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T SYNAGOGUES IN ISRAEL 

ASHER OVADIAH® 

  

  “This article deals with the relief and mosaic art of the ancient synagogues of 
Isracl (ranging in date between the third and eighth centuries C.E.) and 
specifically with two aspects of this art—the ornamental and icono- 
graphic—which invite certain questions: 

1. What was the attitude of the rabbinic teachers to the plastic arts in 
general and to the figurative moifs in particular? How did they reconcile the 
latter (i.e. the figurative motifs) with the Second Commandment: “You 
shall not make for yourself any sort of carved image or any sort of like- 
ness...” (Ex. 20:4)? 

2. To what degree were the figurative representations and ornamental 
moifs nended to be symbolic or didactic? 

3. Dida specifically Jewish art exist in antiquity? 
In the prevailing absence of adequate evidenee, these questions will not 

always admit of definitive and clear-cut answers. We shal thus use rabbinic 
witings to supplement archacological data. 

    

     

'RELIEF ARTIN SYNAGOGUES 

Most of the synagogues i the Galilee and Golan regions were buil in the 
third century C.E., while others were constructed—according to the archaeo- 
logical evidence—during the fourth and fifth centuris C.E. 

Asa general rulethe facades of these synagogues were lavishily decorated 
with relief carving to create an impression of grandeur. However, thei inte- 
riors were kept simple and free of adormment so as not to distract the wor- 
shipper's atention from his prayers and devotion. The relief carvings were 
confined almost exclusively (0 the lintels and jambs of doors and windows 
and to the decoration of the architraves,frizes, and so on. These relicf carv- 
ings constitutc a major discovery, for they clearly prove that the synagogue 
art of the mishnaic and talmudic periods, in contravention of the biblical 
prohibition regarding human representation, was rich in figurative moifs 

      

  

    

  

  

* I memory of my father.inaw Rabbi Abrsham Sofer (Schreiber). His lfe work 
Redaction of the writings of Rabbi Menshers ben Solomon Meir 

! Sce Kohl and Watsinger; Avigad, "Synsgogues”; Avi-Yonah, *Architecture’s Avi- 
Yoush, “Ancient Synagogues' and Ma'oz, “Synagogucs,  
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(. human and animal representations) i addition to ‘permitted” geometric 
and plant designs. These oramental carvings are infused with the 
Hellenistic and Roman spirit dominating the intellectual lfe and education 
of the architects, artists and donors of the synagogue building; this is 
equally evident throughout the architecture and art of the pagan temples of 
the Eastern Mediterrancan region (Syria, Lebanon, Transjordan and Israc])2 

Scholarly opinion at first viewed these ornamental reief carvings as the 
work of ‘apostate’ Jewish artists (stemming from and sanctioned by 
“apostate’ Jewish communities) or, alternatively, as “bestowed” on the Jews 
by Roman emperors in a gesture of goodwill which would have been ungra- 
cious (and unwise) to reject, But the evidence of the wall-paintings of the 
Dura-Europos synagogue,* along with the colored floor mosaics of the 
srael synagogues, clearly prove that figurative carvings were not banned 
for synagogue omamentation by the Jews in general, or, specifically, by the 
Jews of the Galilee and Golan regions, who evidently did not regard them as 
offending against the Second Commandment. At the same time the Jews 
took care not to produce any three-dimensional sculptures for their syna- 
gogues. The sole exceptions are the lion sculptures at Capernaum, 
Chorazin, and Kefar Bar‘am, apparently symbolizing the ‘lion of Judah.S 

‘The relief decorations of the Galilean and Golan synagogues embrace a 
very ich and varied range of subjects, forms and motifs, be they ar- 
chitectural, geometrical, plant, human or animal. The repertoire also in- 
cludes such typical Jewish motifs as the menorah, Torah Ak, incense 
shovel, lulab and ethrog. Also found are the Magen David (Shield/Star of 
David), Seal of Solomon (a five-pointed sar), amphora and various zodiacal 
signs. OF special note is the basalt-carved throne known as kathedra di- 
Moshe (Seat of Moses). Examples were found in the synagogues of 
Chorazin® and Hammath-Tiberias.” These thrones are sumptuously oma- 

    

   

  

  

  

  

    

2 H.C. Buter, Publicaions o an American Archueological Expediton o Syria in 1899- 
1900, Architecture and Other Aris (New York. 1903); D. Krencker and W. 
Zchietschmann, Ranische Tempel in Syien (Berin-Leipzg, 1938), CH. Kraeling, ed., 
Gerusa—City of the Decapolis (New Haven, 1938), pp. 1251 A. Ovadish, M. Fischer, | 
Roll and G. Sola, “The Roman Temple at Kedesh in Upper Galice,” Qadmoniot 15, 10 4 

(60) 1982): 21-125. 
3 See Sukenik, Dura- Europos, 
4 See M. Avi-Yonah, “Mosaic Pavement in Plestine” Quarterly of the Depariment of 

Aniiuites in Palesine 2 (1993): 136-181; 3 (1934)26-87, 49.73; 4 (1935): 187-193; E. 
Kitainger, Jrael Mosais of the Byzantine Period (New York, 1965) 

5 See Goodenough, vl. 1, pp. 189, 203 E. L. Sukeaik, “The Present State of Ancient 
Synagogue Studies.” Bulltin, Louis M. Rabinewitz Fund for the Exploration of Ancient ‘Synagogues, vol. I erusalem, 1949), pp. 18-21;see lso G. Orfali, Capharmaiin et ses 
ruines (Pars, 1992), p. 63. Th exact pacement of thes satus i the synagogue s il in 
dispute. 

5 Goodeoough, ol 3, g, S4. 
7 Goodenough,vol. 3, i, 565 
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mented, especially the one found in the Chorazin synagogue. Yet, despite 
the omamentation—rosette-decorated back and carvings on the amrests—the: 
style tends to be rather stff and rusic 

‘The architectural motifs of the relief repertoire include the acdicula, 
conch, Torah Ark and Syrian gable. The function and placing of the actual 
acdicula are still under discussion. In the southern part of the nave of the 
Capernaum synagogue, between the southernmost pillars and the central en- 
teance, there are indications of some kind of structure. According to Kokl 
and Watzinger, the structure was an aedicula inside which stood a Torah 
Ark$ In Roman architecture, aediculae or niches, topped with a gable or 
arch, were a common omamental device for decorating wal areas. Examples 
of this architectural omamentation with its hint of the ‘baroque’ can be 
observed in various second and third century roman buildings.? 

‘The conch was a common ornament at the top of aediculae and niches as 
well as within small gables. The conch usually radiates upwards in the 
castern Roman empire and downwards in the west.1? In the synagogues of 
Israel, the conch invariably radiates upwards. Omamental conches have been 
found in the synagogues of Capemaum, Chorazin, Umm el-Qandir, Arbel, 
Rafid, and elsewhere, with those at Capemaum and Chorazin especially 
large and not carved within gables.!! In these two synagogues the conches 
apparently surmounted actual aediculae. In the synagogue of Dura-Europos, 
in the center of the west wall, s an aedicula surmounted by a conch bearing 
the Aramaic inscription “bet aronal” (Torah shrine).'2 

‘The conch as an ornament surmounting a niche appears at Caesarea 
Philippi (Panias/Banias),* and is commonly encountered in Roman archi- 
tecture. It may be safely stated that the conch motif was taken over by the 
synagogue from the pagan world for purely omamental purpose with no 
symbolical content intended. 

  

     

  

© Kol and Watzinger, p. 38, bb. 73 on . 37),ps I, IV (above) 
for cxample: Kol and Watznger, abb. 285-287 (on pp. 150-151); E. Weigand, 

Das sogenannte Practorium von Phaena. Wirsburger Festgabe fur H. Bulle (Stngar, 
1938), pp. 71-92; L.C. Commings, “The Tychaion at is-Samamen,” American Journal of 
Archacology 13 (1909): 417 F; H.C. Buler, Ancient Architecture in Syria—Souhern Syria 
(Publicatons of he Princeion Univerity Archacological Expeditions 1o Syria in 1904-5 and 
1909), Divsion I, Secton A, Part 5 (Leyden, 1915).pp. 308 IT; Section A, Par 7 (Ley 
1919, p. 410, il 352; Lyelion, Architecrure,pls. 4,50, 115, 132, 133, 139, 140, 142, 
173,174, 182, 190, 191,199,204 

10Kl and Wazinger p. 152 
1 Goodenough,vol. 3. Figs. 462, 463, 419, 497, 498, 499, 502, OB, 521, 526, 527, 53, 

538, 539,540, 548,573,617 
i2 Sukenik. Dura-Earopos, . 1V: Kreling, Synagogue,p. 269, ig. 78, pl XLII3) 

13 D, Amir, Banias—From Anciet 1l Modern Times (ibbutz D, 1968), photos 
28 (on pp. 33,34, 35) n Hebrew), 

¥ Lytelton, Archiectue, pl., 5, 53, 143, 184, 162; M. Bratschkova, “Die Muschel in 
der antiken kuns,” Bl de UInsiut Archéoiogie Bulgare 12 1938):1-131 (esp. . 19 
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The Torah Ark occurs as an architectural motif in the synagogues at 
Capernaum, Chorazin, Pekiin, Khirbet Shema* and elsewhere, taking the 
form of a shrine-like structure with a sloping roof and carved doors 
surmounted by a gable.'S The same form of Torah Ark is depicted in syna- 
‘gogue floor mosaics of a later date. The Torah Arks appearing in the syna- 
‘gogue reliefs and mosaics are similar to the cabinets, specifically scroll 
cabinets, known in the Roman world. Carved on the synagogue frieze at 
Capernau is a shrine in the form of a small temple mounted on wheels re- 
sembling a Roman temple in its construction. This type of structure was no 
doubt borrowed from Roman architecture for ritual and ornamental purposes 
in the synagogue. The shrine depicted at Capernaum is most likely a Torah 
Ak, since a passage in the Mishnah describes how on fast days and holy 
days the Torah Ark was taken to an open space within the city’ 

  They used to bring out the ark (containing the Torah scrolls—according to 
R. Ovadiah from Bartenur) into the open space in the town and put wood- 
ashes on the ark and the heads of the President and the Father of the court 
(author's parentheses). 16 

“This literary testimony indicates that during mishnaic times the Torah Ark 
was mobile, a point further borne out by the shrine-on-wheels depicted in 
the Capernaum synagogue fricze. Only one similar movable shrine (ark) is 
known—that depicted in a wall-painting of the Dura-Europos synagogue— 
though evidently there the Ark of the Covenant and not the Torah Ark s i 
tended.” 

‘The Syrian gable, adopted as an omamental clement by synagogue 
builders under the influence of Syrian-Roman architecture, appears in the 
synagogue at Capernaum, Kefar Bar‘am, ed-Dikkeh, and Ui cl-Qandir. 1 

The non-figurative motifs in synagogue decoration are drawn from the 
Hellenistic, Roman and Oriental repertoires. This range embraces a broad 
and varied gamut of designs, including pattems known as: egg-and-dart, me- 
ander and interlace, dentils, bead-and-reel, and loop. All of these are 
Hellenistic-Roman designs, most of which are geometrical. The use of these 

  

   

  

    
   

       

15 See Kol and Watzinger, pp. 34 (abb, 68), 40 (abb. 76), 51 (abb. 100:1), 142-143 
(abb. 280-282); Goodenough, vol. 3, fis. 471, 472, 497, 560, ST3; E. M. Meyers, “The 
Synsgogue at Khisbet Shems’,” i Levine, ASK, .72 
16 Mishnah, Taanit 21 
17 Sukenik, Dura-Eurapos, pl. 1V: Gosdenough,vol. 3 fig. 602 
187Sce Kohl and Watzinger, pp. 147-152; sce also . Buller Mureay, Hellenistic 

Arciteture n Syria (Princeton, 1917),pp. 12-14; D.S. Robertson, A Handbook of Greek and 
Roman Architecture, 20d ed, (Cambridge, 1964, p. 22627 R. Vallois, L'architcture 
hellinique et hellnisique @ Délos jusqu'a 'viction des Délens (166 av. J-C.) (Patis, 
194),pp. 364-373; L. Crema, Larchitetura romana (T, 1959). p. 139-145. 

19'Kahi and Watzinge, pp. 100 abb. 191), 124 (abb. 251, 134 (@b, 272), pls. I, V, 
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elements and their incorporation into the architectural decoration of the 
synagogue bring to mind public buildings and temples of the Hellenistic- 
Roman world, where this type of architectural ormamentation originated 
Such an extensive borrowing of pagan decorative motifs serves to underline: 
the total dependence of the synagogue builders and artisans on foreign, non- 
Jewish artistic patterns and sources. Despite the derivative character of these. 
synagogue decorations, they point to a refined aesthetic sense and an aware- 
ness of the effectiveness of modelled decoration. 

‘The plant motifs in the architectural decoration include acanthus leaves, 
lattice-work, vine-trells, wreaths, garlands and rosettes, as well as some of 
the “Seven Species’ of the Land of Israel, such as bunches of grapes, 
pomegranates, dates, olives and ears of wheat. The use of these elements in 
architectural decoration did not originate with the synagogue; in carving, 
‘workmanship and style, they embody and reflect the qualities typical of the 
omamental art of the Hellenistic-Roman world. In their new architectural- 
omamental context, these moiifs lose whatever symbolical meaning they 
may have possessed and become purely elements of architectural surface 
decoration. 

Figurative representations frequently appear in the synagogue d 
tions: signs of the zodiac, victories, angels and cherubim, Herucles, 
Medusa, soldiers, grape-gatherers, grape-treaders, and so on.20 The animal 
representations include eagles and fions, and also legendary beasts such as 
griffins (a hybrid beast with an eagle’s head and lion’s body), centaurs, a 
beast that i half-horse and half fish, as well as ish, birds, and so on. The 
figurative and other motifs are, like the non-figurative, geometrical and 
floral, inspired by and borrowed from the decorative repertoire of Classical, 
Hellenistic and Roman art 

The motifs that are specifically Jewish in character form a distinct as 
semblage within the omamental repertoire of the synagogue, srikingly ds 
ferent from other decorative clemens. Despite the assessments of some 
scholars, we believe that the data are insufficient to permit of any evaluation 
of the symbolical significance and/or apotropaic function of the Magen 
David and Seal of Solomon in the Capernaum synagogue.?! However, the 
incorporation and integration of these two ‘Jewish” motifs into the general 
decorative repertoire emphasize their sole function as elements of architec 
ral omamentation. 

  

  

  

    

      
  

      

20 See Kohl and Watzinger Ma'or, “Synsgogues”; Goodenough, vol. 3, figs. 459461, 
487.459, 492.494, 501, 09511 S13-515. $17, 522, 523-525, 31, 534, 336, 538, S41, 

548, 569 
41 Kohl and Watzinge, p. 184-155, 157 ; Goodenough, vl. 7, pp. 198.200 
22 Only i the Middle' Ages did the Magen David (Shield of David) become a Jewish 

symbal; sce G. Scholem, “The Curious Hisiory of the SixPoined Star” Commentary § 
(1949243251 
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“The effacing of many of the figurative depictions of the synagogue deco- 
rations makes it difficult 0 evaluate the quality of their carving. In the few 
cases where these depictions have been preserved intact one can detect con- 
siderable technical carving skill as for instance, on the cagle moif of the 
comice at Capernaum or on the fintel at Gush Halav. 2 However, the arts- 
tic quality of these depictions is consistently inferior, with the shallow re- 
tif, the lack of proportion and plasticiy typical of Oriental Roman sculp- 
wral ar, asin the grape-gathering scene on the frieze at Chorazin and i the 
human and animal depictions in various synagogues in the Golan. The 
sculptural treatment of the plant moifs, especially the acanthus and vine 
scrolls, derives from Oriental Roman art. The acanthus and vine leaves, as 
well as the garlands, are carved in low relief in a highly stylized though 

rather lifeless manner. The sculptors and carvers endeavored to create three- 
dimensionality by means of light-and-shade effects resulting from sharply 
differentiated treatment of the various surfaces o the relief. Among the var- 
ious synagogue buildings, and sometimes even within the same building, 
differing sculptural styles can be observed. This i partcularly evident in the 
treatment of the Corinthian capitals, for instance. Some of the garlands 
the Capernaum synagogue are vividly plastic and realistic, while others are 
purely stylized. Variations n stylisic treatment are due to different hands at 
work. The decorative elements of the conices point to efforts on part of the 
provincial carvers to copy the intricate mouldings of the Roman imperial 
period, such as egg-and-dart, cyma, bead-and-reel, denils, etc. Due to the 
artists” remoteness from the major artistic centers, however, they could 
hardly even be expected fully to comprehend the correct placing of certain 
decorative elemens, or to prevent a certain degree of deterioration in 
workmanship 

As can be seen, the synagogue decorations incorporate both Jewish and 
pagan motifs. The pagan molifs, borrowed from Classical, Hellenistic and 
Roman art, were applicd in a new context by local artists who in details of 

their work betray the influence of Oriental tradition. The presence of ypical 
pagan molis and subjects among the synagogue decorations has always oc- 
casioned puzzlement and invited questions, with scholars searching for an 
explanation of their presence in the synagogue context. Opinions are di- 
vided. The explanation favoured by most scholars views the decorative mo- 
(s i the synagogue (except for those connccted with Jewish subjects) as 
purely ornamental, with no sort of symbolic meaning. The minority opi 
fon, whose major advocate was E. R. Goodenough, s that these mofifs did 

  

  

  

  

  

  

    

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

23 See Kohl and Watzinger 34 (b, 65-66), 110 (abb. 210); Goodenough, vol. 3, igs. 75,522 
  See Kol 

‘Synsgogucs. 

  

and Watzinger, . 50 (sbb. 99b); Goodenough, vol. 3, fi. 488; Ma‘or,
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have a symbolic or apotropaic meaning.25 Goodenough does not exclude the 
Jewish motifs from this general view. He argues that any interpretation of 
the symbolism of the synagogue decorations must take into account the fact 
that the same or similar motifs appear on many Jewish gravestones and 
sarcophagi of this period (third—fifth centuries C.E.). Nor can one, in his 
opinion, ignore the prevailing zeitgeist which was permeated by religious 
symbolism, equally affecting Jews and gentiles. Just as anyone else, the 
Jews were desirous of apotropaic symbols, a longing achieving express 
in their synagogue ornamentation. 

‘The pagan motifs among the synagogue decorations—regardless of their 
possible symbolic and/or apotropaic meaning—provide conclusive evidence 
a5 1o the tolerant attitude of the spiritual leaders of the Galilee and Golan 
congregations during this period (third—fifth centuries C.E.). As for the 
figurative representations, what evidently favoured their inclusion in the or- 
namental repertoire was their not constituting three-dimensional free-stand- 
ing sculpture (except for the lion figures), but merely shallow relief depic- 
tions, to which the biblical prohibition did not apply. Since these relief 
decorations were on the outside walls of the synagogue (often on its facade), 
butin any case not inside the buildi rded as purely archi- 
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tectural ornamentation which did not detract from the buildings sacred pur- 
pose and function. One recalls the case of the statue of Aphrodite in the 
public bath at Acre where Rabban Gamaliel came to bathe: 

Proklos the son of Philosophos asked Rabban Gamaliel in Acre while he 
was bathing in the Bath of Aphrodite, and said to him, “It s writien in 
your Law. And there shall cleave nought of the devoted thing in thine 
hand. Why then dost thou bathe in the Bath of Aphrodite?” He answered: 
“One may not answer in the bath.” And when he came out he said, I came 
not within her limits: she came within minel” They do not say, “Let us 
make a bath for Aphrodie,” but “Let us make an Aphrodite as an adornment 
for the bath."2¢ 

Apparently for the Jews there was no connotation of idolatry in an 
Aphrodite statue in a public bath-house. Since in this particular context no 
one was likely to worship it or prostrate himself at ts feet, it was permis- 
sible to bathe in its presence. 2’ Something about the enlightened atitude of 

the Jewish sages towards acsthetic matters can be leamed from this incident. 

