a description of the dangerous
low level of oxygen in the installations:

Those who keep their grain underground in
the pits which they call sirus should remove
the grain sometime after the pits are opened,
as it is dangerous to enter them immediately,
some people having been suffocated while
doing so (Varro, On Agriculture 1:63).

5 Thanks to Ran Kaftory for pointing this out. For other Classical sources as well as Iron Age references see Currid and
Navon 1989: 67-78.

10
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It was suggested by Petrie at Lachish and Tell
Jemmeh,® and later by Blakely” at Tell el-Hesi, that
these storage pits may have been used as storage
facility/supply depots for the Persian armies during
the fifth—fourth centuries BCE in the course of mili-
tary campaigns against Egypt. This was a period of
instability in this region, with the Egyptians in an
almost constant state of resistance or rebellion vis a
vis Persia.® Stager (1971: 86-88) does not accept this
theory. He agrees that they were storage facilities
but were for local use; silos similar in purpose were
discovered at Tell Halif (Seger 1983: 1-24) and Tel
‘Erani (Yeivin 1993: 417-419). Following this line
of thinking, it is possible that the silos at Maresha
were storage facilities utilized for the same purpose
during the Ptolemaic period, for use in future wars
with the Seleucids. Later, perhaps after 198 BCE,
these facilities were no longer needed and were
hewn through.

Given the many cultic items discovered in this
subterranean complex, and its proximity to the
shrine in nearby Area 800, the possibility that these
pits may have had a ritual function should also be
considered. Could these pits have been utilized as

favissae or bothroi? While possible, the fact that the
debris inside the storage pits is no different than the
debris outside them leaves this an open question
(although this whole subterranean complex may
have functioned as such).

The area above Room 13 is unique and appears
to have been used as a storage space for the dwelling
above it. A staircase leads from the surface into this
low storage facility. The opening in its floor leads
down to Room 13. It is small and inconvenient for
human passage in normal times but may have been
used when the city was under siege by Hyrcanus.

Room 12, with its shallow niches, may have had
a cultic function. The shallow depth of the niches
would have made it difficult to place even a small
altar in them. Their shape, however, had no appar-
ent utilitarian purpose; the room may possibly have
been used as an aedicula.

The fill in Subterranean Complex 169 remains
a mystery. The ceramic tables in Chapter 2 indicate
that there was an even chronological distribution of
Iron Age II and Persian materials throughout almost
all of the levels excavated mixed within the mostly
Hellenistic-period finds.
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CHAPTER 2
THE LOCAL CERAMIC ASSEMBLAGE

Ian Stern

The vast majority of the material culture from
Maresha in general and Subterranean Complex
169 in particular is from the Hellenistic period.
Nevertheless, within each subterranean complex
Iron Age and Persian-period intrusions have been
discovered. As has already been explained in Chapter
1, there are no clean loci in SC169 as this system, like
most of the other subterranean systems at Maresha,

contains debris that was either deliberately dumped
into the cave as garbage and building refuse from
the surface or is alluvium that collapsed inside at a
later date. Due to the paucity of Iron Age and Persian
material, all of these sherds, including body sherds,
were saved and counted. The total number of sherds
of each vessel type as well as their room and locus is
noted below in Tables 1 and 2.

METHODOLOGY AND QUANTITATIVE ANALYSIS

Counting was done mostly by rim but varied
according to vessel. The most distinctive feature of
the vessel was systematically counted throughout
the sorting — rims completing the diameter of a
vessel, bases, handles, etc. When only part of a rim
of a specific type was found, or a similar diagnos-
tic piece was found of a different fabric or color, it
was counted as a different vessel. When calculat-
ing vessels based on rims, the average estimated
circumference of the rim was used. The estimated
totals of vessel types are based upon profiles, bases,
and rims and are noted parenthetically next to each
vessel category (“n="). In addition, the find spots
(rooms and loci) of the Iron Age II and Persian-
period material are illustrated in Tables 1 and 2 to
highlight the way distribution of these finds in the

different levels of these rooms reflects the manner
in which the rooms were filled. Locus numbers were
changed at the end of each year, and reflect rela-
tive heights within each of the rooms. The purpose
in doing so was to provide a broad general discus-
sion of the different vessel types and their distribu-
tion areas, as well as to show internal and external
influences at Maresha. The inventory number of
each item consists of the following components:
license or permit numbers/year, subterranean
complex number, locus number, basket number and
special find-types (S). The designation “PH” refers
to preserved heights of the vessels that were not
complete or were not a complete profile, and “DR”
stands for the diameter of the rim.

IRON AGE POTTERY

The Iron Age pottery types found in SC169 have long
been known. Bliss and Macalister in 1902 published
the sequence of occupation in the upper city of
Maresha, illustrating Iron Age II and Persian-period

pottery along with the Hellenistic material (Bliss
and Macalister 1902: 58, 124-134, Pls. 58-62). The
present study aims to show a typological cross-sec-
tion of the assemblage. The finds should be regarded

13
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as residual and based upon comparanda belonging
to the Iron Age II. There is only a brief description
of representative vessels along with parallels. Not
surprisingly, most of the parallels are from Judah
and Samaria with fewer from the coastal areas. Two

LMLK seals are included in the catalog. These can
be added to the 17 that were discovered by Bliss and
Macalister (1902: 107) and 4 others discovered in the
lower city (unpublished).

IRON AGE Il POTTERY CATALOG

Bowls (Figs. 2.1:1-9)

Carinated Bowls
Everted Rims (n=277)

1. Reg. No. 3/00-169-10-115 (Fig. 2.1:1)
Dimensions: 5.2 x 7.0cm.

Description: Profile from lower body to rim; PH
5.2cm; Light brown clay, gray core; white grits;
red slip, wheel-burnished inside and on the rim.

Parallels: Maresha (Stern and Alpert 2014: 19-20,
Fig. 3:38); Lachish III (Zimhoni 2004: 1793:
Fig. 26.3:19).

Date: Common in Judah in the fifth century BCE.

2. Reg. No. 3/00-169-06-198 (Fig. 2.1:2)
Dimensions: PH 5.5cm.

Description: Profile from upper body to rim with
handle. Brown clay, gray core, burnished inside,
small white and gray grits.

Parallels: variant of Lachish III (Zimhoni 2004;
Fig. 26.42:2), Samaria (Tappy 2015a: 191; P1. 2.3.2:8)

Date: Eighth century BCE.

3. Reg. No. 5808/10-169-145b-2219 (Fig. 2.1:3)
Dimensions: 4.2 x 5.2cm.

Description: Profile from rim to mid-body; only
slightly carinated. Reddish-brown clay, brown
core; red slip and wheel burnished inside and on
rim, few white grits.

Parallels: Lachish III (Zimhoni 2004: 1793;
Fig. 26.3:22), Dor (Gilboa 1995: 4-5; Fig. 1.8:9), Beer
Sheba (Gophna and Yisraely 1971: 116, PL 77:8).

Date: Eighth century BCE.
Long, everted downturned rim (n=1)

4. Reg. No. 4099/04-169-44-719 (Fig. 2.1:4)

Dimensions: DR 17cm.

14

Description: Rim fragment. Reddish-brown clay,
dark gray core; red slip, white grits.

Parallels: Dor (Gilboa 1995:2: Fig. 1.3:7-8),
Ashkelon (Gitin 2015a: 387; P1. 3.5.1:29).

Date: Late eighth century-beginning of seventh
century BCE. Distribution suggests Phoenician
origin for the type.

Outwardly angled rim (n=10)
5. Reg. No. 6701/13-169-177-2469 (Fig. 2.1:5)
Dimensions: 4.5 x 4.5cm.

Description: Profile from rim to mid body. Pink
clay, brown core; red slip; wheel-burnished inside
and rim, few white grits.

Parallels: Dor (Gilboa 1995: 2; Fig. 1.3:5);
Jerusalem (Gitin 2015a: 347; P1. 3.3.1:16); Tyre
Strata III-1I, suggesting a Phoenician origin to
the shape (Bikai 1978: Pls. VIIIa, IX: 11-18).

Date: Late eighth-mid-seventh century BCE.

Hammerhead rim (n=128)
6. Reg. No. 4361/05-169-39-897 (Fig. 2.1:6)
Dimensions: 3.3 x 5.5cm.

Description: Profile from upper body to rim. Brown
clay and core; reddish-brown slip and wheel-
burnished inside and on rim. Few white grits.

Parallels: Tell el-Far‘ah (N) (Tappy 2015b:
328; Pl. 3.2.1:8), Lachish III (Zimhoni 2004:
Fig. 26.29:8).

Date: Eighth century BCE.

Mortaria bowls (n=7)
7. Reg. No. 3941/03-169-35-493 (Fig. 2.1:7)
Dimensions: 6.5 x 10.0cm.

Description: Profile from body to rim. Reddish-
brown clay, gray core, many white and gray grits.
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Parallel: Dor (Gilboa 1995: 3; Fig. 1.3:10).
Date: Eighth-seventh centuries BCE

Bowls with bar-handle decoration (n=5)

8.

Reg. No. 5574/09-169-134-1984 (Fig. 2.1:8)
Dimensions: PH 3.7cm, DR 23.5cm, 3.7 x 8.0cm.
Description: Profile from rim to body with handle

fragment. Reddish-brown clay, dark gray core, red
slip, wheel-burnished inside and out.

Parallels: Lachish V-1V (Zimhoni 2004: 1690-
1691; Fig. 25.49:9); Ashdod (Bachi 1971: 106-107:
Fig. 52:22, 24).

Date: Iron Age II.

Reg. No. 4361/05-169-76-1104 (Fig. 2.1:9)
Dimensions: 5.5 x 6.0cm.
Description: Profile from body to rim with handle

fragment. Brown clay and core, reddish-brown
slip, wheel-burnished inside and out.

Parallels: Lachish III-1V (Zimhoni 2004: 1690-
1691; Fig. 25.49:9); Ashdod (Bachi 1971: 97:
Fig. 39:29).

Date: Iron Age II.

Krater (n=102) (Fig. 2:10-14)
10. Reg. No. 5808/10-169-145a-2123 (Fig. 2.1:10)

11.

12.

16

Dimensions: 5.0 x 6.5cm.

Description: Profile from bottom of the neck to
the rim. Brown clay, dark brown core, reddish-
brown slip, wheel-burnished inside and out small
white grits.

Parallel: Variant with slip and wheel-burnish, Dor
(Gilboa 1995: 7; Fig. 1.1:12).

Date: Eighth-seventh centuries BCE

Reg. No. 7015/14-169-185b-2754/2 (Fig. 2.1:11)
Dimensions: 4.5 x 6.0cm.

Description: Rim fragment. Pinkish clay, light
brown core, white and brown grits.

Parallel: Dor (Gilboa 1995: 8; Fig. 1.5:7, 1.15:18).
Date: Eighth century BCE

Reg. No. 3941/03-169-36-517 (Fig. 2.1:12)
Dimensions: PH 4.8cm, DR 35.0cm. 4.8 x 7.7cm.

13.

14.

Description: Profile from rim to body. Reddish-
brown clay, brown core, red slip and wheel-
burnished inside and on rim, small white grits.

Parallel: Lachish III (Zimhoni 2004: Fig. 26.29:20).
Date: Eighth century BCE

Reg. No. 4687/06-169-68-1305 (Fig. 2.1:13)
Dimensions: 4.5 x 7.0cm.

Description: Profile from rim to body. Reddish-
brown clay, gray core, red slip and wheel-burnished
inside and out, small white and gray grits.

Parallel: Lachish (Zimhoni 2004: Fig. 26.29:21).
Date: Eighth century BCE.

Reg. No. 5808/10-169-148-2212 (Fig. 2.1:14)
Dimensions: 5.0 x 9.0cm.

Description: Rim fragment. Reddish-yellow clay,
light brown core, wheel-burnished inside and out,
many white grits.

Parallel: Maresha (Stern and Alpert 2014: 20;

Fig. 3:39).

Date: Eighth century BCE.

Cooking Jugs (n=37) (Fig. 2.2:15)

15.

Reg. No. 4361/05-169-76-974

Dimensions: PH 8.7cm, DR 9.5cm.

Description: Profile from rim to shoulder with
handle. Dark red clay, dark gray core, many white
grits.

Parallels: Variants — Lachish (Zimhoni 2004:
Fig. 26.18:15); Rehov (Ben-Tor and Zarzecki-
Peleg, 2015: 140; P1. 2.2.7:14).

Date: Ninth-eighth centuries BCE

Cooking Pots (n=9) (Fig. 2.2:16-18)

16.

Reg. No. 4687/06-169-68-1327 (Fig. 2.2:16)
Dimensions: PH 8.9cm, DR 8.2cm.

Description: Profile from rim to shoulder with
handle. Brown clay and core, many white grits.
Parallels: Dor (Gilboa 1995: 9; Fig. 1.5:21);
Lachish (Zimhoni 2004; Fig. 26.27:5); Samaria
(Tappy 2015b: 329; PI. 3.2.3:9).

Date: Eighth century BCE.
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17.

18.

EXCAVATIONS AT MARESHA

Reg. No. 5808/10-169-145a- 2137 (Fig. 2.2:17)
Dimensions: PH 5.8cm, DR 14.0cm.

Description: Profile from rim to shoulder with

handle. Brown clay, dark gray core, many white grits.

Parallels: Lachish (Zimhoni 2004; Fig. 26.55:11);
Ashdod (Fortuna 1971: 138; Fig. 74:6).

Date: Early Iron Age (Lachish II).

Reg. No. 4361/05-169-42-941/1 (Fig. 2.2:18)
Dimensions: DR 22.0cm.

Description: Rim fragment. Square, upper part of
the rim is cut diagonally and upward. Red clay
and core, white, gray and mica grits. Typical in
both northern and southern Israel.

Parallels: Dor (Gilboa 1995: 9; Fig. 1.1:22);
Samaria (Tappy 2015a: 191-192; P1. 2.3.5:9).

Date: Eighth-seventh centuries BCE.

Jugs (n=25) (Fig. 2.2:19)

19.

Reg. No. 7015/14-169-185b-2574/1
Dimensions: 4.8 x 6.5cm.

Description: Rim fragment with handle. Brown
clay and core, white grits.

Parallel: Dor (Gilboa 1995, Fig. 1.12:8).
Date: Eighth-seventh centuries BCE.

Jars (Fig. 2.2:20-26)
Holemouth jars (n=29)

20.

21

18

Reg. No. 4361/05-169-77-981 (Fig. 2.2:20)
Dimensions: 3.5 x 7.0cm. DR 15.5cm.

Description: Flanged rim fragment. Pink clay, gray
core, many white and gray grits.

Parallel: Samaria (Tappy 2015a: 193; PL. 2.3.7:3).
Date: Iron Age II.

Reg. No. 4361/05-169-42-941 (Fig. 2.2:21)
Dimensions: DR 16.0cm.

Description: Ridged rim fragment. Reddish-
brown clay, gray core, few white grits.

