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The history of archaeological research in the
Holy Land is almost as complex as its politics. The
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ol archacology than any other region in the world.
Nonethelessitis fair to say that much, if notmost, of
this archacology has been inextricably linked to the
study of the Bible. It is not just coincidence that the
Archbishop of Canterbury (along with Queen Vie-
toria) was onc of the founding patrons of the Pales-
tine Exploration Fund in 1865, and that the Fran-
ciscan and Dominican religious orders have been
in the forefront of archacological rescarch there.
In recent years, due to changes in the direction of
both archacological and biblical rescarch, this con-
nection has begun to break down. This trend in the
archaeology of the Holy Land needs to be viewed
as part of broader changes in the discipline. Histo-
rians and archacologists of all periods are moving
away [rom an carlicr emphasis on specific events
and concentrating on long-term systemic develop-
ments in human history. This entails the study of
various spheres of human activity—economic, reli-
gious, political, and domestic, to name just a few—
and the interaction of these with the natural envi-
ronment. The thematic organization of the exhibi-
tion reflects some of these developments.

Archacology is a discipline in which the human-
istic and scientific methods of inquiry are used in
tandem. The history of the development of archac-
ology and its various schools can be seen in one
sense as an ongoing debate over the relative value
of various modes of inquiry. Put another way, it
might be characterized as the search for appropri-
ate questions to ask of the archacological record
and the best tools that can be used to extract an-
swers. These all of necessity vary from era to era
and from region (o region, although one school of
archacology, the processual or “new” archacology,
emphasizes the scarch for universal laws of human
behavior.?

[t is generally agreed that the major goal of
archacological rescarch, in the Holy Land and
clsewhere, is to gain a better understanding of
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brought about new subsistence strategies and set-
tlement patterns among the indigenous Canaan-
ites, changing relations between the settled and
nomadic populations, re-emerging Egyptian influ-
ence and, yes, some new peoples. In the Wor(ls
of Israel Finkelstein, one of the more prominent
voices in the debate, “the emergence of early Isracl
(and other ‘national’ entities in the southern Lev-
ant) was . . . determined by a combination of long-
term history and short-term circumstances, and by
abalance between local developments and external
influences”—not a simple picture, but one more
in keeping with the archacological record than the
biblical account. !

Many of the objects in the current exhibition
testify to the constant interaction between the lo-
cal and the external in the Holy Land, not only
in the Iron Age but for the preceding _zm(l suc-
ceeding epochs as well. Egyptian and Syrian Prod—
ucts préd()mina[(—:, but the sample of Greek, Cypri-
ote, and Italian materials testify to the wider world
within which the peoples of the Holy ‘Lzm(l oper-
ated throughout their history. The arli[ac}’s on dis-
play are all drawn from the collections of the Mu-

seum of Art and Archaeology at the University of

Missouri-Columbia, a fact that illustrates the mu-
secum’s own long involvement with the zu‘(‘l];}c()logy
of the Holy Land. This involvement combines an
active program of excavation with astute pln"cln}s-
ing and zléi(plisition. The excavated items on (l?s—
play come from Saul Weinberg’s fieldwork at .thl
Anafa and Gladys Davidson Weinbm‘g’s excavation
of Jalame, both pioneering projects in the archae-
ology of Israel. g
Gladys Weinberg’s expedition to Jalame (.19():%—
1971) was the museum’s first major excavation i
the Holy Land. Weinberg selected Jalame, a sn.m]l
glass factory in the Western Galilee, for CX(‘ZW'AU()I']
after extensive survey and testing of other possi-
ble glass manufacturing sites throughout the re-
gi()n: % Her goal, as with much of her well-known
work on ancient glass, was to reach a better under-
standing of the technology of ancient glass man-
ufacture. Weinberg’s interest in the Le<:11m’>logy of
glass predated by some years the wider focus of cur-
rent archacology in the Holy Land and hf.‘ll‘ (:m:cful
pre-excavation survey was also ahead of its tme.
Her subsequent excavations demonstrated »];1121_111(‘
to be one of the most informative glass 1)1'().(11,1(11()11
sites found to date. On display from l.hf‘ site are a
number of glass discards and wasters. From these
finds and others at Jalame Weinberg was able to

demonstrate the techniques of ancient glass manu-
facture as never before possible. Her publication of
the site and its glass'® has been hailed as “undoubt-
edly the most important contribution to the study
of glass from Byzantine Palestine in recent years.”!”
The museum’s purchased collection of glass, sev-
eral pieces of which are on display in this exhi-
bition, has long profited from Gladys Weinberg’s
deep knowledge and unerring eye for a prize piece.