   
  

  

25 Goadenough, vl. 1, pp. 3031, 175-179;vo. 4, pp. 348, 
26 Mishnah, Abodah Zassh 3 
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Behold in the synagogue of Shaph-weyarhib in Nehardea a statue was set 
ups yet Samuel’s father and Levi entered it and prayed there without worry- 
ing about the possibility of suspicion!2® 

This passage in the Babylonian Talmud makes it clear that even a syna- 
gogue housing a statue was not thereby disqualified to serve as a place of 
public worship. Another talmudic passage relats that two of the most em- 
inent Babylonian rabbis, Rav and Samuel, came 1o pray in this Nehardean 
synagogue with its imperial statue. 

In our investigations we have not found any literary-historical or archae- 
ological evidence 1o support a tendency to view decorative moiifs a fraught 
with symbolical meaning. Within the synagogue context these motifs, es- 
pecially the figurative, appear to have an architectural-decorative function 
only. Conceived and executed according o the aesthetic concepts of the 
time, these clements formed an integral part of the embellishments of the 
region’s architecture. The repertoire of molifs in the synagogue also in- 
cluded some purely Jewish designs which require special consideration. 
Given the circumstances and socio-politcal conditions of the post Second- 
Temple period in which these synagogues were erected, one perceives in 

these Jewish molifs a didactic purpose and the expression of Jewish identity, 
a desire both to adom and remember. Thus the Temple utensils and the 
“Seven Species’ are commemorated and at the same time brought (o the 
forefront of the worshipper's attention. We se¢ no symbolic intent here. 

The moderate,tolerant and perhaps even sympathetic attitude of the rab- 
binic teachers to the plastic arts, including figurative moifs, came up at a 

against the opposition of zzalo circles, who resorted to force- 
ful means to eradicate the sculpture of figures. Their hostile atitude resulted 
in the defacing—sometimes (o the point of destruction—of all figurative 
representations within ther reach, making identification of the surviving 
carvings difficult, By way of example, this iconoclasm wrought destruction 
on the figuraive representations in the synagogue of Capernaum, Kefar 
Bar‘am, Rama and Chorazin. The archacological data suggest that these 
iconoclasts may have been a localized phenomenon arising in a few 
setlemens in Galilee, where they operated in an organized fashion. It may 
be thatin these settlements a new, more conservalive generation of leaders 
took over, who were intolerant of figurative art. 
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MOSAIC ART IN SYNAGOGUES 

‘The main artstic vehicle in synagogues dated to a period between the mid- 
fourth and the seventh centuries C.E. was the polychrome mosaic floor0 
Unfortunately few Jewish literary sources of the mishnaic and talmudic 
periods make any mention of the plastic arts. But those which do help us 
understand rabbinic atitudes towards artistic expression 

R. Yohanan, who lived in the Holy Land in the third century C.E., did 
not protest when his contemporarics began to paint on walls.*! On the 
other hand, he did not hesitate to dispatch a person whose name was Bar 
Drosay to smash all the statues in the baths in Tiberias because incense 
seems to have been burned (o them. R. Abun (or Abin), head of the 
foremost bet midrash (thealogical school) in Tiberias during the first half of 
the fourth century C.E., also forbore from restraining his contemporaries 
from decorating mosaic pavements.? It is also told of R. Abun that he 
showed to another rabbi, whose name was Mane, the magnificent gates he 
had installed in the Great Theological School in Tiberias. This provoked R. 
Mane’s disapproval, for he considered the gates o be luxury items.* One 
may attribute to R. Abun the following saying from the Abba Gurion 
Midrash, portion A: “R. Abun said: a woman prefers regarding beautiful 
forms to feasting on fatted calves " E. E. Urbach, in making reference to R. 
Yohanan and R. Abun, adds; 

  

  

  

  

  

In both cases (of R. Yohanan and . Abun) the desigs in question were re- 
productions of forms that had previously been regarded as forbidden. If 
these paintings and adorments were introduced into private houses for 
acstheic reasons, it i nol surprising that they should also have found 
their way into synagogues and cemeteries. The Sages themselves referred 
10 the works of painters and sculptors to give vividness (0 ther ideas and 
their expositions of biblical texts.** 

  

  

0 For the various sites e the Excyclopedia of Archacological Excavations i the Holy 
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Additional support for the depiction of animate figures is found in Tosefta, 
Abodah Zarah 5:2: “R. Eleazar ben R. Zadok says: All the faces were in 
Jerusalem, except only the human face.”® This would indicate that objec- 
tions to portraying animals had long been discontinued. R. Yohanan and R 
Abun even seem to have permitted the portrayal of human forms. 

Synagogue mosaics, occupying as they do a special place in the art of 
the period, are rich in geometric, plant and figurative designs which create a 
“carpet of stone.” A series of themes may be distinguished based on the fol- 
lowing iconographic depictions: the biblical scene, the zodiac, and the Torah 
Ark flanked by menoras. 

Some mosacs depict biblical scenes. These include the Binding of Isasc 
(Beth Alpha), King David as Orpheus (Gaza Maiumas), Daniel in the Lions’ 
Den (Na‘aran and Khirbet Susiya) and Noah’s Ark (Gerasa in Jordan and 
Mopsuhestia in Cilicia, Asia Minor) 7 Of the biblical scenes mentioned, 
Daniel in the Lions’ Den at Na‘aran near Jericho is of special historical i 
terest. Although the scene was defaced, it may be identified on the basis of a 
clear inscription “Daniel Shalom.” The synagogue at Na'aran was appar- 
ently built in the middle of the sixth century, during the reign of Justinian I 
or possibly slightly later, during Justin IU's reign. The vicious atttude of 
the rulers towards the Jews of Eretz Isracl, with it repression and stringent 
royal edicts, permitted the erection of only a very limited number of syna- 
gogues. The use of the Daniel story in the Na‘aran pavement reflects the 
troubles of the time, namely the instability and the precarious position of 
the Jewish community in the Byzantine Empire. The Jews’ refusal to sub- 
it to royal decrees mirrors Daniel's resistance to the king’s will, and thus 
a certain degree of symbolism may be distinguished in the choice of Daniel 
in the Lions’ Den for the Na'aran mosaic 

A purely pagan motif appearing on mosaic floors is the zodiac wheel 
with Helios in the center™ and personifications of the four seasons in the 
comers (Beth Alpha, Na‘aran, Hammath-Tiberias, Husifah (a.k.a. Hosefa or 
Isfiyah] and apparently Khirbet Susiya as well) 3 Karl Lehmann sees in 
some cases the refection of domed ceilings on mosic floors % Perhaps this 
was still perceived as the mirror reflection of the domed ceiling in those 
synagogues where the zodiac wheel appears. The zodiacs occur despite the 
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saying of the sages that “there is no (planetary) luck (or fate) in Isracl."! 
An altemative explanation comes from the midrashic literature, where there 
are indications of personification of the sun. For example, Numbers Rabbeh 
12:4 interprets the phrase “the chariot of it (was) purple” in Song of Songs 
3:10 as: “The chariot of it purple—argaman. ‘Chariot” significs the sun, 
which is set on high and rides on a chariot, lighting up the world. This 
accords with the text, ‘the sun, which is as a bridegroom coming out of his 
chamber,” etc.” (Psalms 19:6-7).% A similar indication is found in Pirqei de 
Rabbi Eliczer 6: “The sun s riding on a chariot and rises with a crown as a 
bridegroom...and he is as a bridegroom coming out of his canopy.™* 
Despite these attempts at explanation, the significance of the zodiac whel 
depicted on mosaic pavements of ancient synagogues remains obscure in the 
absence of literary or archaeological evidence as toits function. Atempts to 
view the wheel of the zodiac as calendar* (an acceplable explanation) or as 
fraught with cosmic symbolism (somewhat less likely) are sill tentative.$5 
However, an_additional possibility exists, that of an astrological 
interpretation. The discovery of magic texts inscribed on bits of metals in 
the apse of the Ma‘on synagogue (some of which have lately been opened, 
read and deciphered), together with aditional amulets from Eretz Israel and 
the bows inscribed with spells from Babylonia indicates that the border 
between orthodox Judaism and magical and astrological practices was 
somewhat blurred 4 It is of inerest to note that the zodiac wheel has not 
been found in churches or Christian complexes in Eretz Israel of the carly 
Byzantine period. At this moment, the zodiac must be regarded as exclusive 
to ancient synagogues. 

‘The Torah Ark flanked by two seven-branched menorahs also forms 
common motif in synagogue mosaic pavements (Beth Alpha, Na‘aran, 
Beth-Shean, Hammath-Tiberias and Khirbet Susiya; the mosaic from 
Jericho synagogue shows the Torah Ark without its flanking menorahs). 

      

41 Babylonian Talmud, Shabbath 156s-156b 
42 Eagish Teanslation: J. . Sotk, Midrash Rabbah—Nunbers 1,V (London: Soncino 

Pres, 1939), . 458, 
43 The dating of Pirgi de Rabbi Eliezer hs rcently been subjected o question;this may 

be a work of considerably later date tha hitero believed. 
4 CF. M. Avi-Yonsh, “The Caesirea Inscipion o the Twenty-Four Presty Courses” 

in The Teacher's Yoke: Sudies in Memary of Henry Trentham (Waco, TX. 1964),pp. 45-ST; idem, “La mosaique jive dans ses reltions avec Ia mosaigue clssiaue,” La Mosalgue 
Gréco-Romaine (Paris, 29 aofit3 septembre 1963) (Pais, 1969),vo. 1. pp. 325-330; idem, 
Artn Ancient Palestine (Jersalem, 1981), pp. 396-397 

45, Guidoni. Guidi, “Considrarion sulla simbologia cosmica nell’arte giodsica—lo 
andisco” Felix Ravena 117 (1979): 131-154; Goodenough,vo. 8, pp. 215-217. 
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The Ark of the Law appears on mosaic floors in a form similar to that 
carved in stone, . generally as a decorated chest with a double-leaved door 
topped with a gable (as at Na'aran), a conch (Beth-Shean) or a gable enclos- 
ing a conch (as at Beth Alpha, Hammath-Tiberias and Khirbet Susiya). A 
parochet (Torah Ark curtain), often rendered very realistically with various 
decorative motifs, is depicted at either side of the Ark or in front of it. At 
Beth Alpha two lions, possibly symbolizing guardian beasts, also flank the 
Torah Ark. 

An important detail of synagogue mosaic is the menorah.#7 All syna- 
‘gogue menorahs, be they carved in stone or depicted on mosaic floors, take 
the same general form. The menorah rests on three legs which join to form 
a central shaft terminating in a central branch. Six branches emerge from the 
central shaft to support six lamps, as is the description in the book of 
Exodus.*® While the stone-carved menorah is generally rendered schemati- 
cally, in mosaics an atiempt is made to depict its flowers, its knobs and its 
cups” in more detail. Additionally, the flames of the seven lamps are por- 
trayed with the central flame burning vertically, while in certain cases the 
flames of the six flanking lamps are drawn (0 the central flame. This con 
vention follows the tradition of Exodus 25:37: “And thou shalt make the 
lamps thereof, seven; and they shall light the lamps thereof, to give light 
over against it Successfully-drawn menorahs which reveal the artist's 
attempt to convey details are to be found in Beth-Shean and Hammath 
Tiberias. The Samaritan synagogue of the fifth century C.E. at Sha‘albim 
has a mosaic pavement depicting a hummock (apparently Gerizim, the 
mountain sacred to the Samaritans) flanked by two seven-branched menorahs 
larger in size than the mountain proper. A number of mosaics portray one 
menorah only (Beth-Shean, Jericho, Ma‘on, Ma'oz Hayyim, Gerasa, etc.) 
At times two menorahs are symmetrically depicted flanking the Torah Ark 
as at Beth Alpha, Na‘aran, Beth-Shean, Hammath-Tiberias, etc. Itis worth 
noting that the Ma‘on menorahis of exaggerated size and flanked by two li- 
ons. The location of the menorah within the mosaic floor is not fixed: in 
some cases it will occur near the wall facing Jerusalem (Beth Alpha, 
Na‘aran, Hammath-Tiberias, Khirbet Susiya and Ma‘on), placed at cither 
side of the Torah Ark or elsewhere on the floor (Beth-Shean, En-Ged 
Hammath-Tiberias—later stage, Husifah, Jericho, Kefar Qamaim and 
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Maceabees,” Ere srael 6 (1960): 122.125; A. Neges 
Branched Menorah,” Eriz srael 8 1967): 193210, 

4 Exous 25:31.39: 37:17-24 
4 See Rashi on Exodus 25:3. 
505 Goldschmidt, “Syngogue Remins ot the Mound of Kefar Qamaim,” Eretz Isracl 

11 1973): 39-40, pl. VI M. Avi-Yonah, “Places of Worship in he Roman and Byzantine 
Perods,” Aniiguityand Survival 2 nos. 2-3 (1957) 262.272, . 14, 

  

d Form of the Menorah of the 
The Chronology of the Seven- 

  

  

 



    

    

    

     ART OF THE ANCIENT SYNAGOGUES a3 

Maoz Hayyim). The menorahs occur in conjunction with typical Jewish 
moiifs such as the lulay (palm-branch), ethrog (citron), machta (incense 
shovel) and shofar (ram’s horn). 

Over and above the main decorative subjects described above, synagogue 
mosaic pavements, or the borders thereof, were embellished with various 
motifs. A few cxamples: the mosaic pavements at Gaza Maiumas and 
Ma‘on show animals, vegetal forms and still ife within medallions consist- 
ing of intertwining vine-trelises emerging from an amphora; geometric pat- 
terns also occur on these floors. The border of the Beth Alpha mosaic dis- 
plays birds, animals, fish, bread-baskets, cornucopiae, bunches of grapes, 
bowls of food and blossoms. The northern mosaic floo panel of the nave of 
the Na‘aran synagogue depicts animals and various birds,including one ina 
cage. There are additional molifs, such as the lion and the bul at the 
entrance 10 the Beth Alpha synagogue, the two lions flanking the main in- 
scription in the Hammat Gader mosaic, ! the same beasts flanking the 
Ma‘on menorah, and the Greek inscriptions at the entrance to the Hammath- 
Tiberias synagogue. The standard of workmanship varies from one pave- 
ment (0 the next. 

‘The artstic merit of composition and drawing of the mosaic pavements 
is not uniform. The arrangement of the mosaic surface is not complex, and 
planning is generally simple. Most of the mosaics exhibit a simple and 
popular craftmanship, creative, powerful and dynamic, usually based on 
Oriental elements. This art i faily close 1o the contemporaneous official 
Byzantine-Christian mode in its acsthetic conception, composition, style 
and decoratve repertoie. 

In the nave of the Hammath-Tiberias synagogue, a division into three 
pancls makes its first appearance. The panel closest o the location of the 
actual Torah Ark shows a symmetrical composition with a central Torsh 
‘Ark flanked by two menorahs, each accompanied with a shofar, a machia 
and the Four Species. The central panel displays the wheel of the zodiac, and 
only the biblical scene i lacking. On the third panel appear Greek in- 
Scriptions with the names of donors, set between two confronted lons ren- 
dered with a good measure of naturalism. This pavement s unique not only 
by reason of the innovative tripartite composition and the primary impor- 
tance of the depictions, but also for its Classical conception and technical 
and artistic excellence. The mosaic is executed in a broad spestrum of 
shades. The gradual color transitions creat areas of light and shadow, and 
the general impression i one of delicacy with acertain depth i the depicted 
figures. The naturalstic rendering and proportions of the individulistic 
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figures are well thought out. Al these elements are evidence of a skill 
hitherto unknown in Eretz Israel. It is interesting to note that the figures 
stand separately with no base line or background, as was common in the 
fourth century. In seeking parallels for the human and animal forms here 
depicted, we must of necessity have recourse to Antioch. A mosaic artist 
o artists may have been brought from Antioch to Hammath-Tiberias, to be 
assisted on the spot by local artsts. The composition at Hammath-Tiberias 
forms an earlier and less mature stage than that of Beth Alpha, which con- 
tituts the zenith in area division and adaptation of themes. 

Of the synagogue mosaic floors discovered in Isracl, the floor from En- 
Gedi is unique in its artstic design and religious conception. This artistic 
uniqueness ies in the emblematic composition of the mosaic. While it may 
seem uncomplicated (a large polychrome carpet form), the central design 
‘commands the entire hall, making of it one single unit and drawing the cye 
toits central moif of four birds within a round medallion. The stance of the 
birds seems to draw the eye o the bemah and to the rectangular niche for the. 
Torah Ark set into the north wall of the building. Not only is a 
comprehensive plan of this sort not found in other synagogues; we have not 
encountered its ke in mosaic pavements found in buildings of other types 
in Eret Israel 

‘The various inscriptions from the west isle of the synagogue lend to the 
“Ein Gedi mosaic its specific religious flavor, miroring as they do the reli- 
gious notions of the local Jewish community it served. Unlike in other 
synagogues, these inscriptions not only mention donors to the synagogue 

but also list the fathers of mankind according to 1 Chron. 1:1-4, and provide 
a verbal description of the twelve signs of the zodiac. The deseription s 
undoubtedly tendentious and hints at the religious zealousness of the Jewish 
community at En-Gedi, its conservative outlook and its strict attitude to- 
wards certain figurative depictions. This stood in direct contrast to the mod- 
erate atitude of contemporary Jewish communities in Erets Israel, which 
permitted the portrayal of the wheel of the zodiac—at imes in daring nudity 
like that in the synagogue at Hammath-Tiberias. In the En-Gedi mosaic, the 
names of the months, which follow the names of the constellations, hint 
that the signs of the zodiac are to be perceived as dircctly connected with the 
months of the year, and the Hebrew calendar should be adapted to the solar 
year, 5o that Jewish holidays can be celebrated in their proper season, ¢.g. 
Passover in the spring and Taberacles in the autumn. It seems, then, that 
the verbal representation of the zodiac instead of the figurative one, was 
created in order not (o violate the religious commandment, 
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‘The figurative synagogue mosaics are devoid of any element that could 
offend the religious sensibiltis of the worshippers, even when purely pi 
gan figures or motifs, like the signs of the zodiac and Helios, are considered. 
“The figures are not depicted freely as in the case of three-dimensional sculp- 
ture, and thus are distorted and partial.* During that period pagan motifs 
lost thei original revered or worshipped. 5 

‘The halakah exhibits a rather tolerant traditional approach to art, albeit 
with certain reservations. Figurative representation in relief or mosaic is 
permissible; prohibition applies (0 free-standing sculpture especially when 
the statue incorporates a personal attribut of the figured portrayed, such asa 
staff, a bird, or a sphere. ¢ The encouragement of the moderate aspect of the 
halakic approach—itself so firmly anchored in tradition—gave rise to a tol- 
erant attitude towards painting and sculpture, eflected by R. Yohanan and 
R. Abun. This sharp turn in atitude towards art but serves as indirect evi- 
dence for the contemporary disapproval of sculpture and drawing, echoing 
the disputes between teachers of halakah on matters of aesthetic-pictorial 
value and mirroring their substantive differences in general outlook and 
pragmatic and philosophical modes of thought 

Urbach, rejecting Goodenough’s thesis that synagogue art was totally 
foreign to the spirit of normaiive-traditional Judaism, sides with Sukenik's 
view that synagogue omamentation in no way hints a the existence of a 
“liberal-reform” Judaism. It appears that normative-traditional Judaism had 
o fear of decorative aesthetic representations either overtly expressed or 
indirectly indicated. By way of example, one of the Jewish dirges recited on 
the cve of the Ninth of Av, includes an allegorical description of the heay 
enly host weeping over the destruction of Jerusalem and of the First and 
Second Temples, with additional mention of the zodiac and its twelve signs, 
most truly of pagan character: *..and the heavenly host lamented...even the 
constellations shed tears.”* Then as now the image of the zodiac occupied a 
place in Jewish tradition. One may conclude that Jewish tradition displays a 
moderate and tolerant approach to art—be it rlief or mosaic. Judaism has 
always recognized the aesthetic yearnings of mankind and has sought to har- 
ness them in the service of God. Only when acsthetics diverge into idola- 
trous worship are they prohibiled. It i quite conceivable that the disputes 
among the sages resulted additionally in creating differing attitudes with re- 
gard to art and artistic values. The atttude taken by the sages towards art 
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differs from generation to generation, fluctuating according to their 
Weltanschauung and mode of thought from moderate and tolerant to ortho- 
dox and stringent, The approach of teachers of religion in the mishnaic and 
talmudic period to artin general and to the three-dimensional figurative in 
particular was also subject to variation 5? 