Parallels: Rosh Zayit (Ben-Tor and Zarzecki-
Peleg 2015: 141-142; PI. 2.2.13:10-12); Ashdod
(Dothan 1971: 35; Fig. 6:3).

Date: Late Iron Age IL

22. Reg. No. 5808/10-169-148-2141 (Fig. 2.2:22)
Dimensions: DR 13.5cm.

Description: Rim fragment. Reddish-brown clay,
gray core, few white grits.

Parallel: Ramat Rachel (Gitin 2015a: 349;
Pl 3.3.5:12).

Date: Iron Age II.

Storage Jars (n=38) (Fig. 2.2:23)
23. Reg. No. 4361/05-169-65a-1131

Dimensions: DR 11.5m.
Description: Rim fragment. Everted, high neck.
Reddish clay, gray core, many white grits.

Parallels: Samaria (Tappy 2015b: 329;
Pl. 3.2.4:6-7); Lachish (Zimhoni 1990; Fig. 8:40).

Date: Seventh century BCE.

24. Reg. No. 4997/07; Inv. No. 169-115b-1723
(Fig. 2.2:24)

Dimensions: 3.4 x 3.8cm.

Description: Rim fragment. Slightly thickened,
with high, vertical neck. Reddish-yellow clay,
brown core, gray and brown grits.

Parallels: Dor (Gilboa 1995: Fig. 1.11:37-38);
Lachish (Zimhoni 2004: Fig. 26.30:19); Samaria
(Tappy 2015a: 192; P1. 2.3.6:3).

Date: Tron Age I1.

25. Reg. No. 4997/07-169-91-1547 (Fig. 2.2:25)
Dimensions: DR 7.5cm.

Description: Rim fragment. Pale brown clay,
brown core, many brown and gray grits.

Parallel: Lachish (Zimhoni 2004: Fig. 26.27:13).
Date: Eighth century BCE.

26. Reg. No. 5808/10-169-145b-2214 (Fig. 2.2:26)
Dimensions: D8.2cm.

Description: Base. Convex bottom. Pink clay
outside, dark gray inside and dark gray core,
white grits.

Parallel: Ashdod (Dothan 1971: 29; Fig. 7:7).

Chalice (n=3) (Fig. 2.2:27)
27. Reg. No. 4099/04-169-36-689
Dimensions: PH 5.0cm D5.3cm.
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Description: Fragment of foot of the chalice.
Reddish-brown clay, gray core, red slip and
burnished, white and gray grits.

Parallels: Variant of Ashdod (Bachi 1971: 110;
Fig. 58:7-10); Ramat Rachel (Gitin 2015: 347;
Pl. 3.3.1:19.

Date: Seventh century BCE.

Flask (n=2) (Fig. 2.2:28)
28. Reg. No. 4099/04-169-36-696

Dimensions: PH 28cm, DR 4.3cm, D22.0cm.

Description: Profile from lower body to rim. Dark
gray clay inside and core, reddish-brown clay
outside, pink slip.

Parallel: Variant of Ashdod (Kee 1971: 49;

Fig. 11:11), Samaria-Sebaste III, Fig. 24

Date: Iron Age II.

LMLK Stamps (Fig. 2.2:29-30)
29. Reg. No. 4997/07-169-116-1698-54 (Fig. 2.2:29)

L.

Description: Handle with a double-winged seal
impression, MMSHT, with an incised concentric
circle. LMLK stamps with a double-winged

seal in the upper register and place name in the
lower register are Type Ila according to Lemaire
(Lemaire 1981: 54-60). Lipschits interprets stamps
with incised circles as “recycled” and dates them
to the mid-seventh century BCE, representing

ongoing administrative activity after 701 (Lipschits
2012: 1-15) contra Ussishkin who dates the stamp
to Lachish III (Ussishkin 2004: 50-119).

Date: Eighth-seventh centuries BCE.

30. Reg. No. A-6092/11-169-157-2341-S6 (Fig. 2.2:30)

Description: Handle with a two-winged seal
impression, no inscription. Lipschits describes
this as Lemaire XII (see Lipschits above, No. 29).

Stone Cosmetic Palette (Fig. 2.2:31)
31. Reg. No. A-5574/09-169-134-1989-S2
Dimensions: H 2.3cm; L 7.8cm; W 6.3cm.

Description: This is a decorated corner piece of
limestone, polished to the smoothness of marble.
It contains a cuplike depression and the beginning
of a second and third cavity where the stone was
broken off. The piece contains a floral decoration
of a lotus in the space fillers between the surviving
cup and the beginning of the other cavities. Brandl
(2012: 397-404) places their origin at a stone
workshop in Samaria, and their presence in other
sites either as imported; as a result of plunder by
Assyrian soldiers; or brought by refugees fleeing
the northern kingdom of Israel.

Parallels: City of David (Brandl 2012: Fig. 14.114.6),
Deve Huyuk near Carchemesh (Woolley 1914-
16:124, P1. 26:7), (Brandl: 2012: 397-404).

Date: Mid-ninth-eighth centuries BCE.

PERSIAN-PERIOD POTTERY — CATALOG

Burnished Deep Bowl with Wedge-
Shaped Impression (n=1) (Fig. 2.3:1)

Reg. No. 5343/08-169-125b-1901
Dimensions: 4.0 x 6.0cm.

Description: Rim fragment. Rows of impressed
wedges linked at their base, most common on
deep kraters. Yellow clay outside and red clay
inside, gray core. Wheel-burnished inside and

on the rim; many small, white grits. Zorn (2001:
689-699) suggests that this type was introduced
to the area as a result of the incense trade between
northwestern Arabia/Tayma and southern
Palestine beginning in the Assyrian period.

Parallels: Tel Kedesh, Ein Gedi (Stern 1982:
133-135; Fig. 220); Ashdod (Dothan and Porath
1982: 42: Fig. 29:4; P1. XXV:4).

Mortaria Bowls (n=38) (Fig. 2.3:2-3)

These bowls were discovered along the entire coast
of the Eastern Mediterranean as well as inland sites
throughout the Persian-period. Sometimes found at
Iron Age II sites.

2. Reg. No. A-4687/06-169-97-1361 (Fig. 2.3:2)

Dimensions: D14.0cm.
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Description: Profile preserving foot. Pale yellow
clay, many small white, brown and black grits.

Parallel: Dor (Stern 1995: 53-55; Fig. 2.2:14).
Date: Fifth—fourth centuries BCE.

. Reg. No. 5343/08-169-125a-1813 (Fig. 2.3:3)
Dimensions: 9.5 x 10.0cm, DR 33.5cm.

Description: Profile from rim to mid body. Pale
yellow-olive clay, many small white, brown and
black grits.

Parallel: Dor (Stern 1995: 53-55; Fig. 2.2:17).

Date: Fifth—fourth centuries BCE.

Amphoriskos (n=2) (Fig. 2.3:4)
4. Reg. No. 5808/10-169-145a-2222

Dimensions: PH 6.5cm.

Description: Profile from the lower body to the
base of the neck. Decorated with reddish painted
bands on yellowish/light brown background.
Reddish-yellow clay outside and core, grayish
inside. A broken, upright handle on one side is
attached at right angles to the edge of the rim.
Probably originated in Cyprus where they have
been found in large numbers.

Parallel: Shigmona (Stern 1982: 114; Fig. 163).
Date: Fifth—fourth centuries BCE.

Holemouth Jars (n=6) (Fig. 2.3:5-6)
5. Reg. No. 6380/12-169-2429/1 (Fig. 2.3:5)

Dimensions: 3.8 x 4.3cm.

Description: Grooved rim fragment. Yellow clay
and core, white grits.

Parallel: Dor (Stern 1995: 58; Fig. 2.5:2).
Date: Fifth-fourth centuries BCE.

. Reg. No. 6380/12-169-169-2429/2 (Fig. 2.3:6)
Dimensions: 3.0 x 4.5cm.

Description: Rim fragment. Light yellow clay, light
brown core, white grits.

Parallel: Dor (Stern 1995: 58; Fig. 2.5:3).
Date: Fifth—fourth centuries BCE.

Storage Jar (n=17) (Fig. 2.4:7)

7.

Reg. No. 37/15-169-195a-2797
Dimensions: PH 9.5cm, DR 11.5cm.
Description: Profile from upper body to out folded

rim. Straight, conical shoulders, ridged outer wall.
Reddish-yellow clay, few white and brown grits.

Parallel: Dor (Guz-Zilberstein 1995: 312; Type
JR3c, Fig. 6.38:1-6).

Date: At Tel Dor dated to late Persian-period and
continuing into the third century BCE.

Jug (n=4) (Fig. 2.4:8)

8.

Reg. No. 4361/05-169-67-1031

Dimensions: DR 12.0cm.

Description: Profile from shoulder to rim. Light
yellow clay, white grits. PH 7.8cm. According to

Stern (1995: 63) they are more common on the
northern coast as well as at Samaria.

Parallel: Variant of Dor (Stern 1995: 63:
Fig. 2.11:11).

Date: Fifth—fourth centuries BCE.

Juglets (n=27) (Fig. 2.4:9-10)

9.

10.

Reg. No. 4361/05-169-66-1016 (Fig. 2.4:9)
Dimensions: PH 12.6cm, D base 2.4cm.

Description: Profile from flat base to upper body.
Dipper juglet with elongated, cylindrical body
and very small flat base. Light reddish clay, brown
core, white grits.

Parallel: Dor (Stern 1995: 65; Fig. 2.11:2-3).

Date: Fifth-fourth centuries BCE.

Reg. No. 4997/07-169-115-1551 (Fig. 2.4:10)
Dimensions: PH 8.5cm.

Description: Profile from mid body to rim. Dipper
juglet with ring handle attached from outward

rolled rim to shoulder. Pale yellow-olive clay,
brown core, white grits.

Parallels: This may by Type 2a with flat base
(Stern 1982: 118-119, Fig. 178) or with rounded
base (Stern 2015: 573-574; Pl. 5.1.18:7); Maresha
(Levine 2003: 108; Fig. 6.13:121).

Date: Fifth—fourth centuries BCE.
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Globular Juglets (n=36) (Fig. 2.4:11-13)

11.

12.

13.

Reg. No. 4361/05-169-67-1055-51
Dimensions: H 11.3cm. DR 4.6cm, W 9.0cm.

Description: Entire profile from round base to out
turned rim. Brown clay, white grits.

Parallels: Maresha (Levin 2003: 108; Fig. 6.13:1),
Tell el-Nasbeh, Tell Abu Hawam (Stern 2015: 574;
Pl. 5.1.18:8, 12). Common in the coastal region,
probably originated in Cyprus.

Date: Sixth-fourth centuries BCE.

Reg. No. 4361/05-169-51-891-S1 (Fig. 2.4:12)

Dimensions: H 11.3cm, DR 4.5cm, D base 3.0cm,
W 8.8cm.

Description: Entire profile from flat base to
outturned rim. Brown clay, many white grits.

Parallels: Variant of Abu Hawam (Stern 2015:
574; P1. 1.18:16). Common in the coastal region,
probably originated in Cyprus.

Date: Fifth—fourth centuries BCE.

Reg. No. 2/16-169-203-2828-S2 (Fig. 2.4:13)
Dimensions: DR 2.5cm, H 7.9cm, D base 1.8cm.

Description: Squat juglet, entire profile preserved
from somewhat convex base to outturned rim.
Pink clay, brown core, white grits.

Date: Fourth century BCE.

Bottles (n=13) (Fig. 2.4:14-17)

14.

Reg. No. 4368/05-169-65-995 (Fig. 2.4:14)
Dimensions: PH 16.5cm, D max 9.8cm.

15.

16.

17.

Description: Profile from lower body to base
of neck. Light brown clay and core, white grits,
reddish-brown bands decorating shoulder.

Parallel: Gitin (Stern 2015: 576; Fig. 5.1.21:12).
Date: Late fourth century BCE.

Reg. No. 4997/07-169-115a-1661 (Fig. 2.4:15)
Dimensions: PH 4.3cm, DR 3.5cm.

Description: Profile from base of neck to everted
rim. Pink clay and core, red slip on rim and red
horizontal band decoration.

Parallel: Dor (Stern et al. 1995: 304; Fig. 6.26:3).
Date: Fifth—fourth centuries BCE.

Reg. No. 6703/13-169-173-2487 (Fig. 2.4:16)

Dimensions: PH 7.5cm. D base 3.5cm, D max
7.3cm.

Description: Profile from base to shoulder. Yellow
clay, many small brown grits.

Parallel: Dor (Stern et al. 1995: 304; Fig. 6.26:3-4).
Date: Fifth—-fourth centuries BCE.

Reg. No. 52/02-169-02-187-S1 (Fig. 2.4:17)
Dimensions: H 29cm, DR 4.5cm, D max 19cm.

Description: Entire profile from rim to base.
Piriform bottle with short, narrow neck and
everted rim, pointed base. Light brown clay
outside, gray inside and gray core, white grits.
Parallel: Larger version of Megiddo (Stern 2015:
576; Fig. 5.1.21:13).

Date: Stern states that this type starts in

the Assyrian period and continues into the
Persian-period.

HEeLLENISTIC-PERIOD POTTERY — CATALOG

Bowls (Fig. 2.5:1-11)
Undecorated Incurved Rim Bowls (n=7,618)

1.

Reg. No. G-52/01-169-06-269-S1 (Fig. 2.5:1)
Dimensions: H 4.8cm, DR 11.6cm, D base 3.7cm.
Description: Undecorated incurved rim bowl with
disc base. Most common bowl at Maresha. Entire

profile from rim to base preserved. Reddish-
yellow clay.

Parallels: Maresha (Levine 2003: 8; Fig. 6.2:31-33),
Ashdod (Bahat 1971: 173-174; Fig. 98:1-6; Kee
1971: 54-55; Fig. 16:3-4, 6-8).

Date: Third-second centuries BCE.

Reg. No. A-4687/06-169-94-1372-S1 (Fig. 2.5:2)
Dimensions: H 9cm, DR 24.5cm, D base 9.7cm.
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Description: Undecorated incurved rim bowl
with ring base. Entire profile from rim to base is
preserved. Reddish-brown clay.

Parallels: Maresha (Levine 2003: 84; Fig. 6.2.35),
Tel Michal (Berlin 2015: 634; PI. 1.3:2).

Date: End of second century BCE.

Decorated Incurved Rim Bowls with Ring Base
(n=4,840)

3.

Reg. No. G-3/00-169-09-41-S1 (Fig. 2.5:3)
Dimensions: H 4.0cm, DR 9.5cm, D base 4.5cm.

Description: Entire profile from base to rim. Pink
clay, red slip, white grits.

Parallels: Maresha (Levine 2003: 84; Fig. 6.2:38),
Dor (Guz-Zilberstein 1995: 289-290; Fig. 6.1:16).

Date: Late Hellenistic period.

Reg. No. G-3/00-169-06-133-S1 (Fig. 2.5:4)
Dimensions: H 5.9cm; DR 10.2cm; D base 5.2cm.

Description: Entire profile from base to rim.
Reddish-yellow clay, red slip, white grits.

Parallels: Dor (Guz-Zilberstein 1995: 289-290;
Fig. 6.1:15), Tell Sandahanna (Bliss and Macalister
1902: 127-128; P1. 60:32).

Date: Second century BCE.

Plain ware rolled rim saucer/lid (n=2248)

5.

Reg. No. G-52/01-169-06-272-S2 (Fig. 2.5:5)
Dimensions: H 2.3cm; DR 13.3cm; D base 4.8cm.

Description: Entire profile from base to rim.

Reddish clay.

Parallels: Maresha (Levine 2003: 83; Fig. 6.2:29),
Tel Anafa (Berlin 1997: PL. 18: PW 162).

Date: Mid-second century BCE.

Decorated, flat, infolded rim plate (n=94)

6.

Reg. No. A-4099/04-169-36-636-S1 (Fig. 2.5:6)
Dimensions: H 3.4cm, DR 17.6cm. D foot 4.8cm.

Description: Entire profile from base to rim. Reddish-
yellow clay, dark brown slip, red slip in center.
Parallels: Dor (Guz-Zilberstein 1995: 292;

Fig. 6.4:8).

Date: Second century BCE.

Undecorated, plain ware carinated bowls (n=171)
7. Reg. No. A-3567/02-169-18-418-S1 (Fig. 2.5:7)

Dimensions: H 5.8 cm, DR 16.7cm, D foot 5.3cm.

Description: Entire profile from ring base to
out-curved rim. Yellow clay.

Parallels: Tell Sandahanna (Bliss and Macalister
1902: 128; Pl. 61:22).

Carinated Bowl Waster
8. Reg. No. 5808/10-169-145a-2106 (Fig. 2.5:8)

Dimensions: H 7.5cm.

Description: Entire profile from ring base to
out-curved rim. Green clay, white and brown
grits.

Decorated Carinated Bowls (n=71)
9. Reg. No. 4099/04-169-50-745-S1 (Fig. 2.5:9)

Dimensions: H 4.7cm, DR 13.8cm, D base 4.8cm.

Description: Entire profile from ring base to
out-curved rim. Light brown clay, reddish brown
slip, white grits.

Parallel: Dor (Guz-Zilberstein 1995: 290-291;
Fig. 6.2:18).

Date: Second century BCE.

Fishplates (n=2,848)
10. Reg. No. A-3567/02-169-18-378-S1 (Fig. 2.5:10)

Dimensions: H 3.6cm, DR 16.5cm, D base 5.0cm.
Description: Entire profile from ring base to
downturned rim. Pink clay, orange and black slip.

Parallels: Maresha (Levine 2003: 85; Fig. 6.3:46),
Dor (Guz-Zilberstein 1995: 291; Fig. 6.3:7),
Ashdod (Kee 1971: 45; Fig. 8:5).

Date: Late second century BCE.

Imitation of imported horizontal pinched “bow
handle” bowls (n=1,050)

11. Reg. No. A-3941/03-169-36-550-S1 (Fig. 2.5:11)

Dimensions: H 7.8cm, DR 16.4cm, D foot 5.5cm.

Description: Entire profile from ring base to
out-curved rim. Two re-curved handles below
rim. Reddish-brown clay, dark red slip.
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Parallels: Maresha (Levine 2003: 86; Fig. 6.3:50),
Kloner and Hess 1985: 128; Fig. 2:7-8), Ashdod
(Kee 1971: 54, 49; Fig. 16:1; Fig. 10:15).

Date: Late Hellenistic period.

Kraters (n=190) (Fig. 2.6:12-13)

Decorated kraters

12. Reg. No. 5343/08-169-131-1868 (Fig. 2.6:12)
Dimensions: PH 19.5cm. DR 32.0cm.

Description: Reconstructed profile of open
globular krater preserved from upper body to
out-turned ledge rim. Two horizontal handles
on shoulder. Reddish-yellow clay exterior, red
interior, white grits. Floral and egg-and-dart
design painted red around rim.

Parallels: Maresha (Levine 2003: 88; Fig. 6.4:57,
similar form but undecorated).

Date: Third-second centuries BCE.

13. Reg. No. 7015/14-169-185a-2646 (Fig. 2.6:13)

Description: Reconstructed profile of four-
handled deep krater preserved from mid body to
out-turned rim. Two vertical handles set at rim

and shoulder, reddish-yellow exterior and grayish-

brown interior, white grits. Floral design painted
red, “pie crust” decoration around the rim.

Parallels: Naukratis (Berlin 1997: Fig. 6.11:13,
with similar rim).

Cooking Pots (n=2008) Fig. (2.6:14-16)

14. Reg. No. A-3941/03-169-36-551-S1 (Fig. 2.6:14)
Dimensions: H 20.0cm, DR 15.2cm, W 22.5cm.
Description: Globular cooking pot with

out-turned straight neck and rounded rim. Entire

profile from convex base to rim, two vertical
handles. Red clay.

Parallel: Dor (Guz-Zilberstein 1995: 298;
Fig. 6.17:2-3).

Date: Fourth—second centuries BCE.

15. Reg. No. A-4099/04-169-51-727-83 (Fig. 2.6:15)
Dimensions: H 8.3cm, DR 6.7cm, W 11cm.

Description: Angular cooking pot with vertical
neck. Entire profile from convex base to rim, one

vertical handle set at rim to shoulder. Reddish clay.

16.

Parallel: Maresha (Levine 2003: 94; Fig. 6.6:75).
Date: Third-second centuries BCE.

Reg. No. A-3941/03-169-31-529-S1 (Fig. 2.6:16)
Dimensions: H7.7cm, DR 6.5 cm, W 10.8cm.

Description: Decorated biconical cooking pot with
incurved rim. Entire profile from base to rim.
Pink clay, brown slip.

Parallel: Ashdod (Dothan 1971: 49; Fig. 10:20).

Date: Late Hellenistic period.

Casseroles (n=326) (Fig. 2.6:17-18)

17.

18.

Reg. No. A4099/04-169-39-779-S1 (Fig. 2.6:17)
Dimensions: H 4.5cm, DR 15.5cm.
Description: Entire profile of a small grooved rim

casserole, from convex base to rim. Reddish-
brown clay, white grits.

Parallel: Dor (variant of Guz-Zilberstein 1995:
299-300; Fig. 21:10-13).
Date: Second century BCE.

Reg. No. A-3567/02-169-18-449-S1 (Fig. 2.6:18)
Dimensions: H 11cm, DR 24cm, W 25.3cm.

Description: Entire carinated profile of an angled
grooved rim casserole from convex base to rim.
Two horizontal handles pressed against rim’s
outer edge. Reddish-brown clay. Not found at
Judean sites.

Parallels: Dor (Guz-Zilberstein 1995: 300,
Fig. 6.22:2); Ashdod (Kee 1971: 61; Fig. 24:4).

Date: Second century BCE.

Lids (n-=89) (Fig. 2.6:19-20)
19. Reg. No. 3/00-169-09-159-S2 (Fig. 2.6:19)

Dimensions: H 6cm, DR 20.5¢cm, D handle 5.2cm.

Description: Entire profile from rounded rim to
handle. Yellowish clay, white grits.

Parallels: Dor (variant of Guz-Zilberstein 1995:
302; Fig. 6.24:4-10), Ashdod (Kee 1971: 61;
Fig. 24:11).

Date: Late Persian period-second century BCE.

20. Reg. No. A-5343/08-169-28-1947-S1 (Fig. 2.6:20)

Dimensions: H 2.3cm, DR 10.0cm, D handle
3.0cm.
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Description: Entire profile from rim to ring handle.
Dark red clay, small white grits.

Parallel: Dor (variant of Guz-Zilberstein 1995:
302; Fig. 6.24:1-3).

Date: Late Persian period-second century BCE.

Parallel: Maresha (Levine 2003: 103; Fig. 6.11:103).
Date: Second century BCE.

25. Reg. No. A-3567/02-169-18-465-S1 (Fig. 2:7:25)

Dimensions: H 21.5cm, DR 9.4cm, D foot 7.1cm,
W 18.0cm.

Description: Jug with vertical neck and horizontal
rim. Entire profile from ring foot to rim, vertical
handle. Yellowish clay, white grits.

Parallel: Maresha (Levine 2003:104; Fig. 6.10:9
Date: Hellenistic period.

Storage Jars (n=2,359) (Fig. 2.7:21)
21. Reg. No. A-4099/04-169-40-628-S1
Dimensions: H 59.0cm, DR 9.7cm, W 34.0cm.

Description: Pear shaped elongated storage jar.
Entire profile from convex bottom to thickened
rounded rim. Two vertical handles attached from
shoulder to upper wall. Light yellow clay, white

26. Reg. No. A-4361/05-169-39-944-S1 (Fig. 2.7:26)
Dimensions: H 19.5cm, DR 8.5cm, D foot 6.8cm,

grits.

Parallels: Dor (Guz-Zilberstein 1995: 311;
Fig. 6.35:10), Ashdod (Kee 1971: 60; Fig. 21:1).

Date: Late Persian period-second century BCE.

Jar Waster (Fig. 2.7:22)
22. Reg. No. 52/01169-09-306

Dimensions: H 8.0 cm.

Description: Profile from shoulder to rim.
Greenish clay.

Stands (n=30) (Fig. 2.7:23)

23. Reg. No. G-3/00-169-10-133-S1

Dimensions: H 13.2cm, DR 20.0cm, D foot
21.0cm.

Description: Decorated pot stand. Entire
reconstructed profile with concave wall and
out-turned foot and rim. Yellow clay, white grits,
“pie crust” decoration around rim.

Parallel: Maresha (Levine 2003: 98; Fig. 6.8:85).
Date: End of third-second centuries BCE.

Jugs (n=3412) (Fig. 2:7:24-28)

24. Reg. No. A-4361/05-169-62-893-S1 (Fig. 2.3:24)

Dimensions: H 16.2cm, DR 11.2cm, D foot 7.7cm,
W 18.0cm.

Description: Entire profile of globular jug with
short, concave neck, ring foot, outward ledge rim.
Yellowish clay, white grits.

W 16.0cm.

Description: Jug with concave neck and squared
rim, entire profile from ring foot to rim. Vertical
handle. Yellow clay, white grits.

Parallels: Maresha (Levine 2003: 103-104;
Fig. 6.11:107); Dor (Guz-Zilberstein 1995: 309;
Fig. 6.31:11).

Date: Second century BCE.

27. Reg. No. 3/00-169-02-16-S1 (Fig. 2.7:27)

28.

Dimensions: H 20.0cm, DR 9.4cm, D foot 5.7cm,
W 16.0cm.

Description: Jug with concave neck and outward
folded rim. Entire profile from ring foot to rim.
Vertical handle. Yellow and red clay, white grits.

Parallels: Maresha (Levine 2003: 104;
Fig. 6.11:110); Ashdod (Kee 1971: 50; Fig. 11:4).

Date: Hellenistic period.

Reg. No. A-4361-169-39-947-S1 (Fig. 2.7:28)

Dimensions: H 19.0cm, DR 8.7cm, D foot 7.4cm,
W 16.0cm.

Description: Decorated jug with concaved neck
and outward grooved rim. Entire profile from
ring foot to rim. Vertical handle. Light green clay,
black slip, white grits.

Parallel: Dor (variant, with slip, Guz-Zilberstein
1995: 309, Fig. 6.31:4).

Date: Second century BCE.
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Jug Waster (Fig. 2.7:29)
29. Reg. No. 5201-169-09-205
Dimensions: H 12.5 cm.

Description: Profile from shoulder to rim. Green
clay, white grits.

Lagynos (n=43) (Fig. 2.7:30)

30. Reg. No. A-4361-169-68-1076-S1
Dimensions: H 16.0cm, DR 4.2cm, D foot 6.0cm,
W 14.0cm.

Description: Entire profile, carinated, with tall
cylindrical neck, from ring foot to outward
thickened rim. Vertical handle. Dark red clay,
yellow slip.

Parallels: Maresha (Levine 2003: 106;

Fig. 6.12:118), Ashdod (Kee 1971: 49; Fig. 11:3).

Date: Second century BCE.

Flask (n=71) (Fig. 2.7:31)

31. Reg. No. A-6092-169-151-2270-S2
Dimensions: H 22.5cm, DR 6.5cm, W 17.5cm.
Description: Entire profile from bottom to rim.

Long neck and two even discs joined on one side,
two vertical handles. Pink clay.

Parallels: Maresha (Levine 2003: 100; Fig. 6.9:90),
Dor (Guz-Zilberstein 1995: 310-311;

Fig. 6.34:1-2).

Date: Second century BCE.

Amphoriskoi (n=36) (Fig. 2.7:32-33)
32. Reg. No. A-5808/10-169-142-2112-S2 (Fig. 2.7:32)

Dimensions: H 21.8cm, DR 3.5¢m, D base 4.2cm,
W 8.7cm.

Description: Entire profile from low ring base
to downturned triangular profiled rim. Yellow
clay. Semi-fine fabric, originated in Phoenicia.
Discovered in many Hellenistic period sites,
especially in the north at sites such as Dor, Tel
Anafa and Shigmona.

Parallels: Dor (Guz-Zilberstein 1995: 308;
Fig. 6.29:6), Tel Anafa (Berlin 1997: 54-57, PL. 11).

Date: Second and first centuries BCE.

30

33. Reg. No. A-7015/14-169-189-2717-S1 (Fig. 2.7:33)

Description: Entire reconstructed profile.
Preserved downturned, angled rim, narrow neck
and body tapering toward a button toe. Small disc
base, with two vertical handles attached at neck
and shoulder. Yellow clay.

Parallels: Dor (Guz-Zilberstein 1995: 308;
Fig. 6.29:3), Tel Anafa (Berlin 1997: Pl. 75, PW 71).

Date: Second and first centuries BCE.

Juglets

Ovoid Juglets with Outturned Rim and Disc Base
(n=161) (Fig. 2.8:34-38)

34. Reg. No. A-4997/07-169-112-1673-S1 (Fig. 2.3:34)

Dimensions: H 11cm, DR 4.5c¢m, D base 3.4cm,
W 7.0cm.

Description: Undecorated juglet. Entire profile
from disc base to rim. Vertical handle. Yellow clay,
white grits.

Parallel: Maresha (Levine 2003:108-109;
Fig. 6.13:13 1).

Date: Second century BCE.

35. Reg. No. G-3/00-169-09-155-S1 (Fig. 2.8:35)

Dimensions: H 9.3cm, DR 4.2cm, D base 2.4cm,
W 6.0cm.

Description: Decorated juglet. Entire profile from
small disc base to out-turned rim, vertical handle.
Yellow clay, dark brown slip, white grits.

Parallel: Maresha (Levine 2003: 109-110;

Fig. 6.13:132).

Date: Second century BCE.