The museum’s second major field project in
the Holy Land was Saul Weinberg’s excavation
at Tel Anafa, a predominantly Hellenistic and
Roman settlement in the Upper Galilee (1968-
73, 1978-81, 1986). The project, co-sponsored
in its later years by the Kelsey Museum at the
University of Michigan, revealed most famously a
luxurious Hellenistic villa of the second century
B.Cc.l.. On display here are a number of pieces
of the elegant stucco that adorned the walls of
the villa. Also on display is a selection of pottery
and other housechold artifacts from the villa. Saul
Weinberg’s expedition to Tel Anafa was among
the first explicitly “problem-oriented” excavations
in the Holy Land."™ His research plan, which was
based on meticulous recording and total retrieval
of the cultural material, allowed the reconstruction
of the entire assemblage and context of an ancient
houschold to an extent never before possible in the
Holy Land." Analysis of this complete assemblage
allowed the publication team to identify diverse
cultural elements; the most prominent among
these were Greek and Phoenician.® The clearly
recorded stratigraphy allowed accurate dating for
eastern sigillata A, the most popular Hellenistic
fine pottery of the southern Levant; it also made
it possible to compare the origin and development
of this regional industry with the most important
sigillata industry, that of Italy.*!

The Weinbergs’ excavations in Israel focussed on
the later periods of the Holy Land’s occupation.
The “Testament of Time” exhibition with its beau-
tifully displayed range of artifacts dating from the
fourth millennium B.c.E. to the eighth century C.x.
shows the much wider scope of their interests. Fos-
tered by the Weinbergs, the Museum of Art and Ar-
chaeology at the University of Missouri—-Columbia
grew from a small display in a few rooms of the
university’s Ellis Library to the impressive collec-
tions the visitor can see today. Testament of Time:
Antiquities from the Holy Land shows off in depth the
museum’s holdings from one region of the ancient
world; the permanent collections are a testament to
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a tradition of responsible and educated collecting,
a tradition we expect and hope to continue in the
times to come.

—S.C.H.
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Death and Burial in the Early Bronze Age

O ALL THE TRAITS THAT DEFINE OUR HUMAN-
ity, perhaps the carliest to reveal itsell in the
archaeological record wasrespect for the dead. The
simple act of burying another human being, n
order 1o protect the body from scavenging animals
or defilement by human agents, is among the
most basic practices of all socicties. Tt suggests a
belief that death is not the end of things, but is
part of a spiritual trajectory that can be sensed
by instinct but never completely understood. The
presence of grave goods (weapons, tools, cooking

pots, and/or jars of comestibles) points to a belief

in an afterlife in which such commodities would be
desired or necessary. Alternatively, these offerings
may be seen asa form of conspicuous consumption,
whereby family members buried valuable items
with the dececased in order to make a statement
about the financial status or social position of the
family.

The grave groups presented here are from the
site of Bab edh-Dhra, situated on awide plain to the
southeast of the Dead Sea, overlooking the Lisan
Peninsula to the west. The area was first explored
during the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries
by biblical scholars who were mainly interested in
locating the “Cities of the Plain,” especially the
notorious Sodom and Gomorrah (Genesis 19:24—
28). The wider archaeological importance of Bab
edh-Dhrd, however, was first recognized by W. I
Albright during a briel survey of the region con-
ducted in 1924, In 1965, Paul Lapp began an ar-
chacological project at the site with the immediate
goal of determining the nature and extent of its
prehistoric cemetery. One ol the major successes
of the initial scason was the isolation of a series
of small tombs entered from above through vert-
cal shafts. These tombs contained a new and dis-
tinctive corpus of pottery representing the earliest
phase of the Early Bronze Age (Early Bronze IA).
Until his untimely death in 1967, Lapp continued
to work at Bab edh-Dhra, where he succeeded in
defining or redefining all of the major subdivisions

~I

of the Early Bronze Age. In 1975, Lapp’s work was
resumed by two ol his students, Walter Rast and
Thomas Schaub. They pursued excavations at the
site as well as a program of publication in order to
make the finds of the carlier seasons available to
scholars.

During the Early Bronze IA period, groups ol
scasonal pastoralists (nomads) discovered the site
of Bab edh-Dhra and used it as a cemetery for
secondary burial. They returned to the site on
a more or less regular schedule to graze their
flocks and bury the remains of their dead, which
they brought with them from other locations. In
cach carly Bronze TA shalt tomb, disarticulated
skeletons were placed in the center ol the burial
chamber, with funerary goods arranged around the
perimeter. From two to ten individuals were buried
at the same time in this way.