An interesting phenomenon encountered in the Na‘aran synagogue’s mo- 
saic pavement is the defacing of the figures. This was apparently carried out 
deliberately in the middle of the seventh century C.E. and seems to be the 
work of a strict local iconoclastic movement prompted by ideological re 
gious motives as was a similar movement operating in Galilee. If indeed 
this defacing was carried out by some radical religious sect, objecting on ha- 
lakic grounds to figurative representations, the non-figurative ornamentation 
of the synagogue in nearby Jericho attributed to the seventh century is a 
sponse to the defacing of the Na'aran figures. This response takes the form 
of a mosaic pavement of simple design consisting only of a colored carpet 
of geometic patterns and stylized organic motifs. In the center appears the 
Torah Ark, represented in a flat and stylized manner and a round medallion 
framing a menorah, shofar and lulav above a Hebrew inscription “Peace 
upon Israel.” 

‘Some scholars reject the existence of a Jewish iconoclastic movement 
inspired by halakic prohibitions. Indeed, in spite of the tendency to ascribe: 
the defacing of the Na‘aran figures to: local Jewish iconoclastic movement, 
it is also possible that the figures were defaced by Moslem zealots S! The 
phenomenon of Moslems defacing figures may be noted in the case of the 
mosaic pavement of the Kursi church on the north-east bank of the Lake of 
Galille.52 Was this the result of its Christian suroundings? A number of 
the Church Fathers are known to have been as sirict as some of the 
mishnaic and talmudic sages, at times even surpassing them in their 
severity and zealous tenacity in condemnation of pagan moifs or human and 
animal forms. Thus Tertullian of Carthage (1607-220?) and Eusebius of 
Cacsarea (260-339) were swomn cnemies of figurative representation; 
Clement of Alexandria (150-215) prohibited the wearing of signet rings 
with a human or animal form on the bezzl; Epiphanius (born in Beth Zadok 
near Beth Guvrin-Eleutheropolis, 320-403) tore into shreds with his own 
hands a hanging in a church in the Holy Land which was decorated with 
forms, that i, human figures 53 The 36th Canon of the Church Council of 

  

  

  

    

  

  

      

  

    

     
       

        
      
    

1. Sukenik, ASPG, p. 64 
0 5. Kiein, Toldot ha-Yishay ha-Yehudi be-Eretz-Israel (= The History of the Jewish 

Setlementin Evetz-lsral ) (Te Aviv, 1950), pp. 3637 (in Hebrew), 
0 b, . 9 (onp. 37 
62V Toafers and D. Urman, “Excavations st Kurs” Qadmonior 6, n0. 2 (22) (1973): 

62:64 (i Hebrew) 
6 See E. . Matin, A Historyofthe lconaclastc Controversy (London, 1930),p. 134, 
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Elvira in Spain in c. 306 C.E. prohibited the use of human figures in 
churches S 

A portion of the figurative representations in synagogues lsted above are 
instructive in intent, a purpose achieved by the visual portrayal of some of 
the most famous biblical stories. In this graphic form worshippers could be 
taught selected episodes from the Bible.55 We feel that to the extent that 
symboism is to be found in the biblical scenes or in other molifs decorat- 
ing synagogue mosaics, this symbolism must equally be distinctly ex- 
pressed and clearly reflected in Jewish literary sources. Should there be no 
such correlation between the written material and the visual representation, 
itis rather the educational aspect of the mosaic picture, with the notion they 
are meant to convey, that should be studied. If, however, the symbol can be 
perceived as expressing an abstract idea, the biblical scenes appearing in 
synagogues may (o a certain extent be regarded as symbolizing the ways of 
the Divine Providence—forgiveness and redemption. The shofar, for exam- 
ple, symbolizes forgiveness and redemption while recalling the Binding of 
Isaac.% Should this symbolism actually be implied, it must of necessity be 
viewed within the relevant historical context with all its political and social 
realities, as well as being interpreted in its historical aspects with their 
primary task of bringing to mind and permanently recording” It s univer- 
sally acknowledged that cerlain circumstances give rise 1o specific 

     

  

  

  

  5 O this mater see C. . Hefee, Histoire des Concils 1:1 (Pars, 1907, pp. 212:26%; 
Bevan, Holy Images (London, 1940), pp. 105 £, 113-116. For the atitude of the Church 
Fathers 1o art and s use i churches, see F. Cabrol et H. Leclercq, Dictionnaire 
darchéologie chrtienne e de litrgie (Pars, 1926), vol 7, cos. 1131, 5. “Iconographie” 
Vol. 7, cols. 51-62, s.v. “ldlatric’s H. Koch, Die alichristliche Biderfrage nach den 
lierarischen Quellen (Gotingen, 1917). W. Elier, Die Stellung de alten Christen zu den 
Bildernin den ersen 4 Jabrhunderen (Lepi, 19%). 

65 The instructive vale atributed by the Church (o the portayal of cpisodes from the 
sacred wrtings is reflected in the esponse of Nilos of M Sindi 1o a query brosched by 
‘Olympodoros the Eparch n the carly it centuy. Olympiodoros asked whetherthe lves of 
the saiats to whom e soughi to dedicate 8 church might be porzayed in painings (0 be: 
further embellished with animals and plants: Nilos eplied tht themes from the sacred 
wrings should be paintd so that individual untutored i these rligious works could eam of 
the decds of the Church Fthers from the pintings. S 1. P. Migne, Patrologiae Graecae, 
voL.79 (Pai, 1865). col. 7. 

6 See Genesis Rabbah 569 
7 In my opinion the seven-branched menorah s not 10 be considred as symbolic, but 

ther s an instuctive clemen both recalling and perpetating the past of th Jewish world 
and emphasizing Jewish identity. Philo of Alexindria and Josephos Flavius attibuted 
Symbolic signifcance to the menorab, repading it as having a cosmic connotation and 
Tepresening the seven planes. Philo éven expinds upon this symbolism, stating tha the 
menorah represents the heavens which, like fslf, bear lights. It mst be strssed hat 
reference hre is notto th traditonal orthodo sources which slone represent th tenets 
held by the relgious stabishment, I o be nted that no hint of cosmic ot ather symbolism 
i cacountered in the Mishnah or the Talmud. See Philo, Quis Rerun Divinarum Heres, 216- 
227 (The Locb Clasica Libray, IV, [London-New York, 1932), 390-397); Josephus, War 
', 217 (The Loeb Clasica Libeary, il (London-New York, 1928}, 266-267) 
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symbolism in an attempt to derive from those symbols strength and 
encouragement 55 

Over and above the unique ¢ 

  

acter of the Jewish motifs—the Torah 
Shrine, the menorah, the shofar, the machia, the lulav and the ethrog occa- 
sionally appear on reliefs and mosaic floors—the ornamentation of ancient 
synagogues draws ts inspiration from decorative, iconographic and stylistic 
sources of the non-Jewish Greek-Roman world and the Orient, The logical 
conclusion is that in discussing the embellishment of synagogues of the 

Roman and early Byzantine periods in the Holy Land we are not concerned 
with Jewish Art. The artwork of the synagogues, as much as the actual 
synagogue building, is eclectic and indicates a merging of different artistic 
elements borrowed from other sources. It is difficult to speak of the origi 
nality of the depictions in the synagogues or about an original composition 
which affects and influences the surroundings. It would appear that the art of 
the synagogues is introverted; it s influenced without being influential, 
absorbing or borrowing but not contributing or inspiring. 

‘The Jewish creative spirt in ancient times can be scen in religious law 
(halakah), in the midrashim, and in religious philosophy but not in the 
plastic ats or in aestheic form. 

  

  

  

  

   8 CL.D. Landas, From Meiaphor o Symbol (Ramat-Gan, 1979), p. 215 (in Hebrew)



    
    

    

    VICARIOUS SACRALITY: 
TEMPLE SPACE IN ANCIENT SYNAGOGUES 

JOANR. BRANHAM 

‘The metaphysical concept of ‘the sacred”—as it manifests itself in palpable, 
physical terms—has long absorbed historians of art, architecture, and reli- 
gion. Especially alluring to thinkers in the Jewish and Christian traditions 
s the notion that the holy makes its mundane appearance under various ar- 
chitectonic guises, such as the Tabernacle in the Wildemess, the Temple 
structures in Jerusalem, or the monumental worship spaces in 
Christendom.! More recently, scholars have addressed the issue of sacred 
space as it bears on the institution of the synagogue in late antiguity 2 
While this previously neglected area is finally coming to the fore, few aca- 
demic treatments have applied compelling, theoretical approaches to define 
the ambiguous and elusive rubric 'sacred space’ in the Jewish context of 
Roman-Byzantine Palestine. Prior analyses of sacred space usually misinter- 
pret this multi-dimensional phenomenon as a monolithic, unchanging, and 
self-evident notion and thus lead to simplistic and unequivocal pronounce- 
ments that the synagogue ‘is’ o ‘s not”a sacred fopos. 

“This artile seeks out the ambiguities and shifting associations of syna- 
gogue art, architecture, and liturgy. Specifically, T aim to ferret out the 
nuances evoked by the locution ‘sacred space’ and to relate them to the late- 
antique synagogue and its influential forebear, the Jerusalem Temple. In his 
recent study on symbolic discourse, Jacob Neusner writes that “no Judaic 
structure beyond A.D. 70 ignored the Temple, and all Judaisms both before 
and after A.D. 70 found it necessary to deal in some way with, (0 situate 

      

  

  

T For cxample, sce G. van der Lecuw, Phimomerologie der Religion (Tdbingen, 1933 
20d e, 1955), M. Haran, Temples an Temple Srvie in Ancient Jrael (Oxford: Clasendon, 

1978); R. L. Cobin, The Shape of Sacred Space (Chico, CA: Scholars Pres, 1981) B. M. 
Bokser, “Approaching Sacted Space;” HTR T8:3-4 1989): 219-299;J. Game, Holiess in 
Lrael (Minneapolis: Fortress, 1989); R, O, Das Helige (Munich, 1947); and . Sott and P. 
Simpson-Hously, Sacred Places and Profane Spacs: Essays i the Geographicsof Judaisn, 
Christianity, and islam (New York: Greenwood Press, 1981, 

2 Most notble are 5. J. . Cohen's two anices: “The Temple and the Synagogue.” The 
Temple in Aniiquiry. ed. . G, Madsen (Provo, UT: Brigham Young University, 1989, pp. 
151-174; and “Pagan snd Chrisian Evidence on the Ancient Synagogue,” Levine, SLA, pp. 
159-181. See also S. Sara, “The Temple and the Synagogue,” Synagogues i Anguiy s 
A Kasher, A. Oppenheimer, and U. Rappaport (erusaem: Yad Yitzak ben Zvi, 1987), py. 
3151 in Helrew), and my aticl “Sacred Space Under Erasurs in Ancient Synagogues and 
Early Churches,” At Bullein 743 (1992): 37539 
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themselves in e 

  

ionship to, that paramount subject.” In the spirit of this 
observation, the present essay traces the way in which the ancient syna- 
gogue constantly negotiates beiween two opposing forces: the assertion of 
its own legitimacy and integrity as an independent and viable liturgical inst- 
tution, and the acknowledgment of is perpetual bond and deference to the 
Jerusalem Temple tradition. The definition of sacred space in Judaism s, 
fact, fundamentally associated with the historics of the consecutive Temple 
structures that existed in Jerusalem. The tenative transference, then, of sanc- 
tty from the Temple tradition to the developing synagogue organization in- 
troduced in this latter establishment a new, yet fluctuating expression of 
“Temple space,” thereby endowing it with what I call vicarious sacrality.” 
By figuratively staging Temple sacrality in liturgically important parts of 
the synagogue—primarily around the Torah shrine—the Jews of lae anti- 
uity enabled the synagogue to partcipate in the sanctity associated with the 
‘Temple, thus rendering the synagogue  ‘surrogate Temple” at times. This 
holiness, vicariously assumed by the synagogue, depended not only on the 
meaning of sacred space as it was conjured in the Temple, but also necessi 
tated artisic and architectural elements—such as figural representtions of 
the Temple and chancel screens that conceived and defined spatial entite 
1o indicate that symbolic sphere. The literary and materil evidence reveals, 
however, that while the Jewish community attributed {0 the synagogue cer- 
tain Temple attributes, it also affirmed the fundamental differences inherent 
in the two separate institutions. The ability to develop and maintain two 
distinct yet converging identies in the synagogue, then, lies at the heart of 
the phrase vicarious sacrality” and constitutes the subject of this article. 

The works of Mircea Eliade, René Girard, and Jonathan Z. Smith provide 
crucial theoretical models for examining these two ancient Jewish worship 
spaces. For example, Eliade’s classic formulation of sacred space, with its 
emphasis on sacred mountains, hicrophany, and divine rupture within 
profane space, ituates the Jerusalem Temple as a locus of holiness while 
essentially excluding the synagogue from such characterization. This 
discrimination represents not only a twentieth-century interpretation but 
reflects some ancient rabbinic attitudes toward the institution of the 
synagogue as well* Talmudic passages often reveal rabbinic ambivalence 
abou the status of the synagogue—a status that is redefined and forged anew 
after 70 C.E.—as the Jews grapple with the synagogue’s liturgical role in 
the shadow of its untouchable forerunner, the Temple. Such tension between 

    

    

  

    

  

    

  

  

  

  

  

  

      

    

     

    

usoer, Symbol, . 157 
L. 1 Levine’s discussion o the relionship between the rabbinic class and the 

synagogue as  communal place n “The Sages and the Synagogue in Late Antiquity: The 
Evidence of the Galile,” in Levine, GLA, p. 201-222. Se also S. J. . Cohen's aric 
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what began as two very different institutions, embodying antithetical 
ions 10 sacrality, creates what critic René Girard describes as a 

‘competitive relationship between a subject and its rival—the synagogue and 
the Temple—for a commonly desired object, namely, sanctity. This rivalry 
plays a considerable role in the problematic rapport between ancient 
synagogues and their Promethean antecedent, the Jerusalem Temple. 

Jonathan Z. Smith revises Eliade’s well-known definitions of sacred and 
profane in order to develop a more complex notion of sacred space in late an- 
tiquity. Smith claims that two types of sanctity existed at this time. One 
was tied to the singularly-placed Temple model that embodied God’s pres 
ence while the other was associated with a Diasporic model that allowed for 
a diffusion of sacred spaces in multiple locations. I maintain that both of 
these genres of sacred space were at work in a dynamic and sometimes con- 
flicting relationship within synagogues in late antiquity. 

‘To ground the ensuing discussion of somewhat abstract and theoretical 
conjectures, this paper focuses on the iconography and spatial arrangements 

of Jewish synagogues of the first to seventh centuries, as well as on the 
Jewish literature of the period from Babylonia and Palestine. The literary, 
epigraphic, and material evidence does not present any unified or consistent 

{ cultural tradition. In fact, it has become commonplace in Judaic studies to 
perceive ‘ancient Judaism’ as ‘ancient Judaisms.S I insist, moreover, that 
Judaism in late antiquity reveals constant equivocations, indeterminacies, 
and pluralisms both in its appropriation of the past and in its formulation 
and treatment of the notion of the sacred. 

    

  

  

  

      

  

     

  

SYNAGOGUE AND TEMPLE: MO}    

    

    {STROUS DOUBLES 

Object o Desire 

  

     
Subject Rival or Model        

  

In his book, Violence and the Sacred, René Girard develops a theory about 
competitive relationships that proves helpful in interpreting the synagogue’s. 
struggle with the Temple's legacy. His hypothesis consists of a three-way 
paradigm in which there exist (1) a subject, (2) a superior rival, and (3) an 
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2 BRANHAM 

object of desire. T have diagrammed this configuration in the preceding 
manner. 

‘The subject desires a particular object, Girard maintains, because the sub- 
jets rival initially desires the same object, not because the object is in any 
way inherently desirable. The subject perceives the rival as a model and 
therefore values what the rival values—the way, for cxample, an apprentic 
follows a master, yearning for equal achievement as well as similar status 
and respet. Since desire is mimetic, Girard argues, and the subject imitates 
the rival, who plays the dominant rol, the subject leams to covet the rival’s 
object In human terms, Girard sees the desired object as a mode of ‘being.” 
“The rival i thus “endowed with superior being” and the subject perceives its 
own being enhanced by attaining the identical object.” 

While the synagogue and Temple are not human characters playing out a 
‘mortal, psychological battle, the Jewish community’s perception of them is 
subject to this same cognitive drama. These structural entities represent hu- 
man institutions that conform to anthropomorphic ereation and intervention. 
The synagogue is not, therefore, a sentient being conducting some sort of 
personal relationship with the Temple. The rabbis, community leaders, and 

artisans are, however, conscious subjects and they project their own ambiva- 
lences, perceptions, and desires on the formative synagogal insttution, its 
changing art,and its developing liturgy. By investing the synagogue and its 
historical precursor, the Jerusalem Temple, with human-constructed no- 
tions—such as sacrality or compeition—the Jewish community transforms 
the synagogue and Temple into anthropomorphic constructs. In considering 
the synagogue and Temple within Girard's paradigm on mimetic desire and 
rivalry, therefore, I alter his terminology from ‘subject’ to ‘subject- 
construct’ and from ‘rival’ to rival-construct’ to reflect the extent to which 
societal dynamics mold the significations attached to the synagogue and 
Temple. In analyzing the so-called ‘monstrous relationship’ between the 
synagogue and Temple, then, I implicitly refer (o the human motives and 
‘yearnings that influence and configure that relational meaning. 

With these revisions in place, the synagogue and Temple lend them- 
selves to the taxonomy that Girard traces in his own work for literary- 
mythical personages. Girard’s triangular system, now projected onto the 
relationship between the late-antique synagogue and the Jerusalem Temple, 
suggests a modified triangle: 

  

  

   

    

© Girad, Violence, p. 145, Compre wih Girards teorics of sacrifice and scapegostng 
which e generaly considered more controversal snd problemsic. 

7 Giand, Violence, . 146



      

   Object of Desire: 
Sacrality 

  

Subject-Construct: Rival-Construct; 
The Synagogue The Temple: 

In this configuration, we s that the synagogue’s relationship to sacrality is 
formally and intimately linked to the Temple’s rapport with sanctity. To 
fully understand the interdependent parts of this arrangement and the tie that 
binds them, I will examine the following separately: (1) Eliade’s theoretical 
notions of sacred space, (2) the Temple’s association with that popular defi- 
nition of sacrality, and (3) the synagogue’s rapport with sacred space s re- 
formulated by Smith. Then I will insert these constructed relationships into 
the diagram proposed here for a comparative reading of the two insttutions. 

  

SACRED SPACE AS RUPTURI 

  

Mircea Eliade’s ground-breaking work, The Sacred and the Profane, states at 
the outset: “For religious man, space is not homogeneous; he experiences 
interruptions, breaks in it; some parts of space are qualitatively different 
from others.” This fundamental notion of space as heterogencous, that is to 
say, the perception of physical realms as essentialy differentiated from other 
sensible areas—in significance and sel-definition—stands at the theoretical 
core of this essay. ‘Spatial difference’ for both primitive and modern soci 
cties, Eliade maintains, lies in it association with a divine presence. 
Exodus 35, for example, in which YHWH cautions Moses, “Do not come 
closer. Remove your sandals from your feet, for the place on which you 
stand is holy ground,” llustrates Eliade’s direct correlation between hiero- 
phany and spatial sacrality.? The manifestation of a transcendent reality, 
then, distinguishes a holy site from the otherwise profane, homogencous, 
and undifferentiated zone around it In Eliade’s words, “Every sacred space 
implies a hierophany, an imuption of the sacred that results in detaching a 
territory from the surrounding cosmic milieu and making it qualitatively 
different.”0 Moreover, such a sacred revelation constitutes what Eliade 
designates as the “real unveiling itself” or “a revelation of being."! Space 

  

  

  

  

  

  

8 Blade, Sacred, . 20 
9 All Bibicaltransltions in this arcl ar my own, 

19 Eliade, Sacred, p. 26 
1 liade, “Archiecture,”p. 107 

    

   

  

  



   

    

34 BRANHAM 

that is ‘real” provides a point of orientation, a fixed center, for the expanse 
of chaotic ‘nonreality’ encircling it. A qualitative break in the spatial consis- 
tency of the mundane does not, ther 
intrusion, but “ontological rupture and transcendence. 

While divine rupture can take place almost anywhere in the terestrial 
realm, at least theoretically, Eliade’s examination of ancient cultures leads 
him to associate qualitative breaks with sacred mountains. “The Sacred 
Mountain—where h s situated at the center of the, 
world.”1? Therefore, Eliade translates Dur-an-ki—the term given to 
Babylonian sanctuaries atop mountain peaks—s the “Bond of Heaven and 
Earth.” These sacred places represent the navel or omphalos of the earth and 
connect it to transcendent spheres. * Furthermore, a sanctuary built on the 
site of a rupture is assimilated into the qualitative break in space. This 
means that just as a hierophany transforms the physical ground from a mun- 
dane to sacred status—as in the burning-bush episode—so sacred space ren- 
ders any architectural structure built within it limits qualitatively different 

Eliade elaborates, “Every temple or palace—and by extension, every sacred 
city or royal residence—is a Sacred Mountain, thus becoming a Center.”1S 
The humanly constructed city or temple is itsel, thercfore, regarded as the 
juncture of heaven and earth and thereby acts as the poin of passage from 
one level o another. 6 

While such metaphysical rupture may assume any number of physical 
forms, a specifically unique architectural feature often signifies the threshold 
between the dual worlds. Communication with the heavenly realm occurs 
through this symbolic opening by which passage from one cosmic region to 
another is made possible."” An example of such transition takes place in 
Genesis 28:12-22 when Jacob sees a ladder in his dream. Its base rests on 
the earth and ts apogee reaches into the heavens. Angels ascend and descend 
the ladder and YHWH stands above it. When Jacob awakes he exclaims, 
“Surely the Lord is present in this place and I did not know ... How sub- 
lime is this place! This is no other than the house of God, and that is the 
gateway to heaven.” The Jacob/ladder paradigm incorporates all of the ingre- 
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12 Eliade, “Architcture” p. 124, 
13 Elade, Myih, . 12. 
14 Elade, My, p. 16. 1. Z. Smithcals fora clser reading of the evidence and contends 

hat the word Dur-on-&, which Elade tanslstes 3 “Bond of Heaven and Earh,” probably 
implies the scar o navel “left behind when heaven and carth were forcibly separated in 
cration.” The relationship of the carhly and hesvenly reslm, in this case, is not one of 
intersecion and urion,rther one o sevring and disjnction, S Smith, Map,p. 9. 
15 liade, My, p. 12. 

16 Blisde, “Arcitecture” p. 105 
17 Cenin images, such s the universalis colunna and gtewssy, represent for Eliade the 

dea of “centr witin rupture” and symboliz the asis mandh.See Elisde, Sacred, p.37. 
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dients of Eliadian rupture. First, there is a qualitative break in mundane. 
space accompanied by a hierophany. Second, the ladder represents the in- 
strument of passage at the threshold where the divine world makes contact 
with the human realm. Finally, the text states that Jacob sets up a stone, 
pours oil on it, and renames the location ber-el, ‘house of God." In Jacob's 
‘makeshift, quarried edifice, the stone marks the spot where the ladders base 
rested and symbolically represents a foundation stone, thus standing in 
synecdochal relationship t the entir, albeit improvised, architectural com- 
plex he dubs *house of God." 

  

  

‘THE JERUSALEM TEMPLE: CUTTING SPACE. 

‘The aforementioned elements—space differentiated through hicrophany, 
mountains as primary locations for rupture, and architectural structures a5 
thresholds between human and divine worlds—play key roles in interpreting 
the Jerusalem Temple as sacred sp: nce. Drawing from rabbinic 
sources, Eliade attributes the symbolism of ‘center,’ for cxample, to Zion 
and the Jerusalem Temple. While Mishnah Kelim 18, 9 delincates the de- 
grees of holiness that increase as one moves from the outer court areas (o 
ward the Holy of Holies, the carly medieval text Midrash Tanhuma, 
Qedoshim 10 similarly sa 

    
     

  

  

  

Just as the navel is found at the center of a human being, so the land of 
Tsrael is found at the center of the world..and it is the foundation of the 
world. Jerusalem is at the center of the land of Isracl, the Temple is at the 
center of Jerusalem, the Holy of Holics is at the center of the Temple, the 
Ark is at the center of the Holy of Holis, and the Foundation Sione is in 
front of the Ark, which spot s the foundation of the world 1S 

  

  

    

  

According to certain rabbinic attitudes then, the Temple Mount serves as a 
sacred mountain in its geographic centrality to the world. 9 It i the found- 
ing place of creation and the site of two topographically distinct divine rup- 
tures. While the devir or Holy of Holies represents the dwelling place of the 
Divine Presence (or shekinah, to use later rabbinic terminology)—and hence 
marks the meeting place of heaven and earth—the altar area and the sacrifices 
performed there signify the threshold through which the two worlds com- 
‘municate. Moreover, just as the Exodus 

  

  

    

  

\ge demands a huma   sture 

  

in response to divine presence at the burning bush, so the priests in the 

   18 These cabbinic traditons echo Ezekiel 35:12, where the people of Irae are “gatherd 
from the mations” and "dwel st the cener of he carth. 

19 See R. L. Cobin's work on sacred lindscaps i biblical texts in Cohn, pp. 38 1. and 
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Jerusalem Temple administered sacred ritual barefoot. The Temple's asso- 
ciation to that which is ontologically real, then, creates a point of orienta- 
tion and reference to which all nonreal entities in the surounding so-called 
profane space are obligated 2! Indeed, the ste of the Jerusalem Temple, even 
afer its destruction in 70 C.., generates the point of physical orientation to 
which all other Jewish religious edifices wil refc. 

Eliade’s formulation of the sacred as that which is both set apart or de- 
tached from mundane space, as well as that which is associated with or 
linked to divine presence, is reflected in the Hebrew linguistic tradition. 
Detachment,for instance, is revealed in the root for “holy’ or ‘sacred'—gdsh 
(@7p)—which means ‘1o be cut off” or o be separated.’?* The linguistic 
implications of ‘being cut off” materialize in both the liturgical actions and 
communal building enterprises underiaken by ancient Israclite culture. At 
Sinai, for example, the mandate is given in Deut. 14:2: “You are a ser-apart 
people to the Lord your God, and the Lord has chosen you to be a special 
possession to himself, out of all peoples that are upon the earth” (@17p £ *> 
Fmen s 9y i A 5 190 T T T ), 
“You are a set-apart people to the Lord"” expresses the muliivalent assoc 
tions contained in the word qdsh (27). “You are set apart” qualitaively cuts 
the Israeites off from other people while “t0 the Lord” sancifies or conse- 
crates this group of people by associating them with the divine. In this 
sense, the people of Israel represent a ‘sacred rupture’ in the homogeneity of 
men. As Jon Levenson has observed: 

  

    

  

  

      

  

  

Much of the biblical law, especially from the Priestly sources, evidences a 
desire (0 establish a clear and durable border between the Isracltes and the 
Canaantes among whom they lived (Lev. 20:22-26). All the social pres- 
sure in biblical times encouraged Israel to siress what Set her apart from her 
neighbors, for example, the experience of the Exodus, rather than what she 
shared with them.2> 

    

  

  

See Haran, “Vestments” p. 1068. He sate, “Shoss are not inluded among the 
Vestments and th priets evidently ministercd barcfoot 25 was bligatory n 4 holy 

i is book Sinai and Zion, J. D. Letenson esstheapplicability of Elnde’s categories 
‘within the context of the biblica tradition, He asers that Snsi, ather than Zion, initally 
receives th atibutons of a sacred mountain. In Exodus 19, YHWH physically appears at 
Sinai with all the quaking drama.of an anthropomorphic God. Sina, however, mrks more 
hanjust the plac of divine rupure. Through the nsitution of covenant, i dentes the site of 
diret contact between human beings and the ranscendent, Only It i the sigrificance of 
‘Sinai and Moses assimilaed nto i subsumed under the tadition of Zion and David 9. 17) 
Levenson's defnition of Sindi a sacred mounain, therefore, i not limited to the place of 
hicrophany. but encompasses a broade theory of sacredspace that involves " place where 
effctive decres ar issued” See Levenson, p. 111 

22 Jasrow, p. 49; and BDB, pp. 871874, 
23 For a discussion of ‘separaton’ and iffrence”in the Hebrew Bibl, sce Levenson, 

P. 120, He defins Isael s a trbe qualiaively diferent from other ntions simply by it 
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“This identity of distinction becomes paramount in the Talmudic era when 
the rabbis stressed social peculiarity. Levenson points out that at his time, 
“the Jews were already...radically and visibly distinct from their neighbors. 
‘They dressed differently, abstained from foods others consumed, and observed 

  

aradically different rhythm of ife.” The Hebrew term for holy, gdsh, de- 
notes, therefore, both detachment and linkage in its respective relationship 
to mundane and ontological realiies. 

In architectural terms, one of the primary linguistic signifirs used for 
the Jerusalem Temple is bet hamigdash (27537 3), ‘the house that s st 
apart or ‘the house that is cut off.’ Similarly, the word temenos (plural 
temene)—used to designate the precincts of a Greck temple—derives from 
the Greek verb femno (réjuvw), which means ‘to cut,” hence to cut off 
space.25 A Greek femenos originally signified any geographical domain 
marked off for any special purpose. Temenos gradually came to mean al- 
most exclusively, however, “a picce of land marked off from common uses 
and dedicated t0 2 god, aprecinct”™’ A temenos represents,therefore,  dis- 
erete space that s associated with divinity and is isolated and ‘cut of” from 
all other regions. Morcover, most femene contain stone markers t0 indicate 
that the area i a site of divine rupture (as in the case of Jacob’s past-dream 
stone pillar).2® The third-century coin depicting the Temple of Men at 
Antioch (PL. 17a), for example, exhibits a lattice-work screen dividing the 
sacred building and its statue from the surrounding area. In fact, low fences 
of stone or wood appear frequently on Roman coins in order to indicate the 
sanctity of temples ?* Various scholarly interpretations have suggested that 
these barriers were used to hinder people and animals from entering sacred 
grounds and that ritual partcipants provisionally tied sacrificial animals to 
the posts located on such fences® These screens were low enough to be 

        

  

    

  

   

connecion 1 and covenan with th tanscendent eally a Sini, Frtermoe, it s 8 
Ctegory of ifrenc tht s the e of holness, . 5. 

24 Levenson, p. 121. 
25 See R. Parker's discussion of the meaning of femenos, from its secular origins 

asociated wilh land cut ff for a King o th post Homerian ssage s and ‘cut ofF fo the 
o n Prke,p, 160163 Ao s 1P, Brows's dicuion of femencsand 2 in Brovn 
Templam.” . 427, For a cxplaaton o enénos lanin in Grek emples,se Scly p. 
si 

25 See Buken, p. 8. 
27 See Liddell & Scott, p. 1774. Also see Wright, p. 225. 
28 See Burkert, pp. 84-85. According to J. and L. Robert, the Greek word for such 

aeere—kaghlio (i)  raseripionof the Lais cancellu 3nd sppers o8 
imber of inscriptons in Asa Minor dring he mperil period. For xdy<elhos, e Robet 
& Rober,p, 474, ad LIeIL & St p 45 

2 For other examples, sce Coins, pp. 9, 18-19, 144-146, and 264.265. 
30 See Will, p. 259; and Corbett, p. 153, note 29, See Scully's description of a “high wall 

makingthe emépas of ASKpicon & CornhinSculy, . 207, . 405 
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trespassed, however, and so they probably functioned at a symbolic level as 
well s at a level of security. Morcover, their permeable nature allowed the 
non-participant visual entry into the sacrificial rituals taking place on the 
other side of the balustrade.3! In physically cutting off an area, therefore, 
these low walls delincated, marked out, and intensified the qualitative 
uniqueness of a space. 

  

FIG. 19 Reconstruction of Herod's Te   wple in Jerusalem. The Temple soreg 
surrounds the inner cours (Meir Ben-Dov). 

‘The Second Temple in Jerusalem comprised similar architectural features 
that ‘cut off sacred spaces from less holy ones. Both Josephus and Mishnah 
Middot 2:3 speak of a soreg (:79) that divided the inner Temple courts from 
the outer ones. The soreg carried both Greek and Latin inscriptions tha 
described the law of purification and warned Gentiles not to enter the area ™ 
Meir Ben-Dov’s reconstruction of the Temple courts (FIG. 19) illustrates the 
probable location of the balustrade.s Whereas the Greek term temenos 
comes from the verb “to cut,” the Hebrew noun soreg originates from the 
Verb 37, meaning ‘1o gird.” % also means ‘to weave’ and 'to knit, indicat 

that the Jeru 

    
    

  

    

  

    
  

lem Temple partition was probably a lattice-work wall 
  

     

  
51 For a discussion of vetcal screenings that varid th degree of visual restricions, see 

Mastenssen pp 6.7 
32 Smith, Place,p. 105 
33 See Josephus, /W 5.5, 2 nos. 193194 See aber efrences o this brrer in Joephus 

W 43, 10 s, 182-183 (raw BeBion); JW 62, 8 nos. 124-128; Josephus, JA 15.11,5 no. 
417, JA 123, 4 no. 145; Josephus, AA 2. no. 103, See also Philo, Gatas, 31 no. 213. Also 
consal S, vol. 2, pp. 284-286. 

34 See E. P, Sanders” discussion o Gentiles and pury in Sanders, Ju 
e waming sign, see Bickerman, “Waming.” p. 210-211; nd Sega 
35 See Ben-Dov,p. 109 
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Based on this etymological evidence pointing to “lattice-work,” on a com- 
parative analysis of contemporary pagan dividers (such as the one in PL. 
17b), and on the material evidence that remains (in the Rockefeller and 
Istanbul museums), | have revised previous reconstructions of the soreg and 
propose an alternative version in FIG. 20 

   28 e 

eyl 2 

  

   
FIG. 20 Alterative reconsiruction of the Jerusalem Temple soreg (author). 

‘The Jerusalem Temple soreg separated and girded, therefore, the areas 
most associated with sacrality. We are now able to place the Jerusalem 
Temple and its physical indicators of sanciity within Girard’s model. The, 
Temple represents the primary, authoritative model for the synagogue; it i, 

for subsequent structures conveying sanctity 
The mode of superior being that the Temple enjoys is the status of sacred 

‘paralleling Eliade’s theory that any sacred rupture in mundane space 
implies a ‘revelation of being.” Sacrifices in the altar arca enable human 
communication with the divine and the shekinah even finds spatial abode in 
side the Temple's precincts, within a designated room, the Holy of Holies. 
The simple presence of a functioning Temple in Jerusalem, in fact, connotes 
the political well-being of the nation of Israel, and hence, a mode of eminent 
being. The object of desire with which the Temple has become synony- 
mous, therefore, is the translation of human contact with the divine into 
architectural and liturgical terms; that s t0 say, the manifestation of a hiero- 
phany into physical sig 

   

  

    

    

  

  

36 For il evidence on the sore ragment, se Schwabe, p. 359-368; and T, pp. 
13  
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‘THE SYNAGOGUE: SACRED OR PROFANE? 

“The late-antique synagogue does not share in the definition of sacred space 
that Eliade associates with the Jerusalem Templ. Instead, the synagogue 
eembodies contradictory notions. On the one hand, it can only be a lesser 
institution that never actually competes with the tradition of sacrality mo- 
nopolized by the Temple. Sacred space in the Jewish tradition is decisively 
linked to and defined in terms of experiences and realitis in which the syna- 
‘gogue does not share. For example, no special, forbidden chamber privately 
embraces the Divine Presence there. The synagogue takes on numerous 
forms in unlimited loci, as opposed 1o  singular design in a ‘centered” 
place. And ritual purity, as well as shoeless attendance, are not required in 
the synagogue. In fact, the early-medieval rabbinic assertion in Exodus 
Rabbah 2:6, “Wherever the shekinah appears one must not go about with 
shoes on,” seems 10 suggest a ‘divine absence’ in the synagogue because 
synagogue partcipants normally wore shoes. Morcover, the Hebrew signi- 
fiers used in conjunction with the Temple and the synagogue—bet hamig- 
dash (57 £73) "house of the sacred” or *house that i set apart” and ber 
hakeneset (nx> “house of the cor ation’—reflect the essential dif- 
ference in their relation (o a divine presence.’” Such nomenclature couples 
‘qualiative distinctness with the former and common ground accessible to all 
with the latter. Moreover, the synagogue is not marked off by boundary in- 
dicators comparable to the femenos of the Temple. As Shaye Cohen has 
pointed out, synagogues differed from the Temple in certain fundamental 
ways: cul, personnel, and place. While Jews regarded the Jerusalem Temple 
t0'be the center of the earth, God's throne, and the very symbol of the eniire 
osmos, Cohen argues that synagogues were, in contra 

      

  

     

  

built throughout the Greco-Roman world in both Palestine and the 
Diaspora, both before the destruction of the temple and after it 
Synagogues were not built in holy places. They were built anywhere and 
everywhere: even a private home could be converted ino a synagogue. 
Surly these humble sructures were not cosaic cnters n any sense of the 
term. 38 

  

Synagogues do not, therefore, require a genius loci; they may be reproduct 
‘worldwide. Nor do synagogues carry a tradition of “rupture” equal to that of 
Mount Morish where sacifices are carred out as a means of liaison with 
God. In fact, according (0 the third-century Rabibi Eleazar ben Peda, all con- 
tact and communication between God and Israel seems impossible in post- 
70 C.E. synagogues. B. Berakot 32 states, “From the time the Temple was 

  

57 See M. Hengel's sty of nomencluure associsted with the synagogue in Hengel, 
Proseache:” pp. 27.54 

38 See Coben, “Temple,”p. 154
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destroyed, an iron wall has cut Isral offfrom ts Father in Heaven.”™ In ad- 
dition, synagogues do not boast a pedigree comparable to that of Mount 
Sinai’s—the historic place of covenant between human and divine. Post- 
Temple synagogues lack, in essence, any intimate connection to sacred 
mountains except one, and that is their consignment 1o pay homage o 
Jerusalem’s Temple Mount by means of orientation. In the carly years of 
the Common Era, synagogue facades and doors consistently open toward 
Jerusalem. By the fourth and fifth centuries, synagogues succumb to another 
Set of orientation rules by angling their most important wall, designed for 
the placement of Torah scrolls, toward the Temple Mount 0 Both cases of 
orientation situate the synagogue in a elationship of perpetual deference to 
the Temple's memory and place this later and ‘secondary” institution in the 
area Eliade designates as ‘profane nonreality” circumseribing the Temple 
Mount, In relation to Girard's competitve triangle, then, the synagogue 
plays the role of the apprenice, yeaming for the object of desire associated 
with its rival the Temple: sacrality. 

On the other hand, the post-Temple synagogue represents the only wor- 
ship establishment available 1o the Jews and by default inevitably assumes 
some of the lturgical and spatial sacrality initially monopolized by the 
Jerusalem Temple. Drawing from Ezekiel, carly medicval sources refer to 
the synagogue, for example, as a ‘lile Temple’ migdash me'at (220 &0, 
reflecting both the nostalgia and reverence that Byzantine Jews sill carry for 
the Temple—despite ts absence from Jerusalem for hundreds of years—and 
the amount of sanctty that they are willing to allocate the synagogue 
hrough such nomenclature.*! The rabbis even hold that prayer from the lips 
replaces sacrifices from the altr and B. Sotzh 38b claims that neither the ark 
in the synagogue, nor a partition of iron, can separate the people of Isracl 
from their Father in heaven.* 

In addition to the liturgicalsignificance that synagogues gained from the 
fourth o sixth centuris, the development and increasing presence of one de- 
cisive element—the chancel screen—differentiated spatial conceptions in 
synagogues. The synagogue soreg—similar in form and function 1o the 
soreg that existed in the Jerusalem Temple—changed homogencous syna- 
gogue space into a heterogencous realm by cuting off and defining areas 
oriented toward the Temple Mount. The synagogue chancel thus distin- 

  

  

   

  

  

59 See Bokser, “Wall,”pp. 349-374. 
0 See Landsberger,p. 183 
41 Sce B. Megilah 294 and Levitcus Rabbsh 62. Also consult Levine, “Sanctuary.” p. 
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2 See Y. Ber. 511, 8. S o Levi       "Suges;” . 206 
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guished certain zones (ofien already chiseled out by apses and niches) from 
other spatial entites in the same building* 

‘The Babylonian Talmud narates two stories that reveal the significance 
of such physical dividers in their ability to set apar the presence of a sacred 
object, much like the soreg in the Jerusalem Temple. The following exam- 
ples describe material barriers located interestingly enough in domestic set- 
tings, not in actual syn B. Berakot 25b-26 tell us that R. Ahai 
entered the bridal chamber of his newly marred son and was horrified to see 
that the nuptials would be consummated in the presence of a Torah scroll 
He exclaims (o the bride’s family 

      

Had I not come now, you would have endangered the lfe of my son, for it 
has been taught: It is forbidden to have marial intercourse in a room in 
which there is a scroll of the Law or reflln, unil they are taken out or 
placed in one receptacle inside of another 
      Sexuality in this instance is considered a profane activity because it might 

have taken place in the presence of a sacred object. Just as sexuality i for- 
bidden in ancient Jewish, Greek, and Roman temple temene, it i also pro- 
hibited in any space made sacred by a holy object. The placement of the 
Torah scrollin a receptacle within the same room allowed for the creation of 
two spatially distinct areas, one profane and one sacred. The passage contin- 
ues, further illustrating the necessity of segregating space for the Torah 
scroll 

    
  

  

R. Joshua b, Levi said: For a seroll of the Law it is necessary to make a par- 
tition (mehitza, Ns) of ten [handbreadths]. Mar Zutra was visiting R. 
Ashi, and he saw that in the place where Mar the son of R. Ashi slept there 
was a scroll of the Law and a parition of ten [handbreadths] was made for 
it. He said to him: Which authority are you following? R. Joshua b. Levi, 
is it not?  presume that R. Joshua b. Levi meant this (o apply only where 
one had not another room, but your honor has another room! He replied: 
had not thought of i 

  

  

  

  

In these passages, two modes of physical barriers—a receptacle intended for 
the containment of the Torah scroll and a low wall of approximately 40 
inches—symbolically represent entirely separate spatial entities. Likewise, 
the term “divider,” mehitza (%3), is based on the root hutz (), ‘outside, 
hence the meaning to place something “outside” of a space by means of a 
partition. In addition to mehitza, the term soreg, denoting both the 
balusirade in the Temple and screens that separated the Torah shrine from the 
rest of synagogue interiors, derives from the verb srg (), meaning both 
“to gird” and “to interlace or weave.” The linguistic bivalence revealed by 

  

  

  

43 S Hachil, A, pp. 187-191; and Focese, “Menorah,” p. 196 
4 Jastrow, pp. 1022-1023, 
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  the term soreg—that which is circumscribed o ‘girded,” as well as that 
which is “woven’ together—evokes a nique tension inherent to such barri- 
ers. At one level, their visual and formal structure often take the form of a 
woven lattice-work screen, like the Jerusalem Temple soreg (FIG. 20) and 
the permeable chancel barriers from Tiberias and the synagogue at Gaza 
(PLS. 17b and 18a). The lattice-work conceptually symbolizes the point at 
which sacred and secular are knitted together in union. At another level, 
however, the spatial context of chancel screens, seen in the reconstruction of 

the synagogue bemah at Khirbet Susiya (PL. 18b), defines them as the force 
that severs sacred from secular space, inhibiting one from infiltrating the 
other.#5 This notion of architectural juncture, as both uniting and dividing, 
mirrors Mircea Eliade’s theory of architectural threshold between two quali 
tatively different spaces. He states: 

  

  

    
  

    

The threshold that separates the two spaces also indicates the distance be- 
tween two modes of being, the profane and the religious. The threshold is 
the limit, the boundary, the frontier that distinguishes and opposes two 
Worlds—and at the same time the paradoxical place where those worlds 
communicate, where passage from the profane to the sacred world becomes 
possible. Hence their great religious importance, for they arc symbols and 
at the same time vehicles of passage from the one space (0 the other.46 

  

  

  

Like a threshold that signifies separation and continuity then, the soreg or 
the mehitza in front of the Torah scrolls creates the ‘edge’ necessary for the 
existence and definition of two distinctyet interelated spatal realitis. 
Epigraphic evidence in Greek, Latin, Hebrew, and Aramaic further reveals 

the increasing sacrality attibuted to synagogue space in conjunction with 
synagogue screens in late antiquity. An early seventh-century chancel screen 
from Ashkelon, for cxample, reads, “Kyros has presented to God and to the 
holy place (&yww Tém) for his salvation.™? A sixth-century inseription lo- 
cated on the mosaic floor of the Gaza synagogue (PL. 19), acknowledges 
the wood merchants who contributed o this “most holy place” (dyta[rs] 
). 4 The synagogue at n Lif refers o tself as sancta sinagoga® 

  

    

     

5 This i Ze'ev Yeivin'sreconstrutionin Yeivn, “Susiya.”pp. 9398 
46 Elade, Sacred, p. 25 
7 Sec Sukenik, “el-Hammeh” . 155. Sukenik acceps a 604 C.E. dating o this scrcen, 

which s now the property of the Deusches Evangelischs Instiut fr Allertums wisenschalt 
s Heligenlands and on foan o the lszsel Muscum. See LIz, p. 55, no. 70; and Frey 

Vol 2,pp. 151-152. 10, 964, 
48 See Ovadiah, “Gaza p. 195 and Ovadish “Synagogue,” pp. 130-131. See also 

Lifiz, pp. 55-59, 0. 75 
9 Sec Bicbel, “Hamman LIt” pp. 541.551. 
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and other Diaspora_synagogues—Stobi,%0 Side in Pamphylia,s! and 
Philadelphia in Lydia®—define each of their spatial compositions as “holy 
place.”? In Byzantine Palestine, synagogues at Beth-Shean,* Na‘aranS 
Hammath-Tiberias,  Kefar Hananiah, and Gerasa®® all reveal cpigraphic 
evidence confirming the sacred quality of these structures. Four inscriptions 
from synagogues in Egypt alone refer to “holy place™ and inscriptions lst- 
ing the twenty-four Priestly courses that once functioned in the Temple 
appear at Caesarea, Beit el-Khader in Yemen, and Kissufim. Another such 
inscription commemorating the hieratic caste of the Temple, reported by 
Sukenik but now lost, appears directly on a chancel screen from 
Ashkelon 6! And in another Palestinian case, a chancel screen fragment 
found near the synagogue ste at Gaza carries the Greek inseription: 

  

  

  

    

  

For the salvation of Jacob the son of Lazarus, X, his son, in grattude to 
‘God has renovated the structure of the apse of this holy place (dy(ou 

  

50 AcStobi, the tems dyiv 76 and dyiow refer 10 sacred place and sanctuary. See 
Frey vol. 1, pp. S4-507, n. 694 and Lifsit,pp. 18-19,no. 10. 

S1'ACSide, 2 marbl plaque idensifics the building as “the very holy, first synagogue,” 
éparir{ns) mpirns owayyns, Lifhitz, p. 3, 0. 36;and Frey, vo 2, pp. 3839, no. 81 

52 At Lydia: “To the very hly synagogue ofthe Hebrews,” dyior rn) (olwayonn 7o 
EBgalon. S Lifhiz, p. 31, no. 28; and Frey, vo. 2, pp. 1819, no. 755 

53 Sce A, T. Krasbel's discussion of the development of sscred space in Dinspora 
synagogues in Kraabel, p. 495.J. . Burchaell also commens on th incressing sancity of 
Roman synagogucs, siating that they were considered aedes sacra, acred cdifics. The 
synagogue was defined as a religionis locus; thef or destrcton of funds or of docurments 
fiom s premiss was lasifed as sacrilgiu; the synagogue etained rights of asylum or 
sancuary it was immune from most intrusionsfrom civil auhoriies; and o elgious symbols 
fiom outside raditions could be imposed on it Sec Burchael, . 226; nd Juste, vl. 1, pp. 456472 

54 Here the inseription reads: “Remermbered be for good all the members of the holy 
congregation who endeavored to repaie the holy place” (% ). See Bahat, “Beth. 
Shean.” . 5. 

S5"The Aramac inscription here aso eads 7 . See Naveh,pp. 136, 
56 Onee agan, , Dothan, Hanmath Tiberia, pp. -S4, 
57 Here the inscription mentions - on a bronze hanging lamp. See Frey, vol. 2, 

Pp. 164-165, o, 580 
58 See Lifhiz p. 70, o. 78; and Frey, vol. 2, p. 103-104,no 867 
59 One inscrption rom the time of the Polemies mentions “sacred precinets” i€y 

epdforov See Lishitz, . 76, no. 87; Frey, vo. 2. pp. 360-361, no, 1433, Thre others efer 
{04yt 7o Lifhiz, . 77, nos. 85,89, 50; Frey, vo. 2, p. 36246, nos. 1435, 1436, 1437, 

©0See Avi-Yonah, “Courses” pp. 137-139;and Levine, Caesarea, p. 4. 
1 This sreen has unforunately been los,but the iscrption wis recorded by Sukenik in 

Sukeik, “cl-Hammah” pp. 156-157. Sce alio Goadenough, va. 1. pp. 220-221; and Frey. 
vol.2,p. 150, 10,962 
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together with its sereen (kay<é\) from the ground up in the month of 
March...2    

    
   This inscription incontestably associates spatial sacrality—designated epi- 

graphically as “holy place”—with the two architectural features that received 
renovation during the sixth century, the apse and the screen 

In addition to the plethora of inscriptional evidence pointing to sacrality 
in synagogues, Talmudic passages, such as B. Sotah 40a, allude to the qual- 
itative difference between synagogal spatial settings by stating that the 
priestly class, the Kohanim, “had their faces toward the people and their 
backs toward the shekinah.” Moreover, texts like B. Megillah 292 and B. 
Berakot 6a-b, state that the Divine Presence can now be discovered in the 
synagogue. These comments further encroach upon the uniqueness of the 
Temple by deferring the sacraliy of the Temple, embodied in the shekinah's 
presence, spatially and temporally to the institution of the synagogue. And 
B. Sotah 40a claims that before reciting the priestly blessing, the Kohanim 
removed their shoes in order to ascend the synagogue platform—a mimetic 
reference to Biblical traditions associated with holy ground and Temple ritu- 
als performed barefoot. 5 

In spite of such affirmations to validate the synagogue’s liturgical role 
and to link the synagogue with the Divine Presence, the synagogue in late 
antiquity never shares the uriquely prestigious position once enjoyed by the 
Temple. B. Berakot 32b juxtaposes significant texts that are attributed o R. 
Eleazar and that comment on the importance of Temple sacrifice: “From the 
day on which the Temple was destroyed the gates of prayer have been 
closed” and “Prayer is more efficacious than offerings, as it says, “To what 
purpose is the multitude of your sacrifices unto me?” (Is. 1:11). Such am- 
bivalence and seemingly contradictory attitudes toward the role of the 
Temple and the status of sacrifice during the post-Temple cra places the 
Jewish tradition at a theological impasse. To fill the lacuna left by the 
Temple, the synagogue necessarily appropriates its ritual and ontological 
importance. In doing this, however, the synagogue must rival and threaten 
the tradition of the consiructed Temple model—whether it remains standing 
or has been destroyed. Moreover, the tangible and formal marking of sacral- 
ity represents the object of desire to which the synagogue is indentured. 

  

  

  

    

  

  

  

  

2 This reading follows Sukerik's econsiucied wanslaton in Sukenik, “el-Hammah,” pp. 
158-159. Sukenik inserts kayeéAks where the sreen i broken (0 indicae the self-rfece 
pature of the nseription. Se siso Liitz. p. 56-57, ho. 72: and Fiey, vo. 2, pp. 152154, 
0,966, 

5. Safrai commens that “th uling thet the priets must ascend barefoot added an 
clement of the Temple aimosphere 1o ts execuion n the synagogue” (cmphasis mine). Sec 
Safca, Gothering.” p. 10. See my analysis of this Temple pristly gesture in Brashar, 
Sacred Spice,” p. 392 
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‘The incomparable phenomenon of the ate-antique synagogue appears, 
therefore, o elude preconceived notions of sacred space as formulated by 
Eliade and routinely attached to the Temple. Furthermore, the relationship 
between its spatial composition and that of the Jerusalem Temple demands 
the formulation of new typologies and defnitions i order o interpret the re- 
ligious and architectural meaning of i space. 

  

'WITH AND WITHOUT PLACE 

In his book Map is not Territory, Jonathan Z. Smith develops a theory of 
space very different from that of Eliade’s and asks, “Has not the illuminating 
category of the ‘Center’ been oo narrowly discussed in literal erms of geo- 
‘graphical symbolism?’S* Instead, Smith argues for a theory builton the dif- 
ference between a caste-run cult and an individual-based religion, between 
topographical centers and geographical peripheries. The discrepancy between 
these extremes gives rise o the opposing categories of “locative” and 
“utopian.” He defines the locative as that which conforms to a location or 
emphasizes the centrality of a place.5* It is associated with a world that 
knows its limits and boundaries and maintains the integrity and character of 
place. Ancient temple structures with bounded temene, such as the Temple 
in Jerusalem, illustrate this locative religious mode because they employ a 
highly defined ritual system with a set of rules that maintain a closed and 
static society. Smith describes systems of this kind as centripetal, compact, 
bound, and native. Furthermore, Smith asserts that part and parcel of this 
world view i the idea of hierarchy. Just as every element belongs to the 
character of a certain group or place, each member occupies a specific posi 

al traditions that prohibit the presence of 
foreigners or ritually impure participants, such as menstruating women, arc 
examples of this system 5 Integral (0 the success of the totalty, then, is 
“each individual’s keeping his place.”" 

In contrast (o the concept of “central-locative,” Smith sets forth the idea 
of “peripheral-utopian” or “the value of being in no place.”®$ The word 
“utopian’ is etymologically derived from the Greek, ou fopos, ‘no place.’ 
Here Smith emphasizes boundless, free, undefinable, and vast territories 
Instead of cormesponding (o an ordered, rational world, the u-topian is ofen 

    

  

  
  

     

  

  

  

      
  

S smith, Map,p. 95 
 Smith, Map,pp. 101102 

6 Sce 1D, Coben's uatment of i proiem in Cohen,“Mensirants” p. 273259 
ad i my Torihcoming book. Sucred Space i Anciet Jewish nd Eany Medieval 
Archiecure Cambridge: Canbidge Universiy Prss, 1996) 

 Smith, Map,p. 135 
 Snith, Map, . 101 
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characterized by the chaotic.5” Smith relates the story of Alexander the 
Great, who continually tested the boundaries of his empire and trespassed 
heir limits. When he encountered the sages of India, the world conqueror in- 
quired why they stood before him stamping the earth with their feet. To 
protest Alexander's military exploits, they replied that “every man can pos- 
sess only so much of this earth’s surface as this we are standing on.""® 
While the attitude of the sages illusirates Smith’s category of the ‘locati 
emphasizing a highly defined center with articulated limits and rules, 
Alexander the Great's position typifies the nature of ‘rebellion.””! The edges 
of his empire were not closed and compact, but made up of diffuse, dynamic, 
and differentiated space; the fringes were open and u-topian, without locative 
cohesiveness. 

In relation to the synagogue and the Temple, it s not difficult o idenify 
the locative as the singularly ‘placed and hierarchically structured institution 
on the Temple Mount and the u-topian as the unlimited, ubiquitous, and 
varied worship structures scattered throughout the land of Israel and the 
Diaspora. Intrnsic to Smith’s categories of the locative and u-topian, as he 
applics them to late antiquity, however, s the shift from the former to the 
latter. He states that a significant change in emphasis takes place from the 
ceremonial life of temple systems to that of individuals. This institutional 
shift—from a closed, compact society to an open arrangement based on the 
individual—implies a change in topography as well as in theology. Such an 
“anthropologic" shift constitutes a unique transition where the centralized 
city or temple wall no longer protects individuals from evil. Rather, the 
association with a religious society or human group will save him or her 
from an evil perceived in human terms, embodied in other people.” Smith 
designates this anthropologic system as a diasporic model, a movement 
from static to mobile, from centralized to peripheral, from native to 
perpetual exl 

  

   

  

    

  

      

9 1 is dificult 0 dissociste Smith's tem “wlopian’ rom it mre familiar reerence 1 an 
“ideal situation”” While certin socites, adopting what Smith calls @ {opian system of 
de.centralization, may have in factbeleved that they were headed toward an idal oluton, 
Smith cmploys the word primarily o suggest tha thei sprtual focus was no limited 10 3 
singl place. To make more spparent hisrfeence o isinuisic soure, | have hypherated 
e word: “wtopos.” 
70 Smih, ap.p. 102 

Smith, Map,p. 156, 
» Joseph Gumann sssets tht this ws the impetus for the formation of the synagogue 

The Phariaic emphasis on the individualssbilty to inflvence his o ht slvaton through the 
observance of Iaw, hlakih, led o the rigins o the synagogue i the second century B.C.E 
e Gutman, Synagogues, p. 34, See Steven Fine'sdiscusion of postTemple ime 2 “non- 
Sacred tme” or man ha<eh in Fie, Holy Pace.”"p. 1. 

73 Smith, Map, p. 131. Problems sris fr e spesks in 
genra of i rious i of Lote Amiuiy” (3 186 withot compietlycaryng he 
Rligious groups to which he refers. While most of his book addreses carly Judaism and 
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At first glance, the mere existence of pre-70 C.E. synagogues attests to 
what Smith earmarks as a shift from the ‘character of place” toward the ‘u- 
topian,”that s, toward disparate and peripheral locations. Although the ori- 
gins of the synagogue are still indeterminate and the archacological evidence. 
questionable, it is clear from the New Testament and other literary sources 
that this communal institution developed and began to gain strength while 
the Temple in Jerusalem was still functioning in a centralized, ‘locative” re- 
ligious system.™ This diffused system was not new, however, o the Jewish 
people. Before attempts under Josiah in the seventh century B.C.E. to cen- 
tralize worship in Jerusalem, ancient Israclite existence was symbolized by 
wilderness and vast territorial expanses. These areas were dotted with re- 
gional altar sites to YHWH, such as those at Shechem, Bethel, and Shiloh. 
Tnitially, therefore, the Israclites were steeped in a ‘u-topian” system, with- 
out a permanent place. The first shift, then, was the reverse of what Smith 
describes: from u-topian existence, embodied in localized sanctuarics, to 
locative stasis in the one Jerusalem Temple. 

I i pointless to speculate whether the Jewish people would have exe- 
cuted a complete shift from worship in the Jerusalem Temple to the more 
anthropologic and highly ubiquitous institution of the synagogue had the 
Herodian Temple continued to function on its Mount. Although the Qumran 
community and early Christian groups had already de-centered their relgious 
orientation away from the Temple, Smith’s generic reference to a “shift of 
late antiquity” proves somewhat ill-suited when applied to the Jewish tradi- 
tion. By political-historical compulsion rather than by choice, the Jews un- 
willingly made this radical dispersive shift after the destruction of the 
Temple in 70 C.E. Furthermore, while Smith devises his two categories to 
set the stage for the great uni-directional detour n late antiquity, the succes- 
sive shifts from one category to the other present a more complicated picture 
of the period. Multiple reversals, from the establishment of a decentralized, 
diasporic cult o the simultancous and unrelenting references o and yearn- 
ings for a locative existence, more accurately characterize the relationship of 
the synagogue and the Temple. This tension, then, between a u-topian 
‘model and a locative prototype—that is o say, between a community orga- 

    

    

    

  

  

      

   
o shift” is devoted 10 3 Gracco-Eyptin, 

7188, nos. 66.67), he mentions the "secret 
Soccty” ofthe synagogue (his oly rference toth instution) ss el s the commaities of 
carly Chrisianity and Qunran. Yet the rligious world of ltc atiquity ws teeming with 
iverse rligious groups ineducibl (0 a single phenomenon. Within Judasm iself several 
movements were at wark and they were a0t undergoing & monolitic metamorphosis. AS R. 
MacMullen has described it, “I s & proper melting pot.” For a discussion of religious 
diversityinthe firs thre centuies CE. see MacMulen,es. pp. 112 

¥ See Fesher, “Synagogues.” pp. 67-81. See ko Chiat, “Fist-Century,” pp. 49-60. 
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nization in multiple locations without a structured, caste system and a 
hierarchical institution defined spatially and ontologically as real and set 
apart—becomes an interalized tension within the late-antique synagogue, 
itself. Through its development, the synagogue maintains both a u-topian, 
communal nature while tentatively introducing within its parameters a 
locative model, a model bound to and defined in terms of the spatial sacrality 
of the Jerusalem Temple. The desire in late antiquity, therefore, to 
reconstruct a locative presence—that is, the Temple’s presence—in the 
spatial and liturgical panorama of the synagogue may be understood in terms 
of merged or coalesced identities as well as displaced, vicarious sacrality. 
Jewish chancel scrcens, Temple lturgy, and iconographic representations of 
the Temple all play decisive roles in staging locative, spatial sacrality in 

  

      

  

Iate-antique synagoy 

  

RIVALRY AND THE DOUBLE BIND 

We now arrive at a comparative analysis of the subject-construct, the syna- 
‘gogue, and the rival-construct, the Temple, within the Girardian model of 
mimetic desire and monstrous doubles. The triangular relationship, as thus 

jouble-bind imperative.” Girard 

  

  

  

proposed, reflects what Girard calls the 
claims that tension arises from the constructed rival’s assumed authority, 
which by its very nature as a superior being implicitly conveys to any fol- 
lower, “Imitate me! Desire what I desire!” But when the constructed subject 
does start to imitate the rival and become similar to it, there is inevitable 
conflict as opposed o harmony. The more comparable the two become, the 

ncourage imi- 

  

  

  more intense the contention. The rival, who scemed (0 on 
tation simply by assuming the role of the model 

s surprised to find himself engaged in competition. He concludes that the 
disciple has betrayed his confidence by following in his footsteps. As for 
the disciple, he feels both rejected and humiliated, judged unworthy by his 
model of paricipating in the superior exisience (he. model imself ea- 
joys. 

  

Threatened by the subject-construct, the rival forbids the appropriation of 
what it considers “my object” and decrees, “Don’t imitate me.” This gives 
rise 1o the double-bind imperative, a dircctive to imitate and yet not to imi- 
tates 

‘The synagogue as perceived by the Jewish community is, i this sense, 
subject to a twofold predicament. First, in order 1o gain legitimacy and pro- 
vide Judaism with a viable religious aliernative o a Temple left in ruins, 

  

  

  

      6 Girad, Violnce, . 147
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the synagogue must imitate the Temple in order to achieve the same object 
of desire: meaningful contact with God and the physical manifestation of 
sanctity. One example of such imitation shows up in Toscfta Megillah 
4:22, which states that synagogue entrance ways should be located on the 
castern wall 10 mirror the Jerusalem Temple’s orientation.™ 

‘The other side of Girard's double-bind theory prevails, nevertheless, when 
the art of the synagogue comes (00 close to representing its model's sacred 
and venerated tradition. The rival’s expression, “Don’t imitate me” is rc- 
vealed in rabbinic prohibitions (B. Menahot 28b, B. RH 24a, B. AZ 43a) 
that explicitly warn against the exact replication of symbolically-charged 
objects, such as the Temple menorah. Distorted menorahs, like the five- 
branched menorahs at Capernaum and the nine-branched menorahs at Beth- 
‘Shean and *Ein Nashot (PL. 19), deviate from the traditional seven-branched 
form. In other cases, menorah representations exhibit a three-legged base 
instead of the supposed solid one described by Josephus or depicted on the 
Arch of Titus (PL. 20a)® Beth Alpha displays two menorahs (PL. 20b), 
both with deviated genres of tri-legged bases, different even from each 
other.” Hence, synagogue art reveals the desire, on the one hand, to 
appropriate the heritage of the Temple, and therefore is legitimacy, and the 
impetus, on the other hand, to deviate from the veritable form of the ur- 
object,thereby actually expropriating certain charged Temple images. 

In the end, Girard claims that each of the rivals merges its own identity 
with the other and ultimately perceives the other as its mirror image, as its 
“monstrous double.” He comments: 

  

  

  
  

      

Inthe collective experience of the monstrous double the differences are not 
eliminated, but muddied and confused. All the doubles are inerchangeable, 
although their basic similariy is never formally acknowledged   

Such “confused differences” call to mind the juxtaposition of Temple molifs 
and synagogue images in the art of late-antique synagogues. The Beth Alpha 
mosaics (PL. 20b), for example, are visual landmarks to “Eliadian rup- 
ture"—that s t0 say, a tribute 10 the tradition of the Jerusalem Temple—but 
within the parameters of synagogue space. The (op portion of the three 
mosaic panels depicts a portal-type shrine in the middle of  liturgical 
arrangement,flanked by Tions, veil, incense shovels, the ner tamid (cternal 
flame), menorahs, and cherubim-ike birds. In his book, The Sacred Portal, 

  

  

    

77 See M. Chiat'slst of synagogues with easiemoriened doors in Chist, Hardbook, . 
18, 

78 See Specber, “Menorah” pp. 135-159; nd Meyers, Menorah 
9 See Hachli, “Compositon,” where she staes “the inlination o depict unidentical 

objcts oranimals within eraldic design must have been intntionl 3 it would have been 
ot ascasy to poriay completely idenicl designs.” p. 66 

G, Violence, . 161 
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Bernard Goldman likens this composition to ancient Near Eastern images of 
doorishrine motifs found on seals and scarabs and indicates that the portal t- 
self represents rupture and discontinuity in space. Along the lines of Eliade’s 
interpretation of threshold, Goldman says that 

  

  

  

throughout ancient art the portal is stressed above that of any other archi- 
tectural feature..it is a pictograph for sacredness. Whatever appears framed 
in the door is thereby cloaked in sancity. It is a small step, indeed, to 
translate the door frame into an acdicula, a shrine, or a sacred niche.!   

This interpretation of the aedicula structure as a sign of sacred manifestation 
allows for the broader identification of the top panel of the Beth Alpha 
mosaics as (1) a model of the destroyed Temple of Jerusalem, (2) the 
innermost sanctuary of the Temple, or (3) a structure present within the 
synagogue itself. Arguing for the symbolization of Temple sanctity within 
the synagogue, Goldman remarks:    

“The flowered curtains which siood before the Holy-of-Holics..Jions, birds, 
menorah, itual utensils, and trees are gathered together, assembled about 
the pedimented sacred portal; the basic meaning of the portal as the palace- 
shrine of the heavenly Dwelle is never lost. As the architectural concre- 
tion of God's house, it holds His Tablets, His Torah. It s the Temple 
because it also holds God's seat and footstool. And, as the heavenly 
precinct, ts doors close upon the realm of the pious dead who are gathered 
under His throne.5% 

ic pancls on the same floor exhibit written ttles o 
identify Abraham, Isaze, the ram, and the twelve figures of the zodiac, this 

inel displays no titularly labels o associate it with any specific siructure. 
ion of the portal in essence speaks for itself. Goldman concludes 

that the artists who signed the work, Marianos and Hanina, purposefully de- 
signed this panel “to provide a sense of admission, enty into the most holy 
precincts whose only language i that of the symbol.”® In this phrase, we 
finally meet the dual significance of Goldman'’s assessment of the sacred 
portal, The doorway is simulianeously the veicle for hicrophany, that is 
the passage way through which YHWH enters the human realm, and the 
mortal gateway to a more sacred domain. Similr then o the figuration of 

of the ladder,the symbolic language 

  

    
    

    

   
‘rupture’ and ‘passage’ in Jacob's drea 
of the portalindicates a two-way traffi 

‘The middle mosaic panel at Beth Alpha—devoted to the seasons of the 
year, the months of the zodiac, and the clockwork of day and night—does 
not signify the ontologically real heavens, evoked in the first panel, but 

    

    

31 Goldman, pp. 73 1nd 82 
2 Goldman, p. 124 
£ Goldman,p.65.
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rather denotes the temporal workings of our own cosmos3* Fruits and 
grains from earthly fields appear as attributes beside personified Summer, 
Fall, Winter, and Spring. Even the presence of Helios clinches the associa- 
tion with the earth’s sun—a heavenly body bound to our own global sky 
and planetary system. The middle panel symbolizes, thercfore,  heavenly 
realm one level lower than the celestial amangement depicted in the top. 
panel 

“The third and final panel completes the cosmic stratification by llustrat- 
ing an event that occurs in mundane, earthly territory—the agedah or the 
binding of Isaac. The hand of God not only intercedes at the appropriate 
moment in the pictorial narrative, but actually breaks through the formal 
borderline distinguishing the mosaic panels containing the heavenly and ter- 
restrial worlds. Such ‘Eliadian rapture’—the appearance of a divine presence 
in a mortal environment—acts as the link between the three mosaic st 
tions, formally and iconographically uniting them under one program. This 
three-part mosaic stresses in namrative form God's intervention from the 
High Heavens (0 the earthly heavens and finally (o the human realm.55 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

VICARIOU: 

  

S SACRALITY 

‘The evocation of the heavenly/Jerusalem Temple tradition within synagogue 
space allows Beth Alpha to paricipate n the sacraliy associated with divine 
rupture.f Only the re-creation of ‘symbolic Temple space’ within the realm 
of the synagogue enables this subordinate insttution to take part in the 
sacred—a notion that remains irretricvably bound to the Temple's 
proprietorship. The synagogue’s link with Temple sacrality should not be   

seen as a lteral transference of Temple space to the synagogue apse, but 
  

  instead might be perceived in terms of a *vicarious’ rapport; that is to say 
that by definition, the synagogue takes the place of another in its “imagined 
participation in the experience of another.” The Temple’s sacrality is, 
therefore, displaced and deferred to the synagogue unil the Temple is rebuil 
In this sense, the synagogue’s artistic and liturgical representations of the 
‘Temple become mnemonic referents to Temple space, figuratively and 
vicariously reconstructing its presence in the synagogue’s own domain. 

Finally, according to René Girard’s theory of rivalry, the tension created 
between the monstrous doubles—the Temple and the synagogue—precipi- 

  

  

  

  

  

   
4 Josephus atibues similar cosmic symbolism and time in the form of a z0dic 1o the 

Jerusalem Temple. See Josephus, /4 3.1 and Cohen, “Templ,”p. 170. 
35 see Schupir, p. 28, 
96 Similarly, he images of the scriic of Isaac, the Temple facade, and the Temple 

menorah on the Torah shrine at Dura Europos link this synagogue in the Diaspora o the 
whole arcitecural and religous history of s ancestor in Jeruslen. 
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tates a condition of ultimate interchangeability, substitution, and violent 
opposition. He explains: 

‘The model considers himself t0o far above the disciple, the disciple con- 
siders himself 100 far below the mode, for cither of them even flectingly 
0 entertain the notion that their desircs are identical—in short, thal they 
might indeed be rivals. To make the reciprocity complete, we need only add 
that the disciple can also serve as  model, even (o his own model¥ 

The reciprocity that Girard implies suggests that the synagogue possibly 
acted as a rival organization while the Temple still stood in Jerusalem. This 
reversal gives weight to Smith's suggestion that late-antique Judaism saw a 
willed shift from locative to u-topian societal structures. Communities like 
Qumran and the carly Christians were certainly turning away from the 
Jerusalem Temple, asserting that the Divine Presence had long since deserted 
the polluted Temple Mount. Instead, they gravitated toward organizations 
conceived of and structured much like the late-antique synagoguc—a con- 
tending and reforming model. Girard concludes, “When all differences have 
been eliminated and the similarity between two figures has been achieved, 
we say that the antagonisis are doubles. It is their interchangeability that 
makes possible the act of sacrifcial substituion.” The culmination of this 
multifarious and tension-filled relationship is the sacrifice of one of the 
rivals. The Temple, once the place of sacrifice, paradoxically becomes the 
sacrifice itself for the development of the synagogue. Without this sacrifice, 
the synagogue would never rise to the incontestable place that it occupies as 
the principle place of religious worship in late-antique Jewish society. And 
it i the rabbis’ task to make this substitution possible by endowing the 
synagogue with crucial import. One early-medieval tradition claims, there- 
fore, that the actual building materials from the Temple of Solomon 
comprised the physical structure of a synagogue. Sherira ben Hanina, the 
tenth-century Gaon of Pumbedita, said that when Isracl was exiled to 
Babylon, King Jehoiachin built a synagogue in Nehardea, using for its 
foundation carth and stones brought from the Temple in Jerusalem.$ This 
endeavor physically to incorporate the Temple’s being into the synagogue 
legitimates the synagogue’s status through the physical and symbolic 
appropriation of Temple atributes. Such appropriation witnessed its 
extreme denouement in 19th-century reform Judaism when the synagogue 
completely assumed the theological role that the Temple once held. The 
synagogue—and not the rebuilding of the third Temple—was seen as the 
ultimate instigator of a utopian age (here, T use ‘utopian’ in the ideal sense 
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of the word) and in an attempt to eclipse its powerful precursor even 
appropriated the nomenclature ‘Temple’ as it signifier. 

CONCLUSION 

  ‘The iconographic, architectural, and ritual manifestations of sanctity in an- 
cient Jewish religious spaces reveal a set of complex relationships that e 
isted between the synagogue and its forebear, the Jerusalem Temple. Sacred 
and profane categories in architecture—like other conjured descriptions, such 
as “anxious,’ ‘vicarious.’ and ‘competitive’—are essentially human con- 
structs. As such, they illustrate the ways in which communities invest 
objects, institutions, and histories with their own anxieties and perceptions. 
Talmudic evidence, for example, reveals the shifting status of sacrality in 
the synagogue. Tosefta Megillah 3:18 illustrates a rabbinic desire, notably a 
tentative one, to attribute sacrality (o early synagogues: 

  

  

  

One does not act lightly in synagogues; one does not enter them in the 
heat because of the heat, in the cold because of the cold, or in the rain be- 
cause of the rain. One does not eat in them, nor drink in them, nor sleep in 
them, nor walk around in them nor relax in them, but one does read and 
study and preach in them 0 

   

“This rabbinic text does not assert that the synagogue is a locus of sacrality 
in concrete or definitive terms. Nor does it directly mention the character of 
Temple space—a spatial reality that these injunctions, if followed, come 
close to creating. Instead, this passage demonstrates a hesitant legal attempt 
to distinguish synagogues from common, secular structures. The goal of 
this code of conduct—the establishment of synagogue sacrality—remains, 
however, unarticulated. 

In iconographic and architectural terms, the late-antique synagogue 
evoked sacred space within its walls through the mimetic representation of 
Temple imagery, liturgy, and heterogeneous space. Temple objects appear, 
for example, in the Beth Alpha synagogue mosaics next to what is most 
likely a Torah shrine, thereby combining the trappings of the two different 
organizations and conflating the heavenly/Temple world with synagogue 
iconography. Moreover, the mosaic panel that exhibits these ‘muddied” 
complexions—bringing to mind René Girard’s paradigm of rivalry and 
confused identities—is situated closest to the apsidal arrangement that 
‘geographically projects toward Jerusalem. The incorporation of Temple 
motifs into synagogue imagery and space implies, therefore, vicarious 

    

  

  

90 Tris passage appears in both Y. Megilsh 3740 and B. Megillsh 280, See Safs, 
Gatering” p. 7. 
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synagogal participation, by means of symbolic representation, in the 
sanctity once allocated (0 the Jerusalem Temple. 

Such artstic evidence, together with certain Talmudic fopoi, make ex- 
plicit the Jewish community’s efforts to assign to the post-70 C.E. syna 
gogue at least some of the sacred status initially dominated by the Temple. 
As an institution that is perpetually different from and deferent t0 the de- 
stroyed Temple, the synagogue paradoxically becomes the place of deferred 
Temple sacrality.? The Temple’s unique association with the Divine 
Presence and its sacrificial means of communicating with God are deferred 
aftr ts destruction—spatially, temporally, and formally—to the liturgy and 
space of the synagogue. Special parts of this space, qualitatively distin- 
guished by markers of the sacred such as synagogue soregim are, however, 
placed under crasure to denote the inadequate representation of true Temple 
Space.% The synagogue must therefore yield itself up to an existence in the 
shadow of the Temple tradition and at the same time it must work as a v 
able, authentic place of worship, sequestering the Temple’s ability both to 
communicate with God and to express that sacred connection in visible, 
structural signs. 

    

  

  

  

  

  51 A subtet 0 my discourse on the “diffrence” betien the Temple and the synagogae 
evolves around the words diference” and “defering,” with Gbvious allusions 10 1. 
Derrida's essay, “La Diférance.” See Derrid, p. 5. 1 add 1 ths polysemia the notion of 
deferenc 

92 See Branham, “Sacred Space, 
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    REREADING THE REREDOS: 
DAVID, ORPHEUS, AND MESSIANISM IN THE 

DURA EUROPOS SYNAGOGUE" 

PAUL V. M. FLESHER! 

  

A scholarly consensus holds that the Jews at Dura Europos—a walled city 
on the Euphrates destroyed in 256 C.E.—held messianic beliefs; they be- 
lieved that a messiah from the lineage of King David would come in the f 
ture to bring peace upon the world According to the consensus, the main 
evidence for these Jews’ messianic beliefs derives from the middle scene of 
the synagogue’s reredos, its large central painting located directly above the 
Torah Shrine. This scene depicts a figure, identified as David, playing a Iyre 
before some animals. The artist, it has been argued, has cast David in the 
classic form of Orpheus, who is often depicted playing a lyre to pacify wild 
animals. By portraying David in this manner, the Dura Jews thus present 
David not as the biblical David, but as an ideal figure who can only be the 
future messiah, 

Although scholars have subjected the details of the David scene to much 
debate, lttle discussion has occurred of whether this scene actually consti- 

tutes evidence for messianism. The identification of David with Orpheus has 
led inexorably to the conclusion that the synagogue’s artist depicted David 
as a messiah. 

‘This article considers whether the synagogue’s paintings—the David 
scene in particular—reveal a belief in a future Jewish messiah; it thus pro- 
vides an evaluation of the claims that Dura’s Jews were messianic. The 

      

  

  

  

  This paper i dedicated to Warren Moon, who was my main conversation patne sbout 
the ot the Dura synagogue for several years. He died unexpectedly in 1992, 

1'% want to acknowledge the support 1 have received for his research: Northwester 
Universiy provided funds i the form of a University Rescarch Grant s well as access (0 it 
ATG Media Studio: Clifford Tarrance of Menmethink helped me enter the photograph into 
computer form: Andy Bryson of the Center for Teaching Excellence and the computing 
Support St of the Collge of Enginceringat the Universy of Wyoming asisted me i the 
final stages of theproject. Susan B. Downey and Carolne McCracken-Fesherread drafts of 

this essay nd made many helpful comments, and 1 hark hem. 
2 The scholars who are most strongly identifed with tis posion are A. Gra 

thime eligieux des fresques de a synagogue de Dours” Revue de histoire des religions, 
22 (1941)159-72; Du Mesnil, Les peintures, Stern, “Orpheus” Wischniczer, Theme; 

‘Goodenough, esp.vos. 5 and 911 and Goldten. Keaeing, in Kraeing Synagogue, pp. 62 
165,214:27 also adheres totis view bt he docs notarculi i srongly. S also . Leveen, 
The Hebrew Bible in Ar (London, 1984). 
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study will center on several questions. It begins by reopening the debate 
concerning the David scene’s details and analyzing whether the artist por- 
trayed David as Orpheus. With the help of computer-assisted image process- 
ing, we will subject the elements of the scene to close serutiny, evaluating 
the form of each, and sometimes even questioning their existence. Next, we 
shall question the automatic equation of *Orphic’ David with the messiah by 
analyzing the place of messianism in Orphism and whether Orpheus figures 
as  messiah. From there, we shall briefly visit the question of whether 
messianic themes appear in other paintings in the Dura synagogue, and con- 
clude with a discussion of the role of messianic notions in different types of 
Judaism prior to and during the time of the Dura Europos synagogu. 

‘The results of these analyses uniformly reveal that the claims for mes- 
Sianic ideas in the David scene in particular and among Dura's Jews in gen- 
eral are vastly overstated. Far from building a solid case for messianism, 
scholars have built a tower of cards. The case has been constructed of mis- 
identified and imagined objects in the painting itself, faulty reasoning, and 
historical and religious confusion. None of the evidence scholars have identi- 

i's artwork points to messianic beliefs among Dura's 

  

    

  

    

    

  

  

  

COMPUTER ANALYSIS OF THE DAVID FIGURE 

‘The main problem with the messianic interpretation of the David scene is 
that it rests upon a highly confused painting. The reredos, in which the 
David scene appears, was repainted several times during the life of the syna- 
gogue. Each time the artsts painted on top of previous images rather than 
removing them. When archacologists uncovered the reredos, the sunlight af- 
fected the paint, bringing out the layers underneath. Within a short time, all 
layers appeared together in mass confusion, with images in one layer over- 
laping those of another, and at times images in earlier layers showing 
through better than those in later layers. Furthermore, a red wash used by 
one ancient artst to cover an earlier painting now infuses the whole paint- 
ing, even though it has faded in places to let earlier images show through. A 
high degree of confusion thus reigns in the reredos, with many images ob- 
scured or faded.> Nowhere is this more apparent than in the so-called David 

    

  

  

3 Mot o th problems with the reredos have come from the paiat’s eacion o cxposure 
1o the clemens, In aditon, he painting hss lost futher surface material due (0 the paint 
Taking off and fo cracks and gouges i the surface (Kraeling, Synagogue, pp. 62, 216-17). It 
scems 1o me, however, tht the danage to the paiating since discovery has been vastly 
versated. Goldsein practcally suggetstht he painting was edone by it rstorers andis 
ow unrlsble for analyss (Goldsten, pp. 100-101), while Stem tatesthat when te reedos 
Was moved from its original Tocation, it Iost it nalyic value (Sten, p. 2). Goodenough 
spars. of any analysis of the reredos bearing fruit (Goodenough, vol. 9, p. 90). My, 
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scene. Scholars have claimed to see up to six different animals, but they 
have agreed neither on the specific animals represented nor even on the total 
number. Only two animals now appear to the naked eye. The image of 
David has faded and become so obscured that only its barest outline can be 
seen. To add to this confusion, no photographs of the reredos were taken at 
the time of its discovery; we possess only tracings, field notes, and 
sketches.¢ Later, when the wall was removed for display in Damascus in 
1933-34, Herbert Gute painted copies of each picture and photographs were. 
‘made:S There i thus no unquestionable or objective record of the reredos’ de- 
tails before it reacted to the exposure to sunlight, or even from the period 
between its discovery and its removal. Current interpretations of the David 
scene thus rest upon subjective descriptions which cannot be checked for ac- 

  

auracy. 
But al i not lost. Computer-assisted image enhancement has brought 

new powers of analysis to works of art. Even moderately powerul personal 
computers can now analyze artwork in ways unavailable just a decade ago. 
By applying computerized techniques of image processing to the reredos, we 
can enhance its obscured, faded, and damaged images. These techniques 
nable us to view the painting’s minute details and to see—with a greater 
degree of certainty than heretofore possible—the remains of any images pre- 
sent when the photograph was zken.® 

For this study, I used the best available photograph of the reredos, that 
taken by Fred Anderreg for the color plates of volume 11 of Goodenough's 

  

    

computr-ssisted nalyss of the paining bas found lle damage which caused the otal loss 
of valusble data. Thi 1 no o overlook the confusion caused by th painting's discovery or 
the scratches 3nd holes in the painting —both ancint and modem—but by and large these. 
problems affct only small parts of each image: they raely result i the loss of an entire 
object. 

“1n the sesson the reredoes was discovered, 193233, H. Pearson made tracings 
(Kracling, Synagogue, p. 62, n. 148). But thse, for some reason, only depit the tee-vine 
and the objects undernesth i, Pearson's trscng can be seen in Goodenough,vol. 1, igs 73 
204 76 and in Goldsein, pp. 1023, gs. 2 and 4. Othr scholars made sketches (D Mesnil, 
Le Deux synagogues,” p. 8, fi. 11, reproduced in Goodenough, vol. 1, fig. 77 [see also 
fig, 75 and in Goldstei, p. 102:3, . 5 and noes (Kraling ctes C. Hopkin’ fied notes 
i Kracling, Synagogue, . 224, . 886).See also Du Mesnil, Les peiiure, p. 49 

'H. Gute paintd copies ofthe synagogoe paintings in 1934, before they were moved and 
cleaned. Knseling, Synagogue, uses these 3 s color plates, while Goodenough, i vol. 11, 
repoduces these in lack and whie (igs. 323-49) Although Guc's paintings have played o 

early photographs no th infrared photographs taken by 
‘Anderegg have been consulted. See Hopkins, Discovery, pp. 2075, 212, 

© Severa diferent types of Apple Company's Macinosh I have been used during tis 
research, which was complted on a Cents/Quadra 650. I all case,the software used has 
een Adobe Photoshop, doveloped by Adobe Sysiems I 
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Jewish Symbols in the Greco-Roman World It captures the state of the 
feredos in the carly 1960's while on display at the National Museum in 
Damascus, Syria. In the photograph, the figure of David has faded, with 
only faint outlines visible to the naked eye. The figure is obscured by the 
red wash as well as by several dark-green leaves of a vine (a product of a dif- 
ferent artistic moment). Only two of the animals mentioned by various 
scholars remain visible, the lion and the *duck,’ which s actually a dove. 

“The goal of my research was to analyze the details of the David figure in 
the Dura synagoguc’s reredos and to search for the animals that observers 
have claimed to sce. Through trial and error I discovered that the outlnes of 
the figures provided the most information about the images, rather than 
other artistc features such as color o technigue. The following description 
can be most casily understood by consulting the two photographs in Plate 
21 and the drawing based on them found at the end of this essay (FIG. 21). 
The two photographs were produced by different methods of image 
enhancement. The first provides clearer outlines of the image than the 
ccond, but the images are essentially the sam. 
To create these images, the initial steps were the same. T borrowed a 

photo transparency from Princeton University Press and used a high-quality 
color scanner with a light hoo to scan the image into the computer (where 
it was stored in TIFF format). Using Adobe System’s Photoshop, I then 
removed the areas of the reredos outide the middle range where the images 
of David and the animals were found. 

Once the picture was in compuer form, I used Photoshop’s features of 
Color Separation and Brightness/Conrast to determine which color con- 
tained the artistic information about the David figure. It turned out that most 
of the information appeared in the red layer, with a tiny amount in the green 
layer and none in the blue layer.$ Happily, the latter two layers also con- 
tained most of the “noise,” dit, scratches, discolorations, and other damage 
to the picture. So I deleted the green and blue layers and converted the red 

layer into black-and-white. 1 then enhanced the contrast between the dark and 
light areas to make the figure’s outines stand out 

‘Atths stage, L applied different techniques o produce the two pictures in 
PL. 21. For the first pictre (PL. 21a), I used Photoshop’s Sharpening tool 

  

  

7 The image of the reredos comes from th trsnsparency used to produce the photograph 
of the reredosin Goodenough,vo. 11, plte IV, coutesy of Princeton University Press. This 
Photograph of the reredos after the synagogse wall was reconsructed in the Damascus 
Tnuscam was taken by Fred Anderegg specifcall for the 1964 publicaion of volume 11 
‘According to Clark Hopkins,this was because the cxising pholographs of the paintings 
“ere not considered quite adequate for the lustations” (Hopkins, “Excavations.” p. 19). 
Kraching dealt with this problem by publishing Gute’s painings. 1 want t thank Princeton 
University Pessfor permission tosudy th photograph 

8 o ried CMYK analysis,but tisproduced poore resuls. 
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1o trace the edges of the figure. This brought the outlines of the figure into 
sharp delineation, without affecting the rest of the picture, The effect was to 
cause the lines of the David figure to stand out from the rest of the picture. 
To create the second picture (PL. 21b), I applied Photoshop’s different 
sharpening filers to the whole picture several times. This had the effect of 
heightening all darklight contrasts in the picture—bringing out both the 
Tines of the David image and any other line or contrasting area, whether part 
of the painting or a product of the centuries of deterioration. So although 
David has been emphasized, so has all the ‘garbage” in the picture. After 
the enhancement was complete, both pictures were ‘printed” to a digitized 
slde prnter (essentially a computerized 35mm camera) and developed. 

Looking at both the pictures in PL. 21 and the drawing in FIG. 21, we 
can see that the image of David revealed by computer analysis is similar to 
descriptions by previous observers, but it differs in several details, both 
important and minor."* The figure is seated, with crossed legs, resting a lyre 
on his left leg. A tunic drapes down David's front to rest across his knees 
This gives his torso a roughly triangular shape. The tunic seems 10 be a 
light red, but this may be affected by the red wash that suffuses the entirc 
painting. A phrygian cap sits on the top of David's head, which is covered 
with dark hair. Unfortunately, T cannot make out any details of the face. A 
chlamys is fastened just below the neck, but it must go down David’s back, 
for it appears on neither side of him. Some viewers have seen the chlamys 
coming down David's right side (the viewer’s lef), but this s just a dark 
stain on the painting. The chlamys under David’s neck, like the lyre, 
appears in yellow tones. David's upper right arm comes straight down 
before the viewer and then bends at the elbow t0 Cross to the lyre on the lef. 
The sleeve of the tunic ends just below the elbow. David is apparently 
wearing dark trousers that end just below the knee in light-colored boots 
This can be seen best on his right leg, the left leg (on the viewer's right) 
could ot be brought out by the techniques I used. David sits on a ool that 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

    

  

   

9 The reason for creting the two pictures s to show that diffrent levels of human 
involvement in the enhancement process reveal essenially the same image. In the first 
pictue, | had to identiy th ouline of the David figur nd enhance ther ‘by hand. I the 
Second pictre, the computer adjusted all elements of the pictre cqually, without my 
electing any specfic ar 

10 Some diffrences lesd me to belive that some of th arists who provided renderings 
ofthe image could not sce it ery well. In fat, | suspect that the drawing published by Du 
Mesnil s 8 rather fee renditon, with the artist filling in absent deais and alteing the 

figure’s pos. The drawing, for exampl, depics  thin-vaisted David, who holds 2 small 
Iyt highinhis arns, To hel the right srm reach high enough, Du Mesnil changes the slope 
of the upper arm and shifts th body back o balance the Iyre Gute's painting is generaly 
more aceurse, bt he draws the curves of the Iyre incoretly and acks the bottom of the 
figure. These drawings appear in many publicatons;in ddition to works already cted, see 
Goodenough,vol. 11, figs. 74,77, nd 325, 
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has crossed legs. It is apparently covered by a cushion or a cloth which ends 
ina rol on the (viewer's)lftside 

David balances a large lyre on his left knee with his left hand (which 
cannot be seen behind the Iyre). The Iyre’s upper ends curve towards cach 
other, with the left ne ending even with David’s hai and the right extend- 
ing a it higher. There appears o be a hole in the sounding box at the level 
of David's shoulder 

The most significant discovery of the computer analysis concerns the 
arca behind David's right shoulder in the upper left comer of the image. 
Provious scholars all agreed that something was painted here. Tn his paint- 
ings, Gute placed an cagle, while Kracling later claimed to see both an cagle 
and a horizontal bar suggesting the back of a throne.!! The computer-en- 
hanced image, however, shows not a bid, but a shepherd's crook—a long, 
straight pole with three-quarters of a circle on the end. The crook has not 
been observed by previous viewers, but the computer-enhancement brings it 
out quite clearly. The mistaking of a crook for an eagle makes me wonder 
how well this image could be seen even shortly aftr discovery. 

“The absence of the eagle brings us to the second area in which computer 
nhancement assists our analysi of the David scene, namely, the suggested 
presence of different animals before David. This has been an are of schol- 
arly disagreement. Gute's painting depicts three—the aforementioned eagle, 
the tion and the dove. Du Mesnil saw a monkey between David and the lion 
as well as a bird and another (unidentified) animal in the area t the right of 
the lion." Kracling saw none of Du Mesnil's animals and discounted the 
dove by claiming it was simply an oddly shaped area which the red wash had 
not covered; he suggested it had not actually been painted into the scene.! 
Goodenough took an inclusive view, accepting the lion, the eagle, and the 
duck (my “dove”) as well as the monkey and the other bird seen by Du 
Mesnil 15 

One of the animals usually seen by these scholars in this scene we now 
Know never existed, the eagle. But what about the other animals that schol- 
ars have identified? The computer analysis reveals only two, the lion and the 
dove, Thelion stands out more than any image i the reredos and 5o requires 
o further discussion. The dove, by contrast, has been more controversial 
Kracling, as we mentioned above, held that it was merely an oddly shaped 

  

          

1 Kracing, Synagogue, p. 223 
121 camnot explain why Krselng thought the cale was yellow (Kraeling, . 223, 

13 Sce the discusion of whethe the monkey i a dog in Du Mesnil L peintres, pp. 49- 
S1;and Goodenough, vol.9, pp. 9091 and fgs 82,8587, 

14 Kracling, pp. 223224 
15 Goodenough, vl 5, p. 9. S also Du Mesnil, “Le Detux synagogues.” pp. 8749 
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damaged arca.'® But the computer analysis reveals that the dove was actually 
painted onto the reredos. Both the bird’s beak and eye have been painted and 
part ofits body has been outlined in black—the (0p of the head, back of the 
neck, some of the back and part of the tail feathers. This partial outline is 
similar to that of the lion, whose torso, head and tail received outlining, 
even though is legs did not 

No evidence reveals any of the three animals identified solely by Du 
Mesnil. Computer analysis finds no traces of a monkey (or any other crea- 
ture) between David and the lion. An odd-shaped leaf appears there as well as 
a lightening of the red wash—perhaps a result of flaking paint—also in an 
unusual shape.!” Perhaps Du Mesnil mistook one of these for a monkey. 
o the right of the lion and the dove there is nothing. I used all the tech- 
niques of image enhancement I applied to the David image—techniques de- 
signed to heighten contrast, eliminate ‘garbage,” and otherwise distinguish 
images—and no animals, portions of animals, or other objects appeared. 
Thus only two animals appear in this scene with David, the lion and the 
dove.1s 

‘The computer-enhanced analysis of the depiction of David in the reredos 
of the Dura synagogue reveals that this David was presented as the biblical 
David, and shows that the scene does not fit the usual form of *Orpheus 
playing to the animals.” Let me briefly discuss the negative side first—that 
this scene does not depict David as Orpheus. The first feature in this scene. 
that militaes against the identification of David as Orpheus is the shep- 
herds’ crook behind David's back. According to Warren Moon, a historian of 
Roman art, Orpheus never appears with a shepherd’s crook.? Indeed, the 
elements of Orpheus’ mythic stories consistently depict him as a singer and 
‘musician, and never as a herdsman. Orpheus used music to persuade the gods 
of the underworld to allow him to bring his dead wife back from Hades, and 
for mourning his dead wife in  way that wooed to him animals, plants and 
even rocks. Because of his continuing, mournful singing, angry women cut 
off his head, which then continued (0 sing and mourn. His inclusion in the 
voyage of the Argo with Jason also stems from his musical talents. 
Orpheus is thus constently portrayed as a musician by his myths, never as a 

    

  

  

  

15 See Knaling, . 224 
17 The oddshaped leafcan b scen at th fa rightin the photosin PL. 21 
18 The computer analysis reveals & David sene surprisingly similar o tht painted by 

Gute. He indicated three animals: th lion and the dovelduck (on which the computer 
concurs), and the cagle, which the compuier revesled 3 4 shepherds crook. None of the 
animals or objects suggested by other scholars were scen by Gute or by my computer 
analyss. 

19 privte conversation, Msy 1992. Tis has held tre fo allthe Orpheus images 1 have 
examined. 

  

  

 



REREADING THE REREDOS 353 

herdsman.? Since the Orpheus myths and the artistic representations of him 
agree that he was not a shepherd, the presence of the shepherd's crook in the 
synagogue reredos miltates against identifying David as Orpheus. 

‘The second aspect of the David scene relates to the animals. All undam- 
aged scenes of Orpheus that depict him playing to animals show him sur- 
rounded by a multitude of animals. The Orpheus mosaic in Tripolis “House 

of Orpheus” contains twenty animals, the Orpheus Mosaic in Paphos re- 
veals thirteen.2! Even the Jerusalem mosaic has eight animals, as well as 
two satyrs.?2 This holds true for all the other late-antique images of Orpheus 
and the animals I have studied. > So the appearance of only two animals in 
this scene does not suggest Orpheus, bu, on the contrary, indicates that 
David is not Orpheus. 

Soif the elements of this scene do not indicate David as Orpheus, what 
do they suggest? They present David as a composite of the different stages 

of his life, as presented in the biblical record. First, the shepherds crook in- 
dicates his boyhood occupation of tending his father's sheep, while the lion 
represents one of the beasts that he protected the sheep against. David in fact 
mentions his shepherds prowess against lions to King Saul in 1 Samuel 
17:34-36. Second, the harp symbolizes his early relationship to Saul when 
he was brought to court to play his harp to calm Saul's troubled emotions 
(1Sam. 16:14-23). Third, the Kingly hat and dress clearly identify David as 

  

  

    

20Sce W. S. Anderson “The Orpheus of Virgl and Ovid: flebile nescio quid” pp. 25:50 
in Warden, Orpheas; Linforh, Ars:F. Graf “Orpheus: A Poct Among Men,” pp. 30-106 n ), 
Bremmmer, ed. nerpretationsof Greek Mythology (Totowa, NJ: Bames & Nobl, 1986). 

21 Sec R B. Bandinell, Rome: the Late Enpire, Roman Art AD 200-400 (Londo: 
‘Thames and Hudson, 1971), p. 260; nd The Consersaions of the Orphets Mosaic i Paphas, 
Cyprus (Burbank, CA: Getty Conservation Istitute, 1991),plate 1 

22 Sce M. Avi-Yonah, At in Ancien Palsine (Jerusdiem: Magoes, 1981 pp. 319-20 and 
pltes 5051, The same obsrvation sbout asmals pplis 0 the Orphéus depition cited by 
Goodenough, vol 9, pp. 9192, and vl. 11, fis. £2-85. 

3 Unfortnately, it is difiult o make a sysiemstic comprhensive survey of allimges 
of Orpheus from aniquiy. Perhaps when Lexicon fconographicu Mythologiae Classiae. 

reaches O, we will be abe to be more comprehensiv. In addition (o images and objects in 
other sources cited elsewhere in this esay, | have studicd images of Orpheus playing o the 
animals in the folowing psces: D. 5. Nea, Roman Mosaicsin Britain (London: Society for 
the Bromation of Roman Studics, 981, pp. 109-112, late 83 L. Budde, Anike Mosaiken i 
Kitikien, Band 1 (RecKlinghausen: Verag Aurel Bosgers 1969), pp. 9395, plates 169, 174, 
178 and 191; 5. Charitonidis, L. Kahil, and R. Ginouvss, Les Mosaiges de la Maison du 
Ménandre a Myiiléne (Bem: Francke Verlag, 1970), pp. 17-25, 90-1, plates 1, 916; Stem, 
“Orphe" P. E. Bourguet, Early Chrisian Art (New York: Reynal & Cor, 1971), pp. 5253, 
64.65, 9091, & I85-159: B. Walters, “The Restoration of an Orphic Temple in England,” 
Archacology 35, o. § (1982): 36-43; M. Grant & 1. Hazel, Gods and Mortals in Classical 
Mythology (Springficld, MA: G, & C. Merriam Co., 1973, p. 309: K. Kilinski, I, Classical 
Myth in Western e (Dslas, TX: Soutbemn Methodist Univ., 1985).pp. 26 & 85, See lso the 
ctations i the “Selctive Catlogue of Figurative Mosaics” in K. M. D. Dunbabin, The 
Mosaics of Roman North Africa (Oxford: Clrendon, 1978), p. 254-277; and in M. Rochele, 
Myhological and Classical World Art Index (serson, NC: McFarland & co., 1991, p. 
155-157. 
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  the King of Israel. Other elements of this scene play “double-duty” by point- 
ing to David’s benevolent rule over his people. The crook indicates David as 
the shepherd of his people Isracl. As Psalms 78:71 states, “He fi.c., God] 
chose David his servant, and took him from the sheepfolds...{o be the shep- 
herd of Jacob his people, of Isracl his inheritance.” Thus David in the rere- 
dos scene carries the crook, the symbol of his royal shepherding. The lion 
represents the lion of Judah, symbolizing the People Isracl in David’s care. 
The dove by the lion thus becomes the symbol of the peace of David’s 
reign. 

“The David scene in the Dura synagogue can therefore be explained as a 
portrayal of the important roles David played during his lifetime. No ele- 
ment in the scene requires the interpreter to reach to Orpheus for explana- 
tion. And, since the identification of David as an Orphic figure provided the 
basis for understanding this scene as messianic, the idea that this is a mes- 
sianic scene no longer stands. This scene depicts David as the biblical 
David, not David as Orpheus or David as Messizh. 

Computer-cnhanced analysis of the David scene in the Dura synagogue’s 
reredos has enabled us to see that the scholarly identification of David as 
Orpheus has been incorrect. But could we have ascertained the error of secing 
messianic notions in the David scene without the computer? The answer is 
yes, for the arguments idenifying messianism with Orpheus or Orphism 
have seriously misunderstand their character. 

  

  

  

  

  

ORPHEUS AND MESSIAH, ORPHISM AND MESSIANISM 

Although the computer has been helpful in showing that the David of the 
reredos is not Orpheus, we do not need the computer to show that even if 
David was Orpheus we could not validly conclude that he was David the 
messiah. Obviously, if the myths about Orpheus depicted him as a messiah, 
or as a figure who would arrive in the future to change the world, or even as 
a prophetic forerunner of a messiah, there would be a link between Orpheus 
and messianism. But there are no such myths. Nothing in the stories about 
Orpheus or in the Orphic mysteries which claim him as founder stands out 
a5 messianic. As we mentioned above, Orpheus was known for his musical 
talents by which he performed his famous deeds and which ultimately led to 

his death. From this perspeciive, then,there is no lnk between Orpheus and 
any messianic expectations. 2 

Similarly, Orphism—the movement that sees Orpheus s its founder— 
contains no messianic beliefs. The Greek writers who used Orphic ideas— 
such as Plato, Eudemos, and Euripides—put forth no concepts of a messiah 
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or of a divine national redemption.2* The oracular poems produced by 
Orphism and attributed to Orpheus himself, similarly reveal neither messiah 
nor messianic age. Nothing in the Orphic writings suggests that identifying 
the Dura synagogue’s David as Orpheus leads to the conclusion that this 
David is the messiah. 

‘So where does the notion that Orphism is messianic come from? I trace 
the idea to a confusion in the concept of eschatology, for eschatology ap- 
pears in both Orphism and messianism—although in different ways. 
Eschatology has acquired multiple meanings, but two in particular concern 
us here. The basic meaning of eschatology is the study of “final things.” As 
applicd to Orphism, the focus is on the end of each individual human, that 
i, their deaths. Orphism focuses on the life of the soul after the body’s 
death, the judgment of the individual’s actions during life, and the reward or 
punishment of the soul that will be given for them.3 OF course, Orphism 
then prescribes the type of actions people should carry out while alive in or- 
der to get a favorable judgement aftr death. So Orphism is eschatological in 
that it is concerned with a person’s life after death, or to put it in Christian 
terms, with an individual’s resurrection 7 

When we look at messianic religions—whether exemplified by 
Christianity or by Judaism—we find that they are also deemed eschatologi- 
cal, but in a different way. In these contexts, eschatology refers to final 
things’ in terms of the ‘end time,” that i, the end of the cosmos as it is 
known. This second understanding of eschatology is concerned with the radi- 
cal transformation of the cosmos into a ‘new age’ in which God will wipe 
out all evil and institute a new cosmic order. This transformation is usually 
accomplished in an apocalyptic manner and is often initated by a messiah. 
This messiah s an individual with other-worldly powers who plays a key 
role in the transformation. This second understanding of eschatology may 
include within it the concept of resurrection or life-after-death, but not nec- 
essarily. By confusing the two different types of eschatology, scholars have 
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led themselves to believe that Orphism was eschatological in the messianic 
sense rather than just in the notion of resurrection. 

“This confusion can be seen in E. R. Goodenough’s interpretation of a ju- 
daized Orphic oracle. Orphic oracles apparently became quite popular in the 
hellenistic period, even among those outside of Orphism. The hellenized 
Jew Aristobolus, who lived in Alexandria sometime between the scond cen- 
tury B.C.E. and the first century C.E., is attributed a judaized Orphic 
poem.? Goodenough discusses this orace at length, showing that its pagan 
character was recaste as the “Mystery of Moses." But a close look at this 
Jewish-Orphic oracle stil reveals no interest in the messiah or even in a fu- 
ture age; it looks rather to the past and to God's helping of Isracl through 
Moses. Thus not even the Jewish use of Orphic material contains any ex- 
plicit messianic connotations. Even though Goodenough recognizes this 
point, he ignores it in his desire to link Orphic David with messianism. At 
the end of his discussion of Orpheus, he transforms his understanding of 
David as Orpheus into David as messiah through sleight of hand 
Goodenough's argument is that David as Orpheus is a mystic—an initiate: 
into the mysteries. Goodenough then links mysticism and messianism in 
the final paragraph of his discussion of the David scene. He posits that the 
presence of mysticism necessarily entails the prescnce of messianism, 
“mysticism is in itstrue sense “realized eschatology™ (vol. 9, p. 104). Here 
‘Goodenough substitutes the messianic understandin of eschatology for the 
Orphic eschatology of life-after-death. Even though he has only shown that 
the oracle s a reworking of Orphism with its eschatology of resurrection, he 
concludes that it contains the eschatology of messianic expectations. 
Although he makes no attempt to demonstrate the presence of a messianic 
eschatology, he concludes that the synagogue’s David is the messiah be- 
cause he is Orpheus. Obviously, once understood, Goodenough’s discussion 
fails to make the case that David as Orpheus is David the messiah. 

‘Goodenough, although unsuccessful, at last atiempted to seek an aspect 
of Orphism that might link Orpheus with messianism and then ie that ele- 
ment into deails of Dura’s David scene. Other scholars have simply ignored 
the scene’s detals to interpret the painting more in line with the biblical 
text. Both H. Stern and J. Goldstein are interested in David’s supposed 
Orphic character only to the extent it identifies the David figure as a mes- 
siah. % Once they make this identification, they ignore the figure’s details. 
Indeed, they reduce the scene to just two symbolic elements, namely, mes- 
siah and animals. This enables them to argue that the scene depicts Isaiah 
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11:1-9, claiming in particular that it depicts I. 11:6: “The wolf shall dwell 
with the lamb, and the leopard shall lie down with the kid, and the calf and 
the ion and the fatling together.” The David figure represents the “shoot 
from the stump of Jesse” (is. 11:1), that is, the messiah, while the lion and 
the dove represent the peaceful animal behavior mentioned in verse six. But 
the problem with this interpretation s that Dura’s David scene contains 
nothing which poins specifically to this passage. Stern even adnits this 
point when he says, “In the synagogue it [i., the David scene] has been 
used to illustrate not the actual prophecy of Isaiah, but, in a more general 
sense, the Golden Age of the Messiah” (Stem, p. 4, brackets minc). But if 
this Isaianic passage had been the referent for the Dura artist, the painting 
should imitate the passage in more details. Only one of the animals men- 
tioned in . 11:6-8 appears in the panel. No matching of a carnivorous an- 
imal with its prey takes place! Furthermore, Isaiah depicts the future 
Davidic king as neither a musician nor a shepherd. 2 These significant dif 
ferences between Isaiah 11 and the synagogue painting, then, indicate that 
painting does not represent the passage and thus precludes the passage’s use 
for identifying this scene as messianic. Furthermore, since Orpheus and 
Orphism had no messianic elemens, Ster's and Goldstein's initial assump- 
tion that David equals Orpheus equals the messiah does not hold. 

‘So why have scholars persisted in their belief that an Orphic David must 
be the messiah when nothing about Orpheus or Orphism reveals any mes 
sianic implications? In a nutshell, the explanation lis in Christian adoption 
of Orphic imagery and the simplistc notion that Chrstianity must have fol- 
lowed Judaism’s lead in this adoption. But there is a multitude of evidence 
that Christianity tpok this material directly from Orphism, while there is 
very little evidence that Judaism had more than occasional contact with it 

By the fourth or fifth century C.E., Christianity had taken over much 
Orphic imagery, in both artstic and literary forms. In representational art, 
Christ began to be depicted as an Orphic type in mosaics, paintings, frescos, 
and sculpture. The most frequent image was that of Christ as Orpheus play- 
ing to the animals. In Christian theological literature, important thinkers 
such as Clement and Euscbius, discussed Christ as a superior type of 
Orpheus.? Clement explicily described Orpheus as prefiguring Christ, in 
some ways like the Old Testament prophets. E. Irwin argures that for 
Clement, “the taming of beasis is an allegory, not of Orpheus, but of the 
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activity of the Word [ie., Christ] in dealing with mankind.”* Christ uses 
the Word as an instrument to calm the bestial non-Christians. Eusebius 
picks up on this imagery and sees the “Word...who is ‘all-wise’ and ‘all- 
harmonious’ strikes up “odes and epodes’ which soften the fierce, angry 
passions of the souls of Greeks and barbarians. S So through s artists and 
its thinkers, Christianity reveals a long, continuous tradition of presenting 
Christ as an Orpheus-type. Moreover, this tradiion stems from key church 
theologians, not from fringe or heretical elements. 

1t is also important to note that Christian thinkers brought David into 
the identification of Jesus and Orpheus. Since the gospels never portrayed 
Christ as a musician, these thinkers reached back to David—Jesus” supposed 
ancestor—and attributed “David's musical skill allegorically to Christ. ™% 
‘Thus Christianity had a tradition of inking David and Orpheus as part of s 
identification of Christ and Orpheus 

In contrast to the accepted Christian link between Christ and Orpheus—a 
Tink that continued into the Middle Ages—the evidence for Orphic influence 
on Judaism is quite small. Apart from the short Aristobulus poem men- 
tioned above (and its related copies and revisions) there are no Jewish texts 
that incorporate any Orphic beliefs into Judaism. In the carlier part of the 
century, some scholars identified the Essenes and Therapeutac with 
Orphism, but with the discovery and analysis of the Dead Sea Scrolls, this 
idenity no longer can be supported=” Indeed, the Jews did not even preserve 
Aristobulus’ oracle; that was done by the Christians. Furthermore, the ora- 
cle only mentioned doctrines; it never mentioned Orpheus nor ideniified any 
Jewish hero with him, 

‘The artistic evidence for linking Orphism and Judaism is no more 
substantial. There are only two images, to my knowledge, that have been 
identified as Jewish depictions of David as Orpheus: the one at Dura and a 
sixth-century floor mosaic in a Gaza synagogue.® We have just shown that 
Dura’s David is not an Orphic figure. The Gaza synagogue simply provides 
an image of King David with a harp and the mosaic remains of (perhaps) 
two animals; the rest of the image has been destroyed. So the image is not 
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‘complete enough to provide any reliable interpretation. Moreover, since it 
was constructed several centuries after the Dura, it does not constitute an 
artistic antecedent. In Judaism prior to or during the third century C.B., 
therefore, no_artistic tradition of depicting David as Orpheus can be 
demonstrated ** 

So essentially what has happened s that the messianic character has been 
read back from Christianity onto Orpheus and then onto David. Christ as 
Orpheus became Orpheus the Christ, i.., Orpheus the messiah. Once the 
Dura synagogue’s David was ideniified as Orpheus, it was only a short step 
to identifying *Orphic’ David as David the messiah. This faulty link was 
strengthened by the Christian practice of also linking David—as a messianic 
forerunner—to Orpheus. These two linkages—albeit in Christianity and not 
in Judaism—explain the persistence of scholars thinking that identifying 
Dura’s David as Orpheus meant that David was therefore the messiah. This 
persistence essentially constitutes the ‘christianization’ of Dura’s Judaism. 

  

MESSIANISM IN THE ART OF THE DURA SYNAGOGUE 

Up to this point of the essay, I have focused solely on the David scene 
within the reredos and have shown that there s no reason to identify it as 
messianic from cither the image itself or from its supposed association with 
Orpheus and Orphism. But we have not yet completed our investigation. To 
be absolutely sure that no rationale remains for interpreting the David figure 
as messianic, we need to examine the other paintings for messianic 
themes—both the other scenes of the reredos and the other paintings around 
the room. Perhaps they provide a reason for interpreting Dura’s David as a 
messiah 

Tn s final configuration before the synagogue’s destruction, the bottom 
picture of the reredos contained two scenes in which a person sits on a couch 
before a group of people. In one, twelve figures surround the couch, in the 
other a man and two boys stand before it. Scholars have interpreted these 
scenes as Jacob blessing his twelve sons, described in Gen. 49, and Jacob 
blessing the two sons of Joseph, found in Gen. 48. Up to this point, I think 
these identifications are correct. But several scholars, including Stern, 
‘Goodenough, and Goldstein, g0 a step further to argue that the portrayal of 
these scenes is inherently messianic.‘0 Ster states that Gen. 49 “contains 
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the most famous Messianic prophecy in the Old Testament” (Gen. 49:9-11). 
This is true, assuming a certain interpretive context. At the time of its 
composition, Gen. 49:9-11 was not messianic.*! Rather, looking forward 
from Jacob’s time, it efered to the uniting of the people Isracl under the 
first Judahite king. That is to say, it constitutes a prophecy of the first, bib- 
lical King David. It s not unil many centuries later that it came to be seen 
as a prophecy for a Davidic messiah. The early Christians for whom the 
passage became “famous™—in Stern's words—are well known for seeing 
these verses as messianic. 

o be fair to Stern, Gen. 49:9-11 acquired messianic overtones in post- 
Temple Jewish writings as well. These do not support the claim, however, 
that the reredos’ representation of Gen. 49 is messianic. Genesis Rabbah, for 
example, has a few messianic comments, one of which interprets Gen. 
49:10 as a messianic prophecy predicting Hillel as a Davidic “messiah” (GR 
98:8).4 But this does not bolster Stem’s case. One problem is that ths text 
was composed in Palestine (not Babylonia) a century or more after Dura’s 
destruction. More tellingly, the interpretation itself is specific t0 local- 
Palestinian concerns because the designation of Hillel as a Davidic messiah 
stems from the politics of the Palestinian Patriarch; it constitutes an at- 
tempt to bolster the Patriarch’s authority within the Jewish community. 
‘This is not the type of messiah which Stern sees in the Dura reredos 

‘The targums to the book of Genesis reveal stronger support for a mes- 
sianic interpretation of the Genesis passage than Genesis Rabbah. These 
texts provide clear evidence of Jewish interpretation of Gen. 49:9-11 which 
foresees a future Messiah who will arrive to alter the current situation.* 
One of the Palestinian Targums to the Pentateuch, Targum Neofit, proba- 
bly stems from the second century C.E., carly enough to have been known 
by Dura’s Jews. But Neofiti’s interpretation of Gen. 49:9-11 did not provide 
the conceptual basis for the reredos in Dura’s synagogue. Stem’s argument 
makes it quite clear that the reredos’ messiah is peaceful. Orpheus was a 
symbol of heavenly peace and so, according to Stern, the David/ 
Orpheus/messiah represents the coming of peace o the world. The 
messianic interpretation of Gen. 49:9-11, by contrast, s one of violence and 
var: 
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from the blood of their slain and makes the valleys white from the fat of 
the warriors. His garments are rolled in blood. 

Targum Neofit to Gen, 49:114 
A messiah who “makes the mountain red” from the blood of slain enemies 
‘and whose clothes are covered with blood is not a peaceful messiah. This in- 
terpretation of Gen. 49 could not have formed the interpretive background to 
the Dura synagogue’s reredos, 

Ttis much more likely that the synagogue’s blessing scenes were painted 
on the basis of the biblical understanding of the two chapters, rather than 
later messianic speculation. The key (0 this lies in the choice of the two 
scenes, Jacob's blessing of his twelve sons and Jacob’s blessing of Joseph'’s 
sons. Stern and others have argued that the former blessing is messianic— 
based primarily on an interpretation of Gen. 49:10-11. These verses refer to 
the coming descendant of the ribe of Judah who will be a king and a mes- 
siah. As the above-quoted targum to Gen. 49:11 indicates, this interpretation 
was current among Jews during the existence of the Dura synagogue. But 
the artist’s decision to include a second scene—that of Jacob blessing his 
grandsons, Ephraim and Manasseh—provides the first hint that depicting 
messianic cxpectations was not the artist’s goal. Stern, Goldstein, 
‘Wischnitzer and others provide no support for interpreting this scene