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The first type is unmistakably Hebrew. The second is as 
unmistakably Canaanite. For this reason I speak of this pottery 
as the pottery of the Transition period. Either this second type 
represents the pottery of the Jebusites who remained in the city 
with the Hebrews, or we may regard it as Hebrew imitation of 
Canaanite III. Bronze Age pottery. It dates therefore from about 
1200 B.C. down to 900 B.C. 

Many fragments of terra-cotta figures have been found, chiefly 
outside the east wall. Some of these are representations of animals, 
as, for example; Fig. 6, which is obviously intended to represent 
a sheep. Others represent other animals. The majority, however, 
represent the Mother-goddess. These date from the late monarchy 
down to the exile. All these figures, of which we have a con
siderable number of fragments, were found chiefly in front of the 
Tower and north Bastion. 

For the Hebrew inscribed objects see the following article. 

JJ<:RlTSALEl\I. 0rd SepfoinbPr, 1924-. 

INSCRIBED HEBREW OBJECTS EROM OPHEL. 1 

i.\lR. DUNCAN reports that up to the present about 30 inscribed jar
handles have been found outside the J ebusite East Wall, and they 
continue to come. Some of them are badly stamped or weathered 
and are in consequence very difficult to read_ Those which are 
reproduced here are a selection of the best and most legible 
specimens ; but even where the letters can be easily deciphered it 
is not easy to say what they mean. Such stamps are now very 
well-known, but their raison d'etre has been repeatedly discussed 

1 Based on material sent by Mr. Duncan, and comments by Dr. Hall, 
Pwf. Macalister and the Edtior. 
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and still remains uncertain. The specimens found in the Shephelah 
were printed with a four-winged symbol and the words" to (or for) 

the king" (1~~S), followed by the name of a town (Hebron, Socoh, 
etc.); others were potter's stamps with names, which as on Hebrew 
seals were usually separated by one or two horizontal lines ; see 
the discussion in Bliss and Macalister, Excavations in Plileitine, 
1898-1900, pp. 106-123. It is noteworthy that six jar-handles 
with a two-winged symbol and the names Socoh, Ziph, etc., were 
found by Sir Charles Warren, 79 feet deep, at the south-east angle 
of the Haram enclosure. On various grounds, palaeographical, 
archaeological and others, these stamps hitherto published, would 
seem to go down to the Persian age, though they do not all belong 
to the same period; see Macalister, Gezer, vol. ii, p. 210, and articles 
in the Proceedings of the Society for Bibl. Archaeology, 1910 (by 
E. J. Pilcher), and the Qnarterly Statements, 1910, pp. 232 sqq. (by 
F. W. Read), and 1909, p. 293 (by-S. A. Cook).1 

Of the objects discovered by Mr. Duncan, Nos. 1 and 2 contain 
the letters y-h and y-h-1t respectively. Similar legends have also 
been discovered at Jericho, and in both cases the longer form is 
more common. It is also the form found on the Elephantine 
papyri. Palaeographically the h is noteworthy, as it approximates 
the shape found at Jericho, and suggests Aramaic influence. 
Mr. Duncan rightly rejects the supposition that these letters can 
represent numerals indicating the capacity of the jars, and he 
raises the question whether, since the letters may naturally be 
taken to represent the divine name Jehovah or Yahweh, the 
jar-handles belonged to jars of wine which had been dedicated 
to Yahweh, or paid as taxes in kind to the state. Formerly, 
he suggests, the inscription on these jars was "for the king," 
and the name of the town which sent them was added; but 
subsequently, when they came to be stored in the Temple, 

the letters "for the king" qSoS) were replaced by the 

divine name (ii, or 1i1'l). This is ingenious, although difficult to 
substantiate, and fuller light is dcsiderated. 

In Nos. 3-6 we hayc fom letters, but differently arranged; and 
while in No. 4 they are all reyersed, in No. 6 two only are turned 

1 See also P. S. P. Hancock, Archaeology of the Holy Land, pp. 293 sqq.; 
Vincent, Canaan, pp. 357 sqq., and P. Thomsen, Kompend'ium de·1· paliistin. 
Alterfomskunde, p. 86, 
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the wrong way and the writing is boustrophedon. The four letters 
are he, yod, resh (or possibly daleth) and teth (or 'ayin). The circular 
character is certainly 'ayin in No. 3, but the transverse bar, seen 
most clearly in ~ o. 5, speaks for a teth. The remarkable fact is 
that the same lettering was found by Prof. Macalistcr at Gezer (see 
Q.S., 1907, p. 264, fig. 6), in a stamp which attracted attention by 
reason of its clear-cut script, the form of the teth, and the difficulty 
of explaining the letters (see Q.S., 1907, p. 319, S. A. Cook; and 
1908, p. 76, E. J. Pilcher). Mr. Pilcher was inclined to ignore the 
t_eth as a graphic device of a signet divided into two parts by a 
horizontal line, and he proposed the name Hiddai (,,ii), which 
occurs in 2 Sam. xxiii, 30. The new discoveries now reopen the 
discussion. Mr. Duncan tentatively suggests that Nos. 3 and 4 
might be read Adaiah (ii,,y), the name found in 2 Kings xxii, 1 
and elsewhere. In any case (I) it is uncertain whether we have to 
read a daleth or a resh, and a teth or 'ayin; (2) it seems natural to 
presume that all the specimens are to be interpreted similarly ; and 
(3) the different combinations tell against any compound of the 
divine name (Yah). If anything, the order (allowing for 

alternatives) seems to be ~ ii , ~. See also p. 186 n. 

The objects found at Jericho showed that it was customary to 
imitate old patterns, and one of the best illustrations of the_ 
deterioration that could ensue is afforded by a comparison of the 
pentacle-stamp found at Gezer (Q.,~., 1904, p. 211; Gezer ii, p. 209, 
No. 359) with that discovered earlier at Tell Zakariya (Excav. in 
Pal., pl. 56, fig. 44); for while in the angles of the former there 

are obvious Hebrew characters (11 'lt)~U.,,',), in the latter there are 
conventional ornaments which are unintelligible until we see the 
sort of original from which they could have been derived. Here 
too, the letters are ambiguous, and their arrangement and position 
are uncertain. Now in No. 7, not only have we another pentacle
stamp, but some of the letters appear to be identical with those on 
the Gezer-specimen. Mr. Duncan, who has had the advantage of 

studying the original, proposes the reading ii , ~ f ~ ; this, 

however, is not borne out by the photograph and drawing which 
he has sent, though it must be confessed that it is difficult to 
suggest a plausible explanation. 

No. 8 bears the device of a cross within an incomplete oval, and 
looks uncommonly like a more or less conventional representation 
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of the two-winged symbol, such as is illustrated in Excav. in Pal., 
plate 56, Nos. 8, 9, 14, 16, etc.1 

No. 9 bears the stamp of an Egyptian scarab. "The ware," writes 
Mr. Duncan, "is really Third Bronze Age pottery baked hard and 
red externally to a depth of nearly ½ inch and black in the core, 
with a great quantity of grit uniformly distributed throughout. 
The grit is not so finely ground as in the pottery of the 'Transition' 
period." The scarab, according to Dr. Hall, is of the Middle 
Kingdom (XIIIth dynasty, about 1900 B.C.), and therefore many 
centuries earlier. But such old scarabs were possibly used later in 
Palestine, whereas in Egypt they would no longer be used; hence the 
date of the original scarab does not necessarily affect the date of the 
pottery among which it was found, though of course it ought to be 
taken into consideration. As regards the design, Dr. Hall further 
states that it is "an arrangement of ideographs that may be regarded 
with some plausibility as signifying a wish that life, protection and 
peace may be 'behind' or surround the owner." The drawing of the 
stamp (above) is by Mr. S. R. K. Glanville of the British Museum. 

No .. 10 is again a difficult stamp to decipher. Mr. Duncan 
states that it has even been suggested that it is really Hittite. It 
looks like a debased copy of some such Hebrew lettering as i"l~?D, 
but since he observes that the ware is of the Third Bronze Age and 
that, so far as the pottery goes, both Nos. 9 and 10 mlly date as far 
back as 1200 B.c., the decipherment must be left for the present. 

There is one other jar-handle of interest of which two specimens 
have been found. It hears a stamp representing a young lion and 
is uninscribed. It will be recalled that the lion was often repre
sented on seals, etc., found at Megiddo. 2 

Besides these handles Mr. Duncan bas been fortunate enough 
to discover a small inscribed Hebrew ostrakon. It was found in 
the great cave which was used as a dump by the Parker excavation 
party in making the Tunnel. Its true provenance is therefore 
uncertain. The sherd, writes l\lr. Duncan, is " pre-exilic Hebrew 
pottery and measures about 4 by 3 inches. There was no 
appearance of a fresh break when we found it, but as it had been 
put into the cave it may have been broken by Parker's workmen, 
and therefore may be part of a larger fragment. The writing is 

1 Cf. Vincent, Canaan, p. 358 (right-hund), Handcock, Archaeol. of the 
Holy Land, p. 294 and fig. 88, No. 10. 

2 Mr. Duncan sends a drawing, which, with his otlier drawings and 
photographs, can be seen at the OfficP of the Fund. 
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traceable to the edge. We found it in Cave 1 about midway in 
the filling, and it must therefore have come from a good many 
yards further up the Tunnel, somewhere perhaps underneath 
Field 3, the field north of our first field. The cave has 
unfortunately been deluged with sewage and surface drainage, 
which found its way down by the funnel. All the pottery was 
therefore caked with mud, which became very hard when dried. 
The ostrakon suffered from this. It had to be washed ; and I 
attribute the preservation of the inscription to the fact that the 
man who washed it was so given to dealing gently with hi"mself and 
avoiding over-exertion, that he habitually rubbed lightly. It 
suffers also from another defect. There is a whitish slip on the 
external surface of the red pottery. This slip is so badly put on 
that it will almost rub off with the finger. It looks as if it was 
merely an accidental deposit of lime. It was on the top of this slip 
that the writer wrote his message or memorandum; and the ink 
which he used, though it must have been powerful stuff to last so 
long, was not strong enough to penetrate to the red ware 
underneath, therefore wherever the slip has been chipped some of 
the writing has disappeared, in part or altogether." 

It is identical in type with the numerous ostraka found by the 
Harvard expedition to Samaria. The writing is cursive, reminiscent 
both of these and of the Siloam inscription, and in this respect it is 
in striking contrast to the lapidary style on the jar-handles (notably 
No. 5). The decipherment is extremely difficult, and in spite of a 
photograph and two drawings, most of it remains obscure. Besides 
his own decipherment Mr. Duncan sends an annotated transcription 
and translation signed by Professors Albright and Margolis, and to 
these gentlemen we have to express our sincerest thanks. With 
the help of this material the following account may be provisionally 
issued to our readers. 

.r,i"lj?"D.ll::J. 

.n,"']?'Dl,'::J. 

l'ranscription. l 

p 
p 
i::l. 

,;,.,n~ 
, ;,., <:iH:, i! 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 
1 .A. dot is placed above certain doubtful letters. It is notoriously difficult. 

to copy half·illegible inscriptions, as is pro\"ed, for example, by the different 
" facsimiles" of the Siloam inscription. The differences between Mr. Duncan's 
two drawings show that it would be premature to treat the one which we 
1·eprodnce-merely by way of illustration-as final. 
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In line 1 the reading proposed is " Hezekiah the son of Kore 
the Kithlishite." Professors Albright and Margolis point out that 
a Kore (a not uncommon personal name) was a contemporary of 
king Hezekiah (2 Chron. xxxi, 14). Kithlish is named apparently 
as a place in the lowlands of Judah, in Josh. xv, 40. Mr. Duncan, 
however, rightly finds it difficult to read the initial letter as a kaph 
and proposes beth, but the Professors point out that the suggested 
kaph is differently shaped from certain beths. D.'s proposal could 
not have anything to do with Bethel, nor can an ethnic of some 
Beth-Lesh (Laish) be conjectured; even A.-M.'s Kithlish is on 
textual and philological grounds (being a quadriliteral) of dubious 
genuineness. At the end D. observes that he finds traces of the 

reading n:(1 y)1,~, and that the preceding ~ in some lights might 
be ~ or i. He adds, "as some of these five last letters are 
written on the red sherd, it is clear that the slip was rubbed off at 
that part before the inscription was written. It is a great pity the 
writer did not rub it all off; and I fear it argues against the 
importance of his memorandum that he did not choose his sherd 
more carefully." 

In line 2 A.-M. and D. read the name Ahijah, but while the 
former doubtfully read piu,,,n (hash-Shorek), the latter tentatively 
suggested p,:sn, and rendered "son of Zedek," or in view of the 
use of the definite article, " son of righteousness," a comment on 
Ahijah's character. Prof. Macalister suggests that it may stand for 
Jehozadak (i.e., reading p,:s[i]i1[~]). There follows (according to 
A.-M.) "in the valley of --," though the toph should possibly be 
read ~ade. At the end they read y- r (or d)- th, though a valley 
with such a name is not known. On the other hand, D. reads 
o~,JOY:J, but this can hardly mean, as he suggests, " who lives 
among the Gadites" {or by the shore, reading i1 for the final O); 
though if we read, as he later suggests, ,,,:y~, we obtain the 
more plausible "who (dwells) in En-gedi." He states that there is 
trace of another letter on the very edge of the sherd ; but though 
the slip is intact there is quite an inch in between with no trace of 
writing whatever. 

The beginning of line 3 is badly rubbed, the traces may point to 
the name Zephaniah. The name of his father seems to be Kore 
(,ip), or rather Karzi (or the like); it is unknown in Hebrew

, Chorazin is spelt o~t'"'l:'.j {Ency. Bib., col. 751), but A.-M. remarks 
that it occurs in Nabataean (Chabot, Repert. d'Epig. Semit., No. 53). 

M 
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The rest of the line, according to A.-M., is the same as line 2, bnt 
D. reads 'l::l,/?03':l, or preferably M""l'i'OYJ, ·and supposes that 
the man lived "among the Kenites " or more probably " in 
Kir-hareseth," assuming that the end of the line is incomplete. As 
Kir-hareseth or Kir0heres is Kerak of Moab, D. remarks that 
En-gedi (if read in line 2) would be on the road. "There is just 
space for these four letters to fill up to the edge of the sherd, and 
there are indications that the line ran to the edge." Beneath the 
kheth he finds a stroke which belongs to a word below, now 
obliterated. 

In general, as !\fr. Duncan remarks, not only is the pottery 
pre-exilic but the provenance of the ostrakon demands a date when 
the Inner Jebusite Wall and the Rock Scarp described above were 
clear of all debris down to the floor-level of the cave; for the sherd 
lay under t,he edge of the Rock Scarp where it had been thrown 
when broken. The date must therefore be somewhere about 750 
to 700 B.C. In his opinion "the cursive style is not so far developed 
on the Samarian Ostraka, and it is possible that these are earlier, 
though this is by no means a safe inference." Professors Albright 
and Margolis in their statement describe the ostrakon as "probably 
from the seventh-century B.c." In any case, the writing, as 
Mr. Duncan points out, has been done with a soft reed; all the 
down strokes are heavy and broad, tapering to a point; the thinner 
lines have been made by the edge of the reed. There are several 
palaeographical peculiarities but in view of the difficulty of 
decipherment it would be premature to enlarge upon at this stage. 

Provisionally, and with all reserve, the following translation 
may be offored : 

1. Hezekiah, the son of Kore, the Kithlishite. 
2. Ahijah, son of Zedek (or Shorek), in the valley of Y-r(d)-th. 
3. Zephaniah, son of :Karzi, in the valley of Y-r(d)-th.1 

S. A. C. 

1 For Nos, 3-6, see also Q.S., 1909, p. 22, with Lidzbarski's co=ents, 
ib., p. 154 (also his Ephemeris, iii, 44). Ai:. inexplicable l:l appeus also on the 

jar-handles found &t Elephantine (l:l ,~~~), and is by some regarded as the 
debased form of some symbol; see Sachau's edition, p. 254 sq., Ungnad, p. 109 sq. 
In the case of these the script is of the Persian period. 