The later evidence from Bab edh-Dhra illus-
trates the transition from nomadic existence 1o
settlement. By Early Bronze 1B, a sizeable town
had developed at the site, which was later (Larly
Bronze 1I-11I) protected by an impressive stone
wall about 7 meters wide. At first the carly settlers
buried their loved ones in round funerary build-
ings constructed of mudbrick. By the time the de-
fensive wall was completed, they also built larger,
rectangular funerary structures. As the settlement
became more permanent and its population in-
creased, burial became more labor-intensive, with
mudbrick charnel houses requiring laborers who
specialized in their construction. Shortly thereafter
the settlement was destroyed by a conflagration,
which was followed by a return to the practice of
burial in shaft tombs.

The University of Missouri collection contains
two tomb groups from Paul Lapp’s work at Bab
edh-Dhra: Tomb A70 from Cemetery A and Tomb
€3 from Cemetery G, both of which are dated to
the carliest period (Early Bronze IA). The tomb
groups were presented to the Museum ol Art
and Archaeology by the Department of Antiquities



28 TESTAMENT OF TIME,

of the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan. For an
introduction to the site of Bab edh-Dhr4, sce Lapp,
“Cemetery,” and “Bab edh-Dhra Tomb A76”; Rast
and Schaub, Southeastern Dead Sea Plain; and Schaub
and Rast, Bab edh-Dhra.

CEMETERY A

Tomb A70 presented a burial chamber that was
circular in plan, although roughly “flattened” on
its southern side where it joined the vertical shaft
through which it was entered. The burial chamber
had been closed by a roughly oval blocking stone,
which did not prevent water from entering the
tomb. Water action moved the grave goods from
their original position(s) and contributed to the
destruction of much of the organic material in
the tomb. In the center of the chamber, in line
with the axis of the entrance, lay a fragmentary
and disarticulated pile of bones that had originally
been placed on a mat on the floor. To the west
of the bone pile, four skulls were encountered
lying on, or very close to, the traces of matting.

The skulls may have originally formed part of

the pile, but in any case there was an insufficient
number of other bones to completely represent
four individuals. The assemblage of seven vessels
for four people seems abitstingy and may indicate a
removal (orreuse) of some of the original offerings
by the diggers of contemporary Tomb 725, which
intruded upon the burial chamber of Tomb A70 on
its southwestern perimeter.

NOTES

For a discussion of Tomb A70, complete with plan
and section drawings of the pottery pieces in situ:
Schaub and Rast, Bab edh-Dhra, 110-115, and figs.
62 and 66 (1-7).

For a similar treatment of Tomb C3: Schaub and
Rast, Bab edh-Dhra, 192-95, and figs. 120-29.

AL
1 LARGE BOWL

Early Bronze IA, ca. 3100-3000 B.c.E.

Bab edh-Dhri, Jordan, Tomb Group A70

H. 0.13, D. rim 0.22, D. base 0.087

Pottery; chips in rim; five cracks extending from
rim to body; exterior surface flaking

Courtesy of the Department of Antiquities of the
Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan (78.7 Tal )

The fine-to-medium-textured, light brown clay
with white, black and some micaceous inclusions,
straw casts, and a gray core is covered by a reddish-
yellow slip. The bowl is handmade with a flat
base, flaring sides, and a slightly everted rim. The
surfaces are probably wet-smoothed.

Schaub and Rast assign this vessel to their Basic
Deep Bowl Form (0562) in medium size and lightly
closed shape. It has a rounded rim (Type 11), a
concave juncture with the wall (Type 15), and a
flat base.

PUBLISHED

Schaub and Rast, Bdb edh-Dhrd, 110, 114, and fig.
66:5. Tomb A70, P#1 (Reg. No. 91239).

NOTES

For similar but smaller bowl with same clay:
Wampler, Tell En-Nasbeh, 163, pl. B1:1117.

Parallels from Jericho and Megiddo: Wampler, Tell
En-Nasbeh, 98.

Discussion of the type: Schaub and Rast, Bab
edh-Dhra, 6-8, 244

AL

2 SMALL BOWL

Early Bronze IA, ca. 3100-3000 B.c.E.

Bab edh-Dhra, Jordan, Tomb Group A70

H. 0.045, D. rim 0.079

Pottery; chipping and large piece missing from
rim; broken into six pieces and reconstructed

Courtesy of the Department of Antiquities of the
Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan (78.77.2)

Handmade of a coarse, pink clay with large
gray-black and white grit, and straw casts, the bowl
is formed with a flat disc foot and a flaring open
body. The surface is probably wet-smoothed.

Schaub and Rast assign this vessel to their Basic
Small Deep Bowl Form (0774) with open form
and curved walls. It has a simple-direct tapered
rim (Type 12) and a simple (Type 50) ring base.

PUBLISHED

Schaub and Rast, Bab edh-Dhra, 110, 114, and fig.
66:6. Tomb A70, P#2 (Reg. No. 91240).

NOTES

For parallel forms but with punctate band near
rim: Lapp, “Bab edh-Dhra Tomb A 76,” 21, fig.
8:2 and 22, fig. 9:14.
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1-7 Vessel Assemblage from Tomb A70, Cemetery A

For the type: Schaub and Rast, Bab edh-Dhra, 6-8,
245-46.
A.L.

3 JUG

Early Bronze IA, ca. 3100-3000 B.C.E.

Bab edh-Dhra, Jordan, Tomb Group A70

H. 0.104, D. rim 0.050

Pottery; broken and mended, about one-third
missing (part of base, body, and rim); chip in
handle; flaking on bottom; slip worn

Courtesy of the Department of Antiquities of the
Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan (78.77.3)

with

Fhe medium-textured, mottled pink clay
large black and white grit is covered by a light red

v

slip. The rounded base is attached to an ovoid body
with its maximum diameter below the median, an
offset neck, and a straight-sided, slightly flaring
and out-turned rim. One strap handle is attached
from the body to the neck.

Schaub and Rast assign this vessel to their Basic

Juglet Form (0445) with tall neck, round body,

round to flattened base, and mid-range tangent.
Its handle is their Type 22 (loop handle attached
from below rim to shoulder), with a lightly flared,
curved-out rim (Type 62) and a simple, round
base (Type 20).

PUBLISHED
Schaub and Rast, Bab edh-Dhra, 110, 114, and fig.
66:3. Tomb A70, P#3 (Reg. No. 91241). (
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NOTES

For a parallel form: Lapp, “Bab edh-Dhra Tomb A
76, 21, fig. 8:10.

For the type: Schaub and Rast, Bab edh-Dhya, 6-8,
240).

For similar jugs from Bab edh-Dhra (Tomb
A78NW) that have been used as a standard
for the repertoire of Early Bronze A funerary
pottery at the site: Schaub in Rast and Schaub,
Southeastern Dead Sea Plain, 85, {ig. 3:2—-6 and the
chronological discussion on pp. 69-70.

Al

4 JAR

Early Bronze IA, ca. 3100-3000 B.C.E.

Bab edh-Dhra, Jordan, Tomb Group A70

H. 0.106, D. rim 0.051

Pottery; mended but still missing pieces; chip in
rim, base flaked (in antiquity?), slip worn and
surface slightly abraded

Courtesy of the Department of Antiquities of the
Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan (78.77.4)

Although the reddish-yellow clay with medium
black-gray grit is covered by an orange slip, the
surface has a mottled finish and scorch marks
on its body. The handmade form has a flattened
bottom, ovoid body with maximum diameter
below the median, an offset neck leading to a
straight-sided, slightly flaring and out-turned rim.
The clay was probably wet-smoothed.

Schaub and Rast assign this vessel to their Basic
Jar Form (0265) with tall, wide neck, round to
flattened base, low tangent, and ovoid shape. It
has a tapered simple-direct rim (Type 12) and a
simple round base (Type 20).

PUBLISHED
Schaub and Rast, Bab edh-Dhra, 110, 114, and fig.
66:4 from Tomb A70, P#4 (Reg. No. 91242).

NOTES
For the type: Schaub and Rast, Bab edh-Dhra, 6-8,
238-40).

ALL.
5 JAR

Early Bronze IA, ca. 3100-3000 B.C.E.
Bab edh-Dhra, Jordan, Tomb Group A70
Preserved H. 0.103, preserved D. rim 0.052

TESTAMENT OF 'T'IMI,

Pottery; missing part of body and about 80% of
rim

Courtesy of the Department of Antiquities of the
Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan (78.77.5)

The medium-coarse, reddish-yellow clay with
large black and white grit has a motted finish and
scorch marks on its body. The vessel is handmade,
with a flat bottom and globular body with offsct
neck. The surface was probably wet-smoothed.

Schaub and Rast assign this vessel to their Basic

Juglet Form (0444) with tall neck, round body,

round to flattened base and mid-range tangent.
Its handle is their Type 22 (loop handle attached
from below rim to shoulder), with a tapered
simple-direct rim (Type 12), and a simple, round
base (Type 20).

PUBLISHED

Schaub and Rast, Bab edh-Dhra, 110, 114, and fig.
66:1. Tomb A70, P#5 (Reg. No. 91243).

NOTES
For the type: Schaub and Rast, Bab edh-Dhrd, 6-8,
240.
AL,

6 JUG

Early Bronze IA, ca. 3100-3000 B.C.E.

Bab edh-Dhra, Jordan, Tomb Group A70

Preserved H. 0.075, preserved D. rim 0.048

Pottery; mended; missing small fragment from
body, strap handle, neck and rim (handle and
neck probably broken off in antiquity)

Courtesy of the Department of Antiquities of the
Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan (78.77.6)

The fine reddish-yellow clay is covered by a
burnished orange slip. The handmade jug has a
flattened bottom, an ovoid body with maximum
diameter below the median, and the remains of a
strap handle attachment on its body.

Schaub and Rast assign this vessel to their
Basic Juglet Form (0445) with tall neck, round
body, round to flattened base, and low tangent.
Its handle and rim are missing, preventing type
designations, but it has a [lattened base (Type 31)
with interior concavity.

PUBLISHED
Schaub and Rast, Bab edh-Dhra, 110, 114, and figs.
66:2, 66:7. Tomb A70, P#6 (Reg. No. 91244).



| DEATII AND BURIAL IN THE EARLY BRONZI AGL

NOTES

For the type: Schaub and Rast, Bab edh-Dina, 9, 240.
A.L.

7 BOWL

Early Bronze IA, ca. 3100-3000 B.C.E.

Bab edh-Dhri, Jordan, Tomb Group A70

H. 0.097, D. rim 0.142

Basalt; chipping in rim, otherwise intact

Courtesy of the Department of Antiquities of the
Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan (78.77.7)

The bowl has a flat base, slightly flaring body
with slightly out-turned rim and a double line of
twisted rope (“knob”) decoration below the rim.
The surface is smoothed. Similarly shaped cups
in terracotta with “twisted rope” decoration also
appcear often at Bab edh-Dhra.

PUBLISHED
Schaub and Rast, Bab edh-Dhra, 110, 114, and fg.
66:7. Tomb A70, P#St.1 (Reg. No. 93380).

NOTES
For the similar cups in terracotta: Lapp, “Bab
cdh-Dhrd Tomb A 76,” 20, hgs. 10:8 and 13.
For a basalt cup in this form with a vestigial raised
band and even rim: Lapp, “Bab edh-Dhra Tomb
A 76,7 fig. 9:Stl and fig. 13.
A.L.

CeMETERY C

Tomb C3 consisted of a single, small chamber,
roughly oval in plan. It was originally approached
from above by a vertical shaft. The shalt was sepa-
rated from the burial chamber by a blocking wall
that had been disturbed at some time prior to its
excavation. In spite of the confusion caused by the
collapse of the original ceiling and the large quan-
tity of sand and gravel washed in through the en-
trance, the tomb seems to have been used for only
a single burial. The bones may have been laid out
on a north-south axis with the head supported by,
or positioned next to, a flat stone. Near the skull
was found the handleless jar (78.79.1), while at the
opposite end of the tomb, where the feet would
be expected, the two bowls were found, with the
smaller (78.79.2) nested inside the larger (78.79.3).
Completing the offerings were a fragment of a
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worked bone whistle (7) found in the smaller bowl
(78.79.2) and a group of beads that had, evidently,
been worn around the neck of the deceased. A
one-handled jug that had been builtinto the block-
ing wall has been included in the tomb inventory
(78.79.2).

For a discussion of Tomb €3 complete with plan
and section drawings: Schaub and Rast, Bab edh-
Dhra, 192-95, and figs. 120-22.

8 JAR

Early Bronze IA, ca. 3100-3000 B.C.E.

Bab edh-Dhra, Jordan, Tomb Group C3

H. 0.112, D. rim 0.057, D. base 0.036

Pottery; three chips in rim, neck broken and
restored, two hairline cracks in body

Courtesy of the Department of Antiquities of the
Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan (78.79.1)

The medium-textured, light brown clay with
medium to large black and white grit is overlain
by a horizontally burnished pink to red slip. The
handmade jar has a depressed base, a globular
body, and an olfset neck with (laring rin.

Schaub and Rast assign this vessel (o their Basic
Jar Form (0271) with tall, wide neck, wide, flad

base, mid-range tangent, and globular to rounded

shape. It has a lightly flared, curved-out rim (Type
62) with a concave juncture with the wall and a
lightly concave, flat base (Type 16).

PUBLISHED
Schaub and Rast, Bab edh-Dhra, 194 (P1), and fig.
122:1. Tomb C3, P#1 (Reg. No. 91860).

NOTES
For the type: Schaub and Rast, Bab edh-Dhra, 6=8,
258-40.
A.L.

9 BOWL

Early Bronze IA, ca. 3100-3000 B.C.E.

Bab edh-Dhra, Jordan, Tomb Group C3

H. 0.057, D. rim 0.155, D. base 0.051

Pottery; chips in rim; broken and restored; slip
worn

Courtesy of the Department of Antiquities of the
Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan (78.79.2)

The reddish-yellow clay is covered by a light red,
burnished slip with scorch marks on the surface.
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8-11 Vessel Assemblage from Tomb C3, Cemetery C

The flat-based form consists of a shallow, flaring
bowl with a straight-sided, slightly flaring rim. A
twisted rope (“knob”) decoration is applied at the
line of carination (body to rim).

Schaub and Rast assign this vessel to their
Basic Medium-Small to Small Deep Bowl Form
(0734) with carinated walls, It has a lightly flared,
curved-out rim (Type 62), a concave juncture with
the wall (Type 15), and a flat base.

PUBLISHED
Schaub and Rast, Bab edh-Dhya, fig. 122:4. Tomb

-

i3, P#2 (Reg. No. 91861)

NOTES

For the type: Schaub and Rast, Bab edh-Dhra, 6-8,
244.

A.L.

10 LARGE BOWL

Early Bronze IA, ca. 3100-3000 5.c.x.

Bab edh-Dhra, Jordan, Tomb Group C3

H. 0.144, D. rim 0.367, D. base 13.7 .

Pottery; four large and many small chips in rim;
large crack from rim to base; surface abraded

Courtesy of the Department of Antiquities of the
Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan (78.79.3)

The coarse, light red clay with large black and
white grit and straw casts s coated by a light red i
to very pale brown burnished slip. The handmade
vessel has a flat disc base, flaring bowl, and a
straight-sided rim with slightly everted lip. A row
of twisted rope (“knob”) decoration is placed at
the line of carination (body to rim). .

Schaub and Rast assign this vessel to their BHSIC
Deep Bowl Form (0555) with medium-large .sue
and carinated, open shape. It has a simple-direct
rounded rim (Type 11) and a concave juncture
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with the wall, and a lightly concave, flat base
(Type 16).

PUBLISHED
Schaub and Rast, Bab edh-Dhrd, fig. 122:3. Tomb
C3, P#3 (Reg. No. 91862).

NOTES o
For the type: Schaub and Rast, Bab edh-Dhra, 69,
242-43.
A.L.

11 JUG

Early Bronze IA, ca. 3100-3000 B.C.E.

Bab edh-Dhra, Jordan, Tomb Group C3

H. 0.110, D. body 0.106 (rim not presel.*ved)

Pottery; about 50% body and neck missing, broken
into three pieces and mended N i

Courtesy of the Department of Antiquities of the
Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan (78.79.4)

The medium-coarse, light reddish brown (‘l‘fl)’
with large black and white grit is overlain by a light

reddish brown slip with micaceous inclusions. The
rim is painted with a weak red slip line on the
interior. The handmade form has a flat disc base, a
globular body, an offset neck with a slightly flaring
rim, and one strap handle attached from the body
to just below the rim.

Schaub and Rast assign this vessel to their Basic

Juglet Form (0451) of medium size, with tall neck,

round body, wide base, and mid-range tangent. Its
handle is their Type 28 (loop handle with horn at
crest), with a lighty flared, curved-out rim (Type
62), a concave juncture with the wall (Type 15),
and a flat base.

PUBLISHED
Schaub and Rast, Bab edh-Dhra, fig.
C3, P#4 (Reg. No. 91863).

122:2. Tomb

NOTES
For a parallel piece: Lapp, “Bab edh-Dhri, Tomb
A 76, 22, fig. 9:18.
For the type: Schaub and Rast, Bab edh-Dhra, 6-8,
240-41.
A.L.