“Maresha Juglets” (n=383)

36. Reg. No. A-3943/03-169-35-514-S1 (Fig. 2.8:36)

Dimensions: H 10.5cm, DR 4.0cm, D base 3.5cm,
W 6.7cm.

Description: Undecorated “Maresha juglet” Entire
profile from disc base to flattened rim. Vertical
handle set at rim and mid-body. Red clay, white
grits.

Parallel: Maresha (Levine 2003: 110-112;

Fig. 6.13:133-137).

Date: Second century BCE.
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37. Reg. No. A-5808/10-169-150-2264-S1 (Fig. 2.8:37)

Dimensions: H 12.0cm, DR 3.5cm, D base 2.8cm,
W 7.2cm.

Description: Decorated “Maresha juglet” Entire
profile from disc base to thickened rim. Vertical
handle attached at rim and upper body. Pink clay,
red slip, small white grits.

Parallel: Maresha (Levine 2003: 110-112;
Fig. 6.13:138).

Date: Second century BCE.

Cup-mouthed Juglet (n=218) (Fig. 2.8:38)
38. Reg. No. A-7015/14-169-189-2700-S1

Dimensions: H 13.0cm, DR 3.4cm, D base 3.0cm,
W 9.4cm.

Description: Entire profile of globular juglet.
Preserving incurved cup-like rim, short narrow
neck and disc base. Pink clay, red slip on upper
wall, white grits.

Parallel: Maresha (Levine 2003: 109; Fig. 6.13:127).

Date: Second century-mid-first century BCE.

Feeders (n=52) (Figs. 2.8:39-40)
39. Reg. No. A-3941/03-169-36-538-S1 (Fig. 2.8:39)

40.

32

Dimensions: H 7.2cm, DR 3.3cm, D base 3.3cm,
W 5.5cm.

Description: Entire profile from disc base to
out-curved rim. Vertical handle set at rim and
shoulder and spout at mid-body. Reddish-yellow
clay, white grits.

Parallel: Maresha (Levine 2003: 112; Fig. 6.13:140).

Date: Late Hellenistic period.

Reg. No. A-4099/04-169-47-720-S1 (Fig. 2.8:40)
Dimensions: H 7.5cm, DR 3.6cm, D base 2.7cm,
W 5.2cm.

Description: Entire profile from disc base to
out curved rim. Vertical handle set at rim and
shoulder and a spout at mid-body. Reddish-
yellow clay, white grits.

Parallel: Maresha (undecorated variant of Levine
2003: 113; Fig. 6.13:141).

Date: Late Hellenistic period.

Titros (Klepsydra) (n=1) (Fig. 2.8:41-43)
41-43.

Reg. A-4687/06-169-93-1512-S1 (Fig. 2.8:41)

Dimensions: H 10.8cm, DR 3.8cm, D base5.5¢cm,
W 9.0cm.

Description: Three views of vessel. Entire
reconstructed profile of a small vessel that
resembles a dipper juglet but with a rounded,
sieve-like base. Two vertical handles, and a tiny
hole at its top. Reddish-yellow clay, white grits.
This vessel utilizes the vacuum principle for
drawing liquids. It would be lowered vertically
into a vessel containing liquid until the vessel was
full and the air had been pushed out via the small
opening at the top. Once full, a finger was placed
over the hole preventing the liquid from escaping.
When the finger was removed, the liquid would
flow via the sieve at the bottom. This allows for
equal extraction of liquids. It was a tool that
enabled the extraction of small amounts of liquid
without pouring or the use of a ladle. This vessel
is mentioned once in the Talmud, — Mishah
Kelim 2.6 (thanks to F. Vitto for the reference).
Also referred to as a klepsydra.

Parallels: Royal Baths of Meroe (Nowotnick
2016: 402, 412-413; thanks to R. Heginbottom-
Rosenthal for the reference); Jericho (Bar Natan
2002: 119).

Date: This type probably originated in Greece in
the sixth century BCE and from there transferred
to the Nile Valley and Kush.

Unguentaria (n=546) (Figs. 2.9:44-50)
44. Reg. No. A-3567/02-169-20-435-S1 (Figs. 2.9:44)

Dimensions: H 11.9cm, DR 2.6cm, D base 2.6¢cm,
W 4.1cm.

Description: Entire profile from disc base to
downturned rim. Long cylindrical neck and
biconical body. Greenish clay.

Parallels: Tel Keisan (Briend and Humbert
1980: 111, Pl. 14:16); Tel Sandahanna (Bliss and
Macalister 1902: 126, P. 60:6; Tirat Yehuda
(Berlin 2015: 639, Pl. 6.1.20:10).

Date: Second century BCE.
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Reg. No. G-52/01-169-06-366-S1 (Fig. 2.9:45)

Dimensions: H 11.4cm, DR 2.3cm, D base 2.0cm,
W 3.6cm.

Description: Red-painted. Entire profile from disc
base to outturned rim. Long neck and rounded

body. Pink clay, red slip.

Parallel: Dor (Guz-Zilberstein 1995: 306;
Fig. 6.26:37-40).
Date: Second century BCE.

Reg. No. A-4099/04-169-47-843-S1 (Fig. 2.9:46)

Dimensions: H 20.5cm, DR 3.6¢cm, D base 5.0cm,
W 11.0cm.

Description: Entire profile from disc base to

everted thickened rim. Long, cylindrical neck and

short, rounded body. Reddish-brown clay, black
and brown grits.

Parallels: Anafa (Berlin 2015: 639 Pl. 6.1.20:13);
Tell Sandahanna (Bliss and Macalister 1902:
126; P1. 60:8); Dor (Guz-Zilberstein 1995: 305;
Fig. 6.26:9).

Date: End of Persian period-second century BCE.

Reg. No. A-4687/06-169-96-1400-S1 (Fig. 2.9:47)

Dimensions: H 14.8cm, DR 3.4cm, D base 3cm,
W 6.8cm.

Description: Entire profile from disc base to flat
rim. Rounded body. Pink clay, red slip.

Parallel: Dor (Guz-Zilberstein 1995: 305-306;
Fig. 6.26:32-35).

Date: Fourth-second centuries BCE.

Reg. No. 52/01-169-10-217-S1 (Fig. 2.9:48)
Dimensions: PH 34.0cm, DR 6.0cm, W 16.0cm.

Description: Reconstructed profile from lower
body to rim. Conical body, in-turned rim, very
tall neck. Pink clay, dark red slip inside and
outside of rim, red grits.

Parallel: Dor (Guz-Zilberstein 1995: 306;

Fig. 6.27:5-7).

Date: Second century BCE.

Reg. No. G-52/01-169-10-332-S1 (Fig. 2.9:49)
Dimensions: PH 11.5cm, D base 3.0cm, W 6.5cm.

Description: Athenian gray fusiform. Profile from
disc base to shoulder. Dark gray clay, red core,
white-painted horizontal lines, small white grits.

Parallel: Dor (Guz-Zilberstein 1995: 306;
Fig. 6.27:1-4).
Date: Second century BCE.

50. Reg. No. A-6092/11-169-155a-2277-S2 (Fig. 2.9:50)

Dimensions: H 17.2cm, DR 2.9cm, D base 2.3cm,
W 4.7cm.

Description: Imitation Athenian gray fusiform.
Entire profile from base to rim. Light clay, white-
painted horizontal lines.

Parallel: Maresha (Levine 2003: 113-114;

Fig. 6.13:145).

Date: Second century BCE.

Miniature Vessels (n=44) (Fig. 2.9:51-55)
Miniature Bowl

51.

Reg. No. G-52/01-169-10-216 (Fig. 2.9:51)
Dimensions: H 2.1cm, DR 4.8cm, D base 3.3cm,
W 5.8cm.

Description: Entire profile from disc base to
incurved rim. Pink clay, white grits.

Parallel: Tel Keisan (Briend and Humbert 1980;
PL 14:12).

Date: Third-second centuries BCE.

Miniature Bottles

52.

53.

Reg. No. A-3941/03-169-27-500-S1a (Fig. 2.9:52)
Dimensions: H 3.9cm, DR 2.6cm, D base 2.4cm,
W 3.4cm.

Description: Entire profile from disc base to
outturned rim. Biconical body. Pink clay, white
grits.

Parallel: Dor (Guz-Zilberstein 1995: 303-304;
Fig. 6.25:9).

Date: Third-second centuries BCE.

Reg. No. G-52/01-169-11-238-S1 (Fig. 2.9:53)
Dimensions: H 3.5cm, DR 2.1cm, D base 2.4cm,
W 2.4cm.

Description: Entire profile from disc base to
outturned rim. Rounded body. Pink clay, brown
grits.

Parallel: Tel Anafa (Berlin 1997: 78, Fig. 2 top
right).

Date: Late Second century BCE.
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54. Reg. No. G-52/01-1v69-06-336-S2 (Fig. 2.9:54)
Dimensions: H 2.8cm, DR 2.4cm, D base 2.1cm,
W 2.4cm.

Description: Entire profile from disc base to
outturned rim. Nearly cylindrical body. Red clay,
many small, white grits.

Parallel: Dor (Guz-Zilberstein 1995: 303-304;
Fig. 6.25:6).
Date: Third-second centuries BCE.

Miniature Cup
55. Reg. No. 4361/05-169-51-917-S1 (Fig. 2.9:55)
Dimensions: H 2.4cm, DR 4.4cm, D base 3.5cm.

Description: Entire profile from disc base to
vertical rim. One vertical handle set at rim and
lower wall. Greenish clay, white grits.

Parallel: None found.

DiscussioN

The Iron Age ceramic repertoire includes ca. 663
identifiable vessels that can be tentatively subdi-
vided into a number of categories. We have ca. 411
carinated bowls and 25 jugs, which amount to 436
vessels that can be associated with tableware. In addi-
tion, we can approximate ca. 7 mortaria, 5 bar-han-
dle jars, 102 kraters, as well as 29 holemouth jars and
38 storage jars. These 181 vessels can be categorized
as being part of utility vessels. Finally, we count 46
cooking vessels.

Most of these vessels are Judean in character and
have parallels from Lachish III, the dominant Judean
city in the Shephelah during this period. This is
consistent with the fact that most of the finds associ-
ated with the Iron Age II settlement at Maresha are
Judean in character, exhibiting minimal coastal influ-
ence. Many of the vessels contain white grits in the
clay, probably intrusions from the local chalk.

This is consistent with other finds discovered
throughout the upper and lower city of Maresha.
These include: Hebrew ostraca from SC147 (Eshel
2010: 36-38) as well as from SC169 (unpublished),
seventh-century BCE bulla (Brandl 2014: 29-32),
LMLK stamped seals (Bliss and Macalister 1902:106-
123) as well as remains of storage jars, Iron Age Il
lamps (see Chapter 10) and burnished bowls with
folded rims. The discovery of these early finds in the
subterranean fills, despite the lack of stratigraphy,
reinforces the claim of an Iron Age presence in the
area of the lower city at this time.

The Persian-period material is very different. Very
few vessels can be labeled "tableware.” No remnants of

shallow or carinated bowls were uncovered. We esti-
mate from the number of rims and profiles that there
were ca. 36 juglets as well as 4 jugs and 13 bottles. This
would account for only 53 tableware vessels. Remains
of 38 mortaria bowls usually associated with util-
ity vessels were discovered. To these we may add 6
holemouth jars and 17 straight-shoulder jars. This
amounts to 61 utility vessels. No remnants of Persian-
period cooking pots were uncovered. This modest
assemblage of Persian-period remains is another
example of the drastic decrease in the population of
the region following the conquests and destruction
in the early sixth century BCE. The archaeological
evidence reflects a region that was only sparsely popu-
lated during the sixth-fifth centuries BCE in what has
been termed a post-collapse situation (Tainter 1998:
988-1039, Lipschits 2003: 336-45). It is interesting
to note that while only one Iron Age lamp base was
discovered, more lamps from the Persian-period were
found (see Chapter 4).

The Persian-period finds are primarily from the
later part of that period, and suggest small-scale settle-
ment. The Persian-period ceramic repertoire reflects
a change that had begun to include coastal connec-
tions possibly introduced by the Phoenicians. The
Phoenicians with their naval fleet, and Arab Qedarites
with their command of the desert, supplied the
Persians with valuable aid in their campaigns against
Egypt. Both groups were rewarded for their assistance.

The Phoenicians, especially from Sidon and
Tyre, were given commercial control of a number
of coastal cities at this time, the most influential for
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Maresha being Ashgelon. From these coastal cities the
Phoenicians were able to spread their influence inland,
providing new markets for goods from the coast as well
as from abroad. Historical sources such as pseudo-Sc-
ylax and the Eshmunezer inscription (Grabbe 2004:
64, 159-162) mention the movement of Phoenicians
from the coastal cities farther inland and such cultural
influence has been discerned in northern inland sites
such as Kedesh (Berlin and Herbert 2015) and Tel
Anafa (Herbert 2003), as well as in Maresha. Aramaic
ostraca dated paleographically to the late Persian-
early Hellenistic periods have been found throughout
the region (Eshel 2010: 38) although only two of the
Maresha ostraca were Phoenician. Written reference to
the Qedarites and Arabs was found on an ostracon in
Maresha in SC128 (Eshel 2010: 43-45, 80). Zorn (2001:
689-699) has made a case for Arabian influence on
Persian-period pottery that is decorated with rows of
impressed wedges (see Fig. 2.3:1). He claims that this
type originated in Tayma in northwestern Arabia and
was brought to southern Israel via the incense trade.

The distribution of these sherds in SC169 can be
seen in Tables 1 and 2. It is important to note regarding
these tables that each year reflects the relative heights
within each of the rooms. That is to say for example,
the number of finds from the year 2000 were discov-
ered in the upper level of fill while the finds from
2016 reflect the material found in the lowest levels of
fill. What is clear from Tables 1 and 2 is that the Iron
Age and Persian-period material, while only a very
small percentage of the total pottery, was dispersed
throughout all levels of the dumped garbage/alluvium.
The overwhelming majority of the finds are from the
Hellenistic period.

It is possible that as the city expanded in the
Hellenistic period the earlier material from the Iron
Age and Persian period was cleared away and dumped
into some of the subterranean complexes. Many of
these subterranean rooms were probably used during
the Hellenistic period as garbage dumps. Almost no
architectural remains have been discovered from the
pre Hellenistic periods.

Hellenistic-Period Pottery

The overwhelming number of vessels were from the
Hellenistic period, primarily from the late third-second
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centuries BCE. Vessels considered “tableware” include
13,844 bowls, 2,848 saucers, 2,848 fishplates, 43 lagy-
noi, 36 amphoriskoi and 4,174 jugs and juglets. Utility
vessels include 2,359 jars, 75 flasks, 564 unguentaria,
2,008 cooking pots, 326 casseroles and 190 kraters.

The pottery in our assemblage is primarily local
and regional plain and semi-fine ware with parallels
from contemporaneous sites in Israel. In addition to
imports, discussed in Chapter 3, local imitations of
these vessels are also prevalent.

We are able to identify the pottery as local to
Maresha based on personal observation over many
years along with published parallels from Maresha
(Levine 2003: 73-136, Bliss and Macalister 1902). The
presence of white grits in the pottery suggests that the
local potters mixed the local chalky kirton rock, abun-
dant around Maresha, into their clay.

We also have a significant number of vessels that
were “wasters,” meaning vessels ruined during the firing
process and yet preserved (Fig. 2.5:8, 2.7:22, 29). This
is direct evidence for local pottery production and the
preserved forms are complete enough to allow for local
parallels to be determined. The discovery of “leather
dry” vessels is further proof of a local pottery industry.

Parallels are found primarily at non-Jewish
Hellenistic-period sites such as Dor, Ashdod, Tel
Michal, as well as inland sites such as Tel Anafa,
Samaria, Kedesh and Tirat Yehuda, where Phoenician
semi-fine ware is abundant.

The absence of pottery typical of Jerusalem and
its environs as well as Jericho, suggests isolation
from Judea at this period of time. Maresha lacks
the fusiform unguentaria typical of Judea as well as
Hasmonean cooking vessels prevalent at Jericho (Bar
Natan 2002: 68-75). The almost complete absence of
the typical pinched Hasmonean oil lamps (Bliss and
Macalister found two, see 1902: Pl. 62:4-5), among the
hundreds of other oil lamps discovered in SC169 or in
Maresha in general is a glaring example of this isola-
tion from Judea. The finds suggest a lack of exchange
with Mareshas northern neighbors in Judea, while at
the same time reflects contact with sites farther to the
north and elsewhere. The Hellenistic-period ceramic
repertoire of Maresha, like so many of the other finds
here, such as figurines, lamps and epigraphic material
reflect a Hellenistic koine.
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CHAPTER 3

IMPORTED POTTERY AND SELECTED
LOCALLY MADE VESSELS

Renate Rosenthal-Heginbottom

INTRODUCTION

The chapter focuses on the table and kitchen wares
imported from Athens, Italy, the Aegean, Asia Minor
and Egypt, and on a small number of plausibly
local vessels copying widespread prototypes of the
Hellenistic ceramic koine. The bulk of the imports
consists of fine tableware, mainly plates, saucers and
bowls, table amphoras and drinking vessels, among
them a fair quantity of mold-made bowls. Less
common are closed vessels and cookware; a proba-
ble thymiaterion and a brazier are also recorded. The
locally made vessels consist of an imitation Knidian
cup, filter jugs, flasks and inkwells. As no archae-
ometric analyses were carried out, the attribution
to production sites and areas is based on visual
inspection, which in the case of Attic and Egyptian
pottery and Eastern Sigillata A is fairly reliable, yet
not unequivocal. Other attributions are tentative
and need further analyses by petrographic sampling.
The classification is the result of studying fabrics,
wares and shapes, including production techniques,
surface treatment and decorative elements.

The ceramics are discussed and cataloged accord-
ing to Rotroft’s two-part system employed in the exca-
vation reports of the Athenian Agora: The vessels are
classified by function (1997: 5-6) and forms, defined

as “a set of distinctive characteristics of shape that
are shared by a number of pots” (2006: 6). The term
“type” is used for vessels sharing the same form and the
same single fabric, originating from a single produc-
tion center (Berlin 1997: 4). The study’s first target is
the typological and chronological assessment; the
second is the investigation of the probable function of
the ceramics. No statistical calculations were carried
out. The diagnostic specimens were sorted during
field work, some restoration was undertaken, and
the ceramics chosen for publication comprise the full
range of diagnostic sherds.

The chapter is devoted to diverse categories of
imported fine wares, intending to provide the reader
with a concise summary of fabric, shape, function and
dating evidence. The layout and description of the
catalogued pieces does not conform to a fixed set of
rules, but differs for each category. The principle of
the arrangement was to define characteristic features
without repeating basic data. Hence, references are
kept to a minimum except when new discoveries like
the considerable import of Ptolemaic Black and Red
wares is dealt with, rarely recorded to date at sites in
the southern Levant.

Brack-GLOSS WARES

The primacy of black-gloss wares is conspicuous,
comprising mainly Attic products of the third and
second centuries BCE (Figs. 3.1-3) as well as some
Italian wares (Fig.3.3:4-15) and Ptolemaic Black
Ware of the second century BCE (Fig. 3.4).

Attic Ware (Figs. 3.1:1-14; 3.2:1-15; 3.3:1-3)
The identification of Attic Ware is based on

visual inspection; the fired clay of most vessels
is the normal Attic light reddish-brown (Rotroff
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Figure 3.1: Attic Ware

No. | Type Reg. No. Size (cm)

1 Kantharos 5574/09-169-134-2085

2 Plate: rolled rim 52/01-169-09-249 Diam. 31.5

3 Plate: rolled rim 3567/02 + 3941/03-169-21-470 + 36-533 Diam. 18

4 Plate: rolled rim 4099/04 + 4687/06-169-50-877 + 93-1512 Diam. 18, base diam. 10.4
5 Plate: rolled rim 4997/07-169-115a-1667 Diam. 19, base diam.10.6
6 Plate: rolled rim 4687/06-169-68-1305 Diam. 23, base diam.12

7 Plate: rolled rim 52/01 + 3567/02- 169-12-364 + 13-443 Base diam. 10.7, H of foot 2
8 Fish plate 4099/04-169-50-889-S1 + 50-724 + 50-768 Diam. 22, base diam. 9.5
9 Fish plate 4687/06-169-94-1506 Diam. 24, base diam.10.5
10 | Fish plate 5343/08-169-125a-1920 + 124-1889 Diam. 17.5, base diam. 10
11 | Fish plate 6092/11 169-159-2343 Diam. 16.5, base diam. 7.8
12 | Fish plate 4361/05-169-65-1075-S1 Diam. 17.5, base diam. 6.5
13 | Fish plate 3/00-169-02-55 Diam. 18.5, base diam. 8.5
14 | Fish plate 4997/07-169-93-1546-S1 Diam. 18, base diam. 10

1982: 14), with occasional light brown also occurring
(Rotroff 1997: 10). Most of the imported vessels have
a thick black glaze, sometimes lustrous and silvery.
Rotroft points out that Attic glaze can fire to a vari-
ety of colors in gray, brown, tan, red, purple and even
greenish hues, with several shades found on a single
pot (1997: 11). From the assemblage in Subterranean
Complex 169 it appears that the inhabitants sought
to import Attic vessels of reasonable quality, opting
for evenly black-glazed vessels and two-tone vessels
with a stacking circle. No fabric description will be
given for the Attic Ware except for an unusual surface
appearance. However, the property of the glaze —
lustrous, silvery or dull — will be noted; a lustrous
glaze, rare after 250 BCE, can serve as a chronological
marker (Rotroff 1997: 11, after 250 BCE the lustrous
glaze occurs only on 15% of the production).

Classical Kantharos (Fig. 3.1:1)

Fig. 3.1:1. Lustrous glaze. Rim, neck and handle frag-
ment of a Classical kantharos with molded rim, the
handle with flaring spur.

The shape represents the main drinking vessels of
the late fourth and early third centuries BCE, made
only in small numbers after 300 (Rotroff 1997: 83-85,
Cat. Nos. 43-46). The only third-century example

BCE from the Agora is Cat. No. 46, with West Slope
decoration and a date range of ca. 300-250 (1997:
246).

Rolled-rim Plates (Fig. 3.1:2-7)

During the Hellenistic period plates with rolled rim
were the most popular plates in Attica; with a consid-
erable range in size they were multi-purpose vessels
for food service, from hors doeuvre dish to serving
platter (Rotroff 1997: 142-143).

Fig. 3.1:2. Dull glaze. Entire profile, ring foot miss-
ing. On interior, two rows of rouletting and indistinct
broken stamp.

Fig. 3.1:3. Silvery glaze. Entire profile, several join-
ing fragments. On interior, two circles of rouletting
and four stamped palmettes. Grooved resting surface.

Fig. 3.1:4. Light brown, silvery black glaze. Entire
profile, center of plate missing. On interior, single
circle of rouletting. Resting surface reserved.

Fig. 3.1:5. Silvery glaze. Entire profile, center of
plate missing. On interior, rouletting.

Fig. 3.1:6. More than half of plate preserved. On
interior, three rows of rouletting and four stamped
palmettes. Resting surface reserved.

Two additional large plates, diam. 34cm (not illus-
trated, see Table 2:1-2).
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For comparison see Rotroft 1997: 314, Cat. Nos.
684-685, Fig. 49.

Fig.3.1:7. Black glaze with dark brown stack-
ing circle (diam. 10cm), brown glaze on inner face
of foot and underside. Rim missing, several joining
fragments. Rouletting and four stamped palmettes on
interior. Resting surface reserved.

Some 20 additional base and rim fragments of
rolled-rim plates were retrieved, four with stacking
circle. It can be concluded that the shape was popu-
lar at Maresha and that those with stamped palmettes
are mostly third-century BCE imports. The Athenian
plates made before ca. 200 BCE have stamped deco-
ration on the floor: radiating linked or free palmettes
within rouletting or, less commonly, rouletting alone.
Linked palmettes were preferred through the early
third century BCE; thereafter they are rare, but a few
examples date as late as the last quarter of the third
century BCE (Rotroff 1997: 311, Cat. No. 665). The
most common number is six, but five, seven, eight,
and nine also occur. Free palmettes became more
common in the course of the third century; although
there was much variation in number earlier, four was
the standard in the late fourth century BCE and later.
On Classical and early Hellenistic plates, the rouletting
consists of closely spaced, very fine and often rather
long lines; after about 275 BCE it became coarser, with
shorter, thicker, more widely spaced lines. Stamped
decoration on this shape probably died out around
200 BCE (Rotroff 1997: 141-143).

Fish Plates (Fig. 3.1:8, 10-14)

These are plates with the entire profile preserved. The
shape is well represented in the assemblage of SC169.
Fish plates were used for serving and consuming
food; the depression probably intended to collect
broth or to hold sauces, a seasoning or relish (Rotroft
1997: 146-147; Kogler 2010: 146).

Fig. 3.1:8. Restored from eight fragments. On
interior rouletting. Deep central depression. Resting
surface reserved, scraped grooves along inner edge of
rim and around depression. Reserved band near rim
and around depression.

Fig. 3.1:9. Plate with non-joining base (restored
drawing); depression missing. Reserved rim and
reserved band below rim on exterior (W 1.7-1.9).
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Groove on exterior below rim, on interior reserved
band (W 1.2) around rouletting. Resting surface
reserved.

Fig. 3.1:10. Resting surface reserved, scraped
groove around depression (5-6mm) and along rim
(6mm) and another at the junction of body and foot
on the exterior.

Fig. 3.1:11. The black glaze did not adhere well,
there are only slight remains on interior. Resting
surface reserved.

Fig. 3.1:12. The black glaze did not adhere well on
the exterior, around the depression the glaze is brown
and on the inner face of the foot and on the underside,
reddish-brown. Resting surface reserved.

Fig. 3.1:13. Pronounced scraped groove around
depression (4mm), narrow groove at the junction
of the inner rim and body and on interior mid-wall.
Resting surface reserved. Nippled underside.

Fig. 3.1:14. Brown glaze on depression and lower
half of interior, scraped groove around the depression
and at the junction of the inner rim and body, brown
glaze on inner face of foot and outer section of under-
side, scraped groove at the junction of body and foot
on the exterior, red circle and reserved section on
mid-underside. Resting surface reserved.

The bulk of these fish plates must have been
imported in the third and early second centuries BCE,
as the contextual evidence from the Athenian Agora
indicates that after 175 BCE fish plates were rare,
though not abandoned altogether; the shape remained
popular in the eastern Mediterranean throughout
the second century (Rotroft 1997: 148). Hence, Attic
exports must have been severely limited or must have
totally ceased; at Maresha they also could have been
cherished heirlooms, as occasionally documented by
vessels mended after breakage (see Figs.2:3; 7:4 for
plates with two and three mending holes).

Projecting-rim Saucer (Fig. 3.2:1-2)
In Athens saucers with projecting rim were manufac-
tured throughout most of the Hellenistic period, and
though often classified as plates, the term saucer is
more appropriate for a vessel never as flat or shallow
as a plate (Rotroft 1997: 149).

Fig. 3.2:1. Black glaze with some light brown spots
inside and out; misfired. Saucer with nearly flat rim
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No. | Type Reg. No. Size (cm)

1 Saucer: projecting rim 4687/06-169-97-1427 Diam. 16, base diam. 8
2 Saucer: projecting rim 5808/10-169-145a-2140 Diam. 15.5, base diam. 9
3 Plate: upturned rim 37/15-169-195a-2728 Diam. 20, base diam. 6.5
4 Bowl: upturned rim 4687/06-169-68-1338-S1 Diam. 13.5, base diam. 6.5
5 Bowl: upturned rim 3/00-169-06-165 Diam. 11, base diam. 6
6 Bowl: upturned rim 4687/06-169-93-1402 Diam. 18, base 9.4

7 Bowl: upturned rim 6701/13 + 6380/12-169-179-2495 + 169-2401 Diam. 15, base diam.8.3
8 Bowl: upturned rim 5808/10-169-149-2203

9 Plate: ring foot 52/01-169-06-199 Base diam.7.5

10 | Plate: ring foot 3/00-169-09-158 Base diam. 6.5

11 | Plate 4997/07-169-115a-1666 Base diam. 9.6

12 Plate 7015/14-169-185a-2696

13 | Echinus bowl 5343/08-169-125-1980. Diam. 14, base diam. 8.5
14 | Cup 52/01-169-10-358 Diam. 17

15 | Unguentarium 4361/05-169-67-1265 PH3
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with faint ridge. Stacking circle on the interior (Diam.
8cm). Grooved resting surface.

Two more saucers of the same size came to light
(see Table 2:3-4).

Fig. 3.2:2. Silvery glaze, on exterior lustrous.
Saucer with flat rim. Grooved resting surface reserved.
Groove along outer wall and foot.

The contextual evidence from the Agora suggests a
production period from ca. 270-50 BCE. The diame-
ter ranges from 15 to 20cm; most measure between 16
and 19cm (Rotroft 1997: 149-150). The hasty manu-
facture is noticeable, usually with fingerprints on the
foot and lower wall, where the vessel was held for dip
glazing. Saucers must have been among cheapest of
glazed goods.

Upturned-rim Plate (Fig. 3.2:3)

Fig. 3.2:3. Silvery glaze. Restored, five joining frag-
ments. Three grooves on interior below rim. Three
mending-holes on wall.

Smaller modules, diam. 18cm (see Table 2:5) and
larger ones, diam. 32cm (see Table 2:6) have been
documented.

Not a common shape in the Athenian produc-
tion, this vessel is characterized by its narrow ring
foot, measuring about one third of the diameter of
the plate. Unknown among the black-glazed vessels in
the eastern Mediterranean, the plate was most likely
produced in Athens over a short period during the
late second and early first centuries BCE, imitating
imported Italian prototypes (Rotroft 1997: 154-155).
The places are rare in the SC169 assemblage, and
should be attributed to its last phase of deposition.

Outturned-rim Bowls (Fig. 3.2:4-8)

Bowls with outturned rim represent a shape that
was dominant all over the Hellenistic world; in
Athens they are more popular than echinus bowls,
with their popularity increasing after 225 BCE to
the extent that in second-century contexts they are
three times as common as echinus bowls. The bowls
from SC169 are totally glazed with the exception of
the reserved or partially reserved resting surface, a
feature of the Athenian Classical variety, probably no
longer produced after the third quarter of the second
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century BCE (Rotroff 1997: 156-157). The simpler
and less carefully executed Hellenistic variety, rarely
with stamped decoration, began to be produced in
the third century and the semi-glazed variety in the
late second and early first centuries BCE (Rotroft
1997: 158-159). Rotroff assumes that the Hellenistic
variety was introduced as a less expensive product
that eventually became standard (1997: 158). The
SC169 assemblage indicates that Maresha’s inhabi-
tants acquired the higher quality products.

Fig. 3.2:4. Lustrous glaze. Entire profile, four join-
ing fragments. Four stamped palmettes, rouletting
and a groove matching ring foot, groove on exterior
below rim. Partial glaze on resting surface, with brown
blotches on outer foot and lower exterior wall.

Fig. 3.2:5. Entire profile, four joining fragments.
Four stamped palmettes and rouletting matching ring
foot. Resting surface (3mm) reserved. Scraped groove
at the junction of body and foot.

Fig. 3.2:6. Entire profile, three joining fragments.
Four tiny stamped palmettes and rouletting match-
ing ring foot. Resting surface (6mm) reserved. Faint
nipple on underside.

Fig. 3.2:7. Silvery glaze, black with dark brown
patches on interior below carination and within ring
foot, partial on resting surface. Entire profile. Four
tiny stamped palmettes and rouletting matching ring
foot. Scraped groove at the junction of body and foot.
Nippled underside.

Fig. 3.2:8. Complete profile. Scraped groove at the
junction of body and foot. Resting surface reserved.

In the Athenian production the bowls range from
9 to 30cm in diameter; 65% measure 11-15cm, with
12-13cm the most common (Rotroff 1997: 157). The
30 bowls discovered in SC169 range from 11 to 15cm;
four bowls have a diameter of 22cm.

Based on their morphological properties the
Athenian bowls with outturned rim of the Classical
variety date between ca. 300-125 BCE. Their char-
acteristic features are the absence of grooved resting
surfaces, no nippled underside, no linked palmettes
but four separate ones within rouletting; most are
decorated with very small stamps, appearing at the
end of the third century BCE (Rotroff 1997: 157-158).
As Rotroff points out, the profiles can show marked
differences, thus a precise dating is of the imports
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impossible. The profiles of the bowls in Fig. 3.2:4-5
with their flat underside resemble an Athenian
vessel from a context of 250-240 BCE (Rotroff 1997:
Fig. 59:883), while those in Fig. 2:6-7 have a slightly
pointed underside (Rotroff 1997: Fig. 59: 884 with a
context dated to 250-240 BCE and Fig. 59:889 with
a context dating to 250-225 BCE). Considering the
predominant very small palmettes, the SC169 imports
should be assigned to the late third and second centu-
ries, while the absence of the simplified Hellenistic
variety sets the end of the imports to around 125 BCE.

Incised and Impressed Decoration (Fig. 3.2:9-12)

Fig. 3.2:9-10. Silvery glaze. Two ring feet. Probably
part of outturned rim plates. Four stamped palmettes
and rouletting matching ring foot. Scraped groove
at the junction of body and foot. Resting surface
reserved. Nippled underside.

Fig. 3.2:11. Lower half of plate with broken ring
foot. Linked palmettes (see above): two palmettes
preserved within rouletting, with central circle.
Scraped groove at junction of body and foot. Nippled
underside. See Rotroff 1997: P1. 142.

Fig. 3.2:12. Fragment of plate with seven linked
palmettes, within central circle. See Rotroff 1997:
Pl 145:625 (six palmettes).

Echinus Bowl (Fig. 3.2:13)

Like the Classical variety of bowls with outturned
rim, the shallow echinus bowls of the Classical type
with a diameter between 9 and 27cm were used for
serving food, though the wide range in diameter
suggests multi-functional use. The medium-sized
bowls with a diameter between 11 and 15cm may
have been used as individual serving dishes (Rotroff
1997: 161-162).

Fig. 3.2:13. Lustrous glaze. Shallow bowl with
wide ring foot. Of the originally four palmettes, two
are preserved within rouletting. Scraped groove at the
junction of body and foot. Grooved resting surface
reserved. Shape, decoration and surface treatment
suggest a date in the first half of the third century BCE,
with the Hellenistic type lacking the stamped decora-
tion that was produced until the mid-second century
BCE (Rotroff 1997: 162).

Cup with n-shaped Handles (Fig. 3.2:14)

Fig. 3.2:14. Lustrous glaze. Rim and upper wall, 10
fragments, some joining. Following the import of
Knidian cups from at least the second quarter of
the second century BCE onward, Athenian potters
subsequently produced imitations (Rotroff 1997:
119). On the Athenian version the upper body is
slightly concave and not convex like the prototype.
According to the preserved profile, the cup should
be attributed to the shape common after 175 BCE
(Rotroft 1997: Fig. 23:399-404).

Unguentarium (Fig. 3.2:15)

Fig. 3.2:15. Black glaze with a brown blotch on
neck exterior. Rim and neck fragment. Triangular
rim with groove at inner edge, groove at base of
neck. The shape recalls a West Slope unguentarium
in the Athenian Agora (Rotroff 1997: 178, 355, Cat.
No. 1171, dated to the third century BCE).

Rope Handle (not illustrated, see Table 2:7)

Blotchy black to brown glaze with spots of white
paint.

Handle fragment with upper flat section. No twist-
ing near neck and slight twisting on lower side. Diam.
2cm.

The handle belongs to a wheel-made table
amphora; the profile resembles a West Slope amphora
(Rotroff 1997: 287, Cat. No. 416, context date 240-220
BCE).

Pyxides (Fig. 3.3:1-3)

One special find from SC169 was a pyxis, consisting
of a plain lower box and elaborately decorated lid.
This container represents a luxury item of women’s
accoutrement, used as jewelry and cosmetic box. The
deep lid has a dome-shaped top, a horizontal flange
and a nearly straight, cylindrical wall, with decora-
tion in West Slope technique on dome and sides. In
such vessels, the lid slips over the box, which has a
ring foot, a convex lower wall set off from the flange
on which the lid rests, and a cylindrical upper wall
(Rotroff 1997: 188-190).
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Fig. 3.3.

Fig. 3.3:1. Light gray, black glaze. Body of pyxis,
foot missing. For shape see Rotroft 1997: 362, Cat.
No. 1234, Fig. 75, P1. 90, context date 200-175 BCE.

Fig. 3.3:2. Light gray, black glaze; paint: clay and
white paint. Lid of pyxis, restored from several pieces.
Dome and cylinder are separated by a flange. The
dome is decorated with two garlands of ivy leaves
and clay-colored corymbs, separated by a wide band
composed of a central line in white painted with two
clay-colored lines. The flange has a dotted-line border
and on the vertical edge a clay-colored line. A scraped
groove separates the flange and base of dome and the
top of the dome and its center, marked by a sunken
disc within a fillet. The cylinder is decorated with a
row of vertical strokes alternating with a floral pattern.
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This vessel resembles Rotroff 1997: 361, No. 1225,
Fig. 75, PL 90, context date 270-250 BCE(?).

Fig. 3.3:3. Light gray, black glaze; paint: clay-col-
ored and white. Fragment of lid, decorated with a
simplified spearhead necklace incised and with clay
dots, suspended from tainia, below a row of white dots.

Campana A Ware (Fig. 3.3:4-15)

Characteristic features are the paste fired brown-ma-
roon with a black, glaze, often silvery, commonly found
stacking circle of dark brown glaze on the interior
matching the diameter of the ring foot and the blotchy
glaze on the lower exterior wall around the ring foot
and on the resting surface, with the body color shining
through, the latter related to process of dipping.
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Fig. 3.3. Attic Ware (1-3) and Campana A Ware (4-15)

No. | Type Reg. No. Size (cm)
1 Pyxis 4361/05-169-51-900 Rim diam. 9.5
2 Pyxis 4361/05-169-51-972 Diam. at lower wall 10
3 Pyxis 4099/04-169-36-607
4 Plate: off-set rim 4687/06-169-68-1328 Diam. 29.5 (outer edge), base diam. 8.5
5 Plate: downturned rim 5808/10 + 4999/04 + 4997/07 + Diam. 27, base diam. 9.5
6701/13-169-150-2204 + 50-831 +
114-1746 + 179-2522-51
6 Plate: downturned rim 4997/07-169-114-1746 Diam. 18.5, base diam. 6.5
7 Plate: downturned rim 4099/04-169-50-8314 Diam. 13, base diam. 4.5
8 Plate: upturned rim 4361/05-169-39-961 Diam. 20, base diam. 7.5
9 Plate: upturned rim 52/01-169-12-364 Diam. 13, base diam. 4.8
10 Plate 52/01-169-06-365 Diam. 14, base diam. 5.3
11 Plate: outturned rim 4099/04-169-50-878 Diam. 13, base diam. 5.5
12 Plate: outturned rim 5808/10-169-145a-2221 Diam. 14, base diam. 6.3
13 Echinus bowl 3941/03-169-35-555 Diam. 12, base diam. 4.5
14 Echinus bowl 5343/08-169-126-1960 Diam. 11, base diam. 4.7
15 Bowl/cup 6701/13-169-179-2537 Diam. 16.5

Fig. 3.3:4. Three joining pieces, plate with off-set
rim with raised edge.

The plate is Morel Form 1430 (1981: 111-113, close
is Pl 17:1431b 1; 1986: 464, Fig.2:12), rare before
mid-second century BCE, deriving from a Campana
B shape. Two plates in Campana B ware imported to
Athens have context dates of 110 BCE to early first
century CE and 110-75 BCE (Rotroff 1997: 406, Cat.
Nos. 1638-1639). For Beirut see Elaigne 2013: 215,
Fig. 3:402-339; for Maresha see Levine 2003: 79 and
Fig. 6.1:17, diam. 27.5cm, base diam. 8.2cm.

The following three vessels are Morel Form 1300,
Subform 1, deriving from a Campana B shape: plate
with downturned rim and a groove along the inte-
rior rim. From the SC169 assemblage it appears that
the shape was quite popular; some 20 more plates
were found, ranging greatly in diameter (Morel
1981: 102-103, see esp. Form 1310, Pls. 11-13; 1986:
463-464, Fig. 1, second half of second century BCE).
For Beirut see Elaigne 2013: 215, Fig. 3:483-468; for
Maresha see Levine 2003: 79, Fig. 6.1:16 and Stern and
Alpert 2014a: 9, Fig. 3:2.

Fig. 3.3:5. Worn, dull glaze, also on resting surface.
Eleven joining pieces. Stacking circle.

Fig. 3.3:6. Resting surface and inner face of foot
reserved.

Fig. 3.3:7. Resting surface reserved.

The next two vessels are Morel Form 2910: the plate
with upturned rim (1981: 235-236, Form 2910, Pl. 79;
1986: 466-467, Fig. 7; the date for one piece is the
second half of second century BCE or slightly later).

Fig. 3.3:8. Eight joining pieces, four stamped
palmettes within rouletting matching ring foot.

In Athens the shape with the low, upturned, verti-
cal rim and small ring foot about one third of the
diameter of the plate, was short-lived, dated ca. 110-86
BCE. It was more popular in Italy, and the Athenian
plates are an imitation of the western imports (Rotroff
1997: 154-155, Fig. 58:850-853; see also the shallower
plate Campana A(?), context date 250165 BCE (1997:
407, Cat. No. 1642). For Alexandria and Beirut see
Elaigne 2013: 215, Fig. 3:8015-8067, 98-71.

Fig. 3.3:9. Four joining pieces. Dull glaze, rest-
ing surface and face of foot and most of underside
reserved.
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Fig. 3.3:10. Small, low plate with rim beveled to
exterior, undercut on interior, three grooves on central
interior, within the ring foot. Closely resembles Morel
1981: 211, Form 2731, PL. 67.

The next two bowls are Morel Form 2610, with
outturned rim and carinated wall (1981: 190-192,
PL.59; 1986: 465-466, Fig.5 with a general
second-century BCE date).

Fig. 3.3:11. Resting surface glazed. Two joining
pieces, heavy-walled vessel, four closely set, trian-
gular leaves within rouletting surrounded by groove.
For Beirut see Elaigne 2013: 215, Fig. 3:98-52, for
Maresha see Levine 2003: 79, Fig. 6.1:18 on p. 77 (with
four palmettes).

Fig. 3.3:12. Wheel-ridging in/out. Four stamped
palmettes.

The next two bowls are Morel Form 2780: the echi-
nus bowl (1981: 222-226, Pls. 72-74; 1986: 466, Fig. 6,
with a general second century BCE date).

Fig. 3.3:13. Five joining pieces. Nippled underside.

Fig. 3.3:14. Four joining pieces Nippled underside.

Fig. 3.3:15. Rim and upper wall fragment of bowl/
cup with carinated wall.

As the foot of this vessel is missing, the attribution
is tentative (Morel 1981: 192, Form 2660, Pl. 65:2662a
1). See also Rosenthal-Heginbottom 2015: Pl. 6.2.6:2
(from Tel Anafa).

EGYPTIAN POTTERY

A substantial amount of Egyptian pottery came to
light in SC169, imported, like Campana A ware and
Eastern Sigillata A ware, mainly during the second
half of the second century BCE. These imports herald
a profound change in long-distance trade at a time
when Attic imports no longer played a role in the
Eastern Mediterranean trading networks. The same
picture emerges from the ceramics at Alexandria
(Elaigne 2013: 213).

To date, there are several basic studies on pottery
production in Ptolemaic Egypt, focusing on aspects
such as the imitations of Greek Hellenistic ceramics
and the interdependence between Greek and local
Egyptian pottery (Gill 2016: 46; see also Elaigne 2000;
2002; Harlaut 2002; Ballet and Poludnikiewicz 2012;
David 2016). The imports recorded in SC169 consist
of black- and red-gloss fabrics.! The majority belongs
to the black fabric, the repertoire comprising mainly
plates, saucers and bowls, decorated with stamped
palmettes and rouletting. Vessels in red fabric are rare,
and small mold-made flasks are rare. The common

and widely distributed Ptolemaic Black ware (PBW)?
has the following main characteristics, as described
by Gill: “black- or gray-fired fabric; generally some
form of polish or burnish (across all or part of the
vessel); local Egyptian fabric (marl, silt or oasis clay);
standard forms particularly small bowls and plates”
(Gill 2012: 16; for distribution in Egypt see also Map
1 and Table 1). The fabric color was achieved by firing
the vessels in a reduction atmosphere, and often the
result is black/gray zoned firing (Gill 2016: 49). A slip
was applied before firing, which after firing was then
polished or burnished. In addition to highly polished
surfaces, vessels can also have a few burnished bands.
Some vessels are poorly formed and fired, indicating
that high-quality production was not intended (Gill
2012: 16).

While large quantities of PBW were found at
Alexandria, no evidence for a production center has
been identified there to date. Definite evidence for
workshops was uncovered in the Nile Delta at Tel el-
Far@in/Buto and Tell Atrib/Athribis, and considering

1 As both fabrics are homogeneous, only divergent details will be noted in the figures.

2 In excavation reports the definitions and terms differ. Gill (2012) uses Ptolemaic Black Ware, while Berlin suggested
terra nigra (2001: 28). Bailey points out that this term was devised for first-century CE Gallo-Belgic wares and should be
confined to these; he prefers the terms Egyptian Black Glaze Ware and Egyptian Red Glaze Ware (2004: 301 note 3). When
discussing the black fabric Gill concludes that glaze is not an appropriate term, considering the technical process involved
in achieving a shiny surface (2012: 16 note 7). At Paphos Egyptian imports are listed as “Egyptian Grey Ware” (Hayes 1991:
125-126), Egyptian Black-Slipped Ware and Black-Gloss Ware (1991: 132, Fig. V top).
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the quantities of PBW recorded at sites in Upper
Egypt, Gill posits that there may have been one or
more production centers in the region (Gill 2012:
15, 19). PBW was also made in the oases; the differ-
ence between oases and Nile Valley products is the
presence of mica in the latter (Gill 2012: 15, 17; 2016:
51). At Tebtynis in the Fayum, dark gray-brown/black
fabric is attested from the first half of the third century
BCE onward, copying Greek prototypes (Ballet and
Poludnikiewicz 2012: 12, fabric F IV). The texture
of the Ptolemaic Red ware (PRW) is no different
from that of the black fabric. In the local production
at Tebtynis several red fabrics with or without mica
inclusions occur (Ballet and Potudnikiewicz 2012:
11-13, fabrics F I, II; F V, VI; the last two fabrics can
be micaceous).

In contexts at Egyptian sites, PBW occurs
consistently with imported black-glazed ware, and
could be considered a cheap imitation of the Greek
high-quality tableware, though the question whether
it was acquired by the local Greek population or by
Hellenized Egyptians cannot be answered at present
(Gill 2012: 19). At Tebtynis the red micaceous fabric
of forms typical of the end of the second century and
the beginning of the first century BCE is most likely
an imitation of Eastern Sigillata A; a characteristic
feature is the polishing of the slip, creating striation/
strips (Ballet and Potludnikiewicz 2012: 11 fabric F I).

The SC169 assemblage documents substan-
tial imports of other black-gloss ceramics besides
PBW and fewer imports of PRW and ESA. The
much smaller quantity of the latter might be due to
Mareshas conquest and abandonment at a time when
this ware was not yet dominant. The long-distance
trade appears to be the result of connections between
merchants in Attica, the Aegean and western Asia
Minor, Maresha and Egypt, including Cyprus where
both Greek and Egyptian imports are recorded (Hayes
1991: 126-126; 2003: 455, No. 28; 457, Nos. 39-40; 475,
No. 158). While Egyptian pottery is rare at sites in the
southern Levant (for Akko-Ptolemais see Berlin and
Stone 2016: 149, Fig. 9.25:8) it is tempting to associate
the contacts between Egypt and Idumea with histor-
ical evidence. At Memphis, Idumeans are recorded
as members of a military detachment, machairopho-
roi, in the late second century BCE (Thompson 1988:

86, 99-103; Honigman 2003: 66, 86). Yet the time of
their arrival is disputed, and of the two possibilities,
as prisoners of war under Ptolemy I Soter, following
his Syrian campaigns in the late fourth century, or as
refugees in the wake of the Hasmonean activities in
Idumea between 114 and 107 BCE; the latter date is
now considered plausible (Honigman 2003: 66, note
22). Consequently, the trade contacts must have
predated the population movement.

The vessels imported to Maresha include very fine
flecks of mica, and it is most likely that they were
produced in Nile Delta workshops. However, without
archaeometric analyses the present classification is
according to black and red fabrics, as there can be no
attribution to specific workshops.

Ptolemaic Black Ware

Beginning in the second century BCE, gray-black,
reduction-fired ceramics make their appearance
in Egypt. In the SC169 assemblage a fair amount of
medium-sized and small saucers or bowls came to
light. With a paste fired gray-black or more rarely,
grayish-brown the micaceous fabric has a mostly
dull, dark gray to black, often banded slip. A lustrous
slip is rare (see Fig. 3.4:14, 19).

Projecting Rim Saucers (Fig. 3.4:1-7). The domi-
nant shape are saucers with projecting rim, generally
fairly heavy-walled and decorated with four stamped
palmettes. Two versions occur. The first has a curved
rim, often undercut on both exterior and interior and
a high ring foot (Fig. 3.4:1-4). It is the most common
form with at least 50 more vessels recorded. The
second has a flat or nearly flat rim (Fig. 3.4:5-7) and
is less common.

Berlin 2001: 29, Fig. 2.4:8-15, drooping rim saucer.

Saucers with Thickened Rim (Fig. 3.4:8-9). These
saucers are shallow with a low ring foot. Less common
than those with projecting rim, the saucer with a
rounded rim and a gently curing wall (Fig. 3.4:8) is
represented by nine additional vessels. The saucer
with an outward beveled rim and an oblique wall is
represented by four additional vessels.

For similar vessels see Berlin 2001: Figs.2.3
(PBW); 2.5:1-4 (Delta silt Fabric II) and the rolled rim
plate from Akko-Ptolemais, Berlin and Stone 2016:
149, Fig. 9.25:8.
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Fig. 3.4.

Bowls with Outturned Rim (Fig. 3.4:10-11). These
bowls, which have a slight wall carination and a low
ring foot, are represented in small numbers.

Berlin 2001: Fig. 2.11, everted rim bowls, probably
from the Tell el Fara@in/Buto workshops; at Tebtynis
the bowls are recorded from the second half of the
third until the first centuries BCE in different table-
ware fabrics with stamped palmettes, among them
products of the Tell el Far&in/Buto workshops (Ballet
and Potudnikiewicz 2012: 58-60, Pls. 13:167-184,
14:185-190).

Echinus Bowls (Fig. 3.4:12-13). The very common
and widespread shape of these bowls is represented in
PBW in small numbers only.

Berlin 2001: Fig. 2.9, incurved-rim bowls, proba-
bly from the Tell el Fara'in/Buto workshops; Harlaut
2002: 270, Fig. 8c; at Tebtynis the bowls with stamped
palmettes occur in black and red fabrics with a date
range in the third to the beginning of second centuries
BCE (Ballet and Potudnikiewicz 2012: 24-27, 33-34,
Pl 3:42-46).
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Bowl with rounded rim (Fig. 3.4:14). Only one deep
bowl with a rounded rim came to light in SC169, its
shape recalling bowls in the West Slope technique
(Fig. 3.9:8-10). See also two plates from Tebtynis,
no foot preserved, in different fabric (Ballet and
Potudnikiewicz 2012: 57, PL. 12:160-161, dated to the
third and first centuries BCE).

Jugs (Fig. 3.4:15-18). Only a few closed vessels
came to light in the assemblage. No parallels were
found. The flaring triangular rim probably belonged
to a tableware jug. The three wide-mouthed jugs (and
two more that were not illustrated), could have held
oils or precious substances (see also the differently
shaped jugs in PRW, Fig. 3.5:5-6).

Canteen/Flask (Fig. 3.4:19). One intact flask and
the handle of a second flask came to light. The vessel
was made by luting together two separately made
bowls, producing an elliptical shape. The neck is short
and narrow. It is interesting to note that in the case of

the Maresha canteen, the two halves are not symmet-
rical; one of them has a rounded wall curvature, the
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Fig. 3.4. Ptolemaic Black Ware (PBW)

No. | Type Reg. No. Description Size (cm)
1. Saucer: projecting rim 5574/09-169-134-2095 | Small module. Undercut high ring Diam. 13.5, base
foot. diam. 6.5
2. Saucer: projecting rim 4361/05-169-67-989 Undercut high ring foot. Base diam. 7.5
3. Saucer: projecting rim 4687/06-169-94-1428 Banded slip close to rim on interior. Diam. 19.5
Wheel-ridging in/out.
4. Saucer: projecting rim 4687/06 + Two joining fragments. Slight Diam. 14, base
4361/05-169-93-1409 wheel-ridging on exterior. diam. 6
5. Saucer: projecting rim 4361/05-169-50-901 Heavy-walled. Diam. 16.5, base
diam. 8
6. Saucer: projecting rim 2/16-169-205a-2817 Three joining fragments. Nearly flat Diam. 15
rim. High foot. Not common. 4, base diam. 7
7. Saucer: projecting rim 4361/05-169-39-898 Five joining fragments. Dark brown Diam. 14, base
banded slip in/out. diam.7
8. Saucer: thickened rim 3941/03 +4361/05 + Four joining fragments. Diam. 19
5808/10-169-37-547
9. Saucer: thickened rim 3941/03-169-65-1058 Two joining fragments. Diam. 18
10. | Bowl: outturned rim and | 52/01 + Three joining fragments. Banded slip. | Diam. 13, base
carinated wall 3567/02-169-06-188 diam. 6
11. | Bowl: outturned rim and | 4099/04 + 52/01 + Five joining fragments. Banded slip. Diam. 14, base
carinated wall 4099/04-169-47-720 diam.7
12. | Echinus bowl 4631/05-169-47-1007 Heavy-walled. Banded slip on upper Diam. 15, base
exterior wall. Four palmettes within diam. 9
grooved circle.
13. | Echinus bowl 3567/02-169-15-464 Two stamped leaves within grooved Base diam. 8
circle.
14. | Bowl: rounded rim 7015/14- Lustrous slip. Row of faint white dots Diam. 16
169-189-2617 on interior. Groove below rim on inte-
rior, another on exterior wall.
15. | Jug with flaring molded | 4997/07-169-115a-770 | Uncommon. Rim diam. 9.5.
rim
16. | Jug 5343/08-169-124-1981 Four joining and three non-joining Rim diam. 8, max.
+66-1103 fragments. Wheel-ridging on interior. | W 10
17. | Jug 4687/06 + 4687/06 + Blotchy slip. Wheel-ridging on interior. | Rim diam. 8, PH 6
4099/04-169-93-1528 Single loop handle (more than half of
the rim preserved).
18. | Jug: base 4099/04-169-50-706 Wheel-ridging on interior. Base diam. 3
19. | Flask/canteen 4099/04-169-50-776-S1 | Lustrous slip. H 18, rim diam.
2.5, max.W 14

other slightly pointed. As a result, the latter is wider
than the former. In form the vessel resembles a
canteen from the Athenian Agora (Rotroff 2006:
122-123, Fig. 57:347, from a context of ca. 115-86
BCE), included in household-ware vessels.

The parallel has a flaring rim, an exterior flange on
neck where handles begin and three painted circles in
dull orange gloss, otherwise the features are the same.
Rotroff notes that the Athenian vessels are remarkably
similar to Bronze Age and Iron Age flasks in Palestine,
indicating the longevity of the type in different
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0 10 cm
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Fig. 3.5. Ptolemaic Red Ware (PRW)
No. | Type Reg. No. Description Size (cm)
1. Plate: rolled rim | 4361/05-169-50-976 Patchy lustrous slip. Three stamped Diam. 17.5, base
palmettes in centre. diam. 8.5
2. Bowl: carinated | 4361/05-169-67-1215 Three stamped palmettes in centre. | Diam. 16.5, base
diam. 8
3. Echinus bowl 4361/05-169-65-1198 On exterior close to rim banded slip. | Diam. 12.5, base
diam. 5.2
4. Echinus bowl 4361/05-169-67-1228-S1 Three joining fragments. Small Diam. 6, base diam.
module with high ring foot. 4.4
5. Jug 37/15+7015/14-169-197- Twelve joining fragments. Wheel- PH 11.5, base diam.
2769 + 187-2631 + 187-2579 | riding on interior. 3.7
6. Jug 4687/06-169-93-1456 Triple-grooved handle not slipped.
Wheel-ridging on interior. Several
non-joining body fragments.
Kyathos, handle | 4361/05-169-59-901 Not slipped.
Kyathos(?), 4687/06-169-68-1321 Not slipped. Diam. 10
cup
o. Juglet 4687/06-169-67-1267 Lustrous slip on neck, shoulder PH 8, max.W 7
and between ridges. Grooved strap
handle.
10. Aryballos 4361/05-169-67-1042-S1 Strap handle. Disk base. H 8, max.W 10.5
11. Aryballos 3567/02-169-18-476 Strap handle.
12. Guttus 4361/05-169-67-1162 Two non-joining fragments. Spout. PH 6.5, max. W 12
Wheel-ridging on interior below
carination.
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cultural settings. At Sardis, the shape occurs in an
assemblage of smashed and abandoned ceramics, very
possibly resulting from the attack of Antiochus III on
the city in 213 BCE; the vessel is assigned to pottery in
the Lydian tradition (Rotroft and Oliver 2003: 60-61,
66, P1. 40:240).

In Egypt, flasks are common and long-lived. The
specimens retrieved in the Dakhleh oasis dating to the
Hellenistic and Roman periods have been studied by
Hope. The Maresha specimen is related to the small
and medium-handled flasks with elliptical bodies, in
the fabric of the “grey-fired” and “red-coated” vari-
ants of the common Dakhleh A1l fabric (Hope 2000:
196-197, Figs. 1, 2a-c; Eccleston 2000: 216-217; Gill
2016: 90-91, Forms 91-93; for the Theban region see
Consonni 2016: 197, 204, 212, Fig. 9:23, H 21, rim
diam. 5cm; Masson 2016: 155, Fig. 13). Morphological
differences are noticeable between the oases flasks and
the Maresha flask, the former are more round-bodied
and symmetrical with a straight neck and the latter is
elliptical and has a distinctly cup-shaped neck. Gill
notes that the vessel type occurs mainly in funerary
contexts and suggests that they were used for holding
oil or resin used in embalming (2016: 91); however,
for the Maresha example such a use can be ruled out.

Ptolemaic Red Ware (PRW)

In the SC147 assemblage, located ca. 200m north-
east of SC169, the second category of Egyptian
ceramics is represented by fewer vessels than the
PBW. However, it is much more appealing to the
eye, and several unusual shapes occur. The Nile silt
fabric is micaceous; the paste is fired red or reddish-
brown and gray in closed vessels, on many vessels
zoning can be observed; plates can have a gray core.
Lustrous red slip, often burnished, is applied to parts
of the vessels and can be banded.

Plate with Rolled Rim (Fig. 3.5:1). The complete
plate was restored from seven fragments.

Berlin 2001: Figs. 2.1:13; 2.3:9, 12-13, 16, 21, 23,
thickened rim saucer (PBW); Hayes 2003: 475, No. 58,
Fig. 16:158 on p. 476, thick-walled plate.

Bowl with Outturned Rim and Carinated Wall
(Fig. 3.5:2). Half of the bowl was preserved. Five more
bowls were found. At Tebtynis the shape occurs in red
and black fabrics in contexts from the second half of

the third to the beginning of the second centuries BCE
(Ballet and Potudnikiewicz 2012: 45-48, Pls. 8:100—
109; 9:110-121; in the Theban region PBW bowls are
particularly typical of the third-second centuries BCE
(Masson 2016: 152, Fig.6:1).

Echinus Bowls (Fig.3.5:3-4). Ten more of the
medium-sized bowls with diameters ranging from
10 to 13cm and three small bowls with a diameter of
5-6cm were found.

Jugs (Fig. 3.5:5-6). These vessels, with footed base
and unknown rim type resemble a complete jug
from Tebtynis with a slightly everted rim (Ballet and
Potudnikiewicz 2012: 111-112, Pl 52:468, dated to
the end of the third century BCE).

Kyathoi (Fig. 3.5:7-8). These two loop-handled
dippers are not slipped. At Paphos, two unslipped
kyathoi in orange fabric were recorded, the first with
pottery finds predominantly of the early first century
BCE, the second from Well 11 with an estimated date
to the mid-second century BCE or slightly later, ca.
150-140/30 (Hayes 1991: 122, No. 5; 159, No. 46). In
the excavations at the hill of Agios Georgios, Nicosia
kyathoi the suggested date range is from the early
third through the mid-second centuries BCE (Berlin
and Pilacinski 2003: 219-220, Fig. 6:100-101; see
p- 201 for the date). In the Athenian production they
are fairly common in the second century BCE, though
with different profiles, and are rarely attested else-
where. All specimens are glazed. The cups are 3-5cm
high (Rotroff 1997: 134-135, Nos. 556-568).

Juglet (Fig. 3.5:9). This tiny, elegantly shaped juglet
is unique; the handle of a second specimen of the
same size came to light.

Aryballoi (Fig. 3.5:10-11). In addition to one
intact aryballos, the tops of two more were found.
In the Athenian Agora publication, it is suggested
that the vessels were used for storing and pouring
oil (Rotroff 1997: 171), while in the Tebtynis report,
a use for precious liquids is assumed (Ballet and
Poludnikiewicz 2012: 114).

At Athribis an aryballos came to light in a stra-
tum dated to the second half of second century BCE;
the vessel is covered with a polished self-slip imitat-
ing a lustrous glaze (Potudnikiewicz 1992: 98, Fig. 5;
Wodzinska 2010: 40 “Ptolemaic 38”). At Tebtynis
one of the two aryballoi recorded might have been
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produced in a Tell el Fard@in/Buto workshop (Ballet
and Poludnikiewicz 2012: 114, Pl. 53:476-477). In
the southern Levant a single specimen was identified
at Ashkelon, attributed by visual examination to Nile
Delta clay (Johnson 2008: 99, 103, No. 317).

Guttus (Fig.3.5:12). This interesting vessel
combines the body shape of a guttus and the spout of
a filter jug or feeder. Analogy to Athenian prototypes
indicates that the specimen had a high, narrow neck
with a flaring mouth (Rotroft 1997: 172-174, resem-
bling Nos. 1148, 1150, with squat body).

Angled-rim  Cooking Pot (Fig.3.6:1-2). The
common Egyptian angled-rim cooking pots are
specifically Hellenistic, with the earliest parallels from
third-century BCE Coptos (Berlin 2001: 32-33). The
two pots from SC169 differ in morphological features
and size. The first, restored from several fragments,
has a straight high neck and a flanged rim (rim and
neck fragments of a second pot were also retrieved).
Unusual are the high and broad rectangular handles,
flat on top and decorated; they are placed in the
middle of the upper body. The capacious body has its
maximum width at half-height, marked by a carina-
tion. The second, smaller pot has a slightly everted rim
and inner recess at the junction of neck and shoulder,
formed by an interior flange. The two missing handles
were probably coil handles. The wall carination is set
at the lower third of the body. At Alexandria a paral-
lel is dated to the second century BCE (Harlaut 2002:
268, Fig. 5e). The vessels retrieved at Naukratis/Kom
Hadid, none of which were complete, were all made
of Delta silt and mostly slipped (Naukratis: Berlin
2001: 80-81, Fig. 2.16:1-8 + 9-17). The complete pot
with two horizontal handles from Athribis, dated to
the third or beginning of the second century BCE, is
assigned to the imitation ceramics of the Hellenistic
koine (1996: 61, PL. X:1). At Tebtynis a great variety
of pots was unearthed imitating Greek prototypes,
attested throughout the Hellenistic period into the first
century CE (Ballet and Potudnikiewicz 2012: 76-78,
Pls. 23-24, Nos. 250-263. The shape is also recorded
in the Theban region (Consonni 2016: Fig. 8:21).

Reversible Lids (Fig. 3.6:3-4). For the two revers-
ible lids, shaped differently, I could not find parallels
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in Egypt, yet the distinct fabric is undoubtedly PRW.
Reversible lids were popular in the Athenian Agora,
particularly in the late Hellenistic period (Rotroft 1997:
192-197). Often painted in West Slope technique, their
function was multi-purpose; as toiletry articles they
were used to cover pyxides, others probably served as
covers for lekanides or could have been used in the
cult of Isis. While the two lids would have fitted the
two cooking pots, it is not certain that they are cook-
ing ware as there are no signs of soot (the bottom of
the pot in Fig. 3.6:1 had turned gray from soot). At
Tebtynis many of the cooking pots in red fabric turned
brown after having been exposed to fire (Ballet and
Potudnikiewicz 2012: 12-13, cookware fabric F Va-b).

Ptolemaic Painted Ware (Fig. 3.6:5)

The neck and shoulder of a jug with black paint
recalls the shape of a jug from Paphos, attributed
to the Ivy Platter Group (Rotroff 2002: Fig. 4:5).
Due to the large number of plates of Type 1 found
in Alexandria, Morel suggested the existence of a
workshop there (Morel 1995: 372), theory rejected
by Rotroff on the basis of differences in fabric (2002:
101). The ivy garlands, common on kraters and plat-
ters, indicate an interrelation between production
centers in West Slope-style ceramics.

This fine-ware oinochoe, painted with ivy garlands
in black on neck and shoulder, is singular. Its deco-
ration is the same as that of a pot from the Athribis
kilns in Szymanska and Babraj 2004: 37, Fig. 15 on
p- 37, open vessel with flat rim (height 29.3cm) deco-
rated with a scroll of ivy leaves on upper half; for
shape see Poludnikiewicz 1992: 97, Fig. 3; Wodzinska
2010: 39 “Ptolemaic 33”; Ballet and Potudnikiewicz
2012: 101, Nos. 391-392, Pl. 43, 391 second half of
third century and beginning of second century BCE,
392 third century BCE, both fabric F XI 2; pp. 15-16,
light brown clay, surfaces of the same color surfaces,
slip rare, form resembling hydria, painted and also in
fabric F XI (Pl. 45:398-401 on p. 283), No. 398 has a
rim diameter of 15cm. Rotroff 2002: Fig. 4:5 for same
shape of vessel from Paphos (Hayes 1991: 6-7, PL. 3:5,
with white ivy scrolls), the vessel is attributed to the
Ivy Platter Group by Rotroff (2002: 101)
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Fig. 3.6. Ptolemaic Red Ware (PRW), Ptolemaic Painted Ware and Lagynoi

179-2562 + 189-2643

No. | Type Reg. No. Description Size (cm)
1. Cooking pot: | 4361/05-169-39-946 Two broad rectangular handles, decorated PH 11.5, rim diam.
angled rim with raised circles. Wheel-ridging on interior 17, max. W 28
upper wall. Soot on bottom.
2. Cooking pot: | 4099/04-169-36-668-S1 Complete except for damage on rimand two | H 12, rim diam. 10,
angled rim missing handles (preserved is the stump of max. W 15
one and the imprint of the other).
3. Reversible lid | 3567/02-169-20-442 Restored from five fragments. Wheel-ridging | H 5.5, diam. 15.5
on interior.
4, Reversible lid | 4099/04-169-31-614-S1 Restored from three fragments. PH 7.5, diam. 20
5. Jug/oinochoe | 4361/05-169-51-933 Red, interior reddish brown, gray core, red PH 8.5
slip, black paint.
6. Lagynos: 6092/11 +6092/11 + Light brown, yellowish light brown slip, red PH neck 11.5, PH
Fabric 1 3/00-169-159-2281 + paint. Wheel-ridging on inner neck. Restored | handle 13
179-2562 + 189-2643 from five fragments.
7. Lagynos: 6701/13 + 5808/10-169- | Light brown, yellowish light brown slip, red Diam. 16, diam. of
Fabric 1 179-2522 + 150-2231 paint. Wheel-ridging on interior. resting surface 0.9
8. Lagynos: 6380/12 +6701/13 + Light brown with sepia paint banding. Four PH 7, PW 9, foot
Fabric 2 7015/14-169-169-2415 + | joining fragments. Non-joining ring foot (five | diam.11.5

fragments). Slight wheel-ridging on interior.
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LAGYNOI (FiG. 3.6:6-8)

At least a dozen fragmentary lagynoi were noted
in the SC169 assemblage, all of which appear to be
imports, possibly from Cyprus. In the southern
Levant, lagynoi are not as common as on Cyprus
(Lund 2015: 68-95), yet they occur at a fair number
of sites. Some of the vessels were banded and some
were the plain version; none were found with finely
painted designs on the shoulder (for general discus-
sions, find-spots, regional and local production
centers and trade patterns see Hayes 1991: 18-21,
mostly from contexts of the late second or early first
centuries BCE; Levine 2003: 106-108; Lund 2003;
Regev 2003: 169-170, Forms 31-32; Rotroff 2006:
82-84; Regev 2009-2010: 135-137; Berlin 2015:
635; Rosenthal-Heginbottom 2015: 677-678). It is
assumed that the vessels imitate wine flasks used
in the Ptolemaic drinking festivals, the lagynopho-
ria, celebrated in honor of Dionysos at Alexandria
(Rotroff 2006: 83).

The lagynoi from SC169 are of two fabrics: slipped
Fabric 1, corresponding to the Cypriot cream-buft ware
with red-painted banding (Hayes 1991: 20-21; Lund
2015: 68 remarks that some of the examples assigned
by Hayes to this ware are made in other fabrics), and
the thin-walled unslipped, Fabric 2, also decorated
with painted banding. By shape the fragments in

Fig. 3.6:6-7 can be attributed to Lunds Form IL.5 —
near-cylindrical body, everted rim and band handle,
dated between the end of the second century and the
first decades of the first centuries BCE (2015: 80).

Fig. 3.6:6. The slip on this vessel covers the exterior
and the interior of the upper neck. There is a band
of red paint along the rim exterior and on top. The
handle is double-grooved. The fragment belongs to
Westholm Type 2 with a long neck tapering upward
and a narrow, annular rim (Lund 2013: PIL 1:2; 2015:
Figs. 49-50; see also Hayes 1991: Fig. 10:1).

Fig. 3.6:7. The exterior slipped surface is carefully
smoothed. The banding in red paint covers the lower
shoulder and the upper body below the carination;
another band runs along the outer face of the foot. The
fragment belongs to Westholm Type 1, its characteris-
tic feature is the almost horizontal shoulder and the
fairly well-marked shoulder line (Lund 2013: Pl 2:1;
2015: Fig. 49; Hayes 1991: Figs. 10:17; 11:15-16).

Fig. 3.6:8. The painted banding runs along the cari-
nation and on the wall below the carination, above
the junction of body and foot and along the outer face
of the foot. With neither neck nor handle preserved
the fragment most likely belongs to the small version
of the carinated lagynos, the widest part of the body
marked by a sharp angle (Lund 2015: 68).

EASTERN SIGILLATA A (ESA) AND RED-SLIPPED WARES (Fic. 3.7)

The relatively scarce imports of ESA and red-slipped
wares are classified according to Hayes forms in Atlante,
according to the Tel Anafa excavation report (Slane
1997) and the recent study by Elaigne (2013). Based on
the stratigraphic evidence from excavations in Beirut
and on physicochemical analyses at Lyon, Elaigne
documented the existence of a Red-Slip Predecessor
(RSP), predating ESA ware with a homogenous, mainly
lustrous slip (vernis grésé, Glanztonfilm), its production
commencing around 125 BCE (Elaigne 2013:217).
Manufactured in workshops along the Gulf of
Iskenderun RSP appears in Beirut contexts in the
course of the second half of the third century BCE
(2013: 216). The repertoire consisted of four basic
shapes with a dull red slip of mediocre quality (2013:
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Fig. 4), inspired by regional forms prevalent in
the Levant and on Rhodes and Cyprus, while only
remotely recalling Classical Attic types. Two fish
plates are assigned to RSP: for Fig. 3.7:1 see Elaigne
2013: Fig. 4: Beirut 637-2 and 507-49; for Fig. 3.7:2
see ibid. Fig.4: Beirut 98-113 and 98-54. Both
shapes are also represented in the color-coated wares,
compare Fig.3.7:1 with Fig.3.8:9-10 and Fig.3.7:2
with Fig.3.8:2. Elaigne further concludes that the
production of BSP was limited to the third quarter
of the second century BCE, thus postdating RSP, and
that the BSP repertoire with a greater shape vari-
ety imitates Attic prototypes (2013: 217-218, Fig. 5).
The two cups Fig.3.7:10-11 are BSP (see Elaigne
2013: Fig.5: Beirut 98-400). Based on the visual
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examination of the fabric the definitely ESA vessels
(Fig. 3.7:3-8; 12-13) are to be attributed to the latest
phase of Maresha’s settlement.

Three additional red-slipped vessels of good quality
are included. In spite of the fabric quality of the juglet
Fig. 3.7:14 a local production cannot be excluded;
for Levantine parallels from Dora and Bet-Yerah see
Guz-Zilberstein 1995: 308, Fig. 6.29:17 and Tal 2017:
62, Type ]G3, Figs. 4.1: JG3. The ring foot in Fig. 3.7:15
is assigned to the Cypriot Form P21 (Eastern Sigillata
D/ESD), a thin-walled bowl with incurved wall
and small foot, finely finished, not common, dated
early to mid-first century BCE (Hayes 1991: 42). On
Cyprus the ware remains uncommon during the late
Hellenistic period (Hayes 1991: 38), and it should be
noted that most imports to the Levant date from the
late first century BCE and onward (Mlynarczyk 2009:
105; Rosenthal-Heginbottom 2014b: 390). The mica-
ceous bowl Fig. 3.7:16 was most likely manufactured
in a worksh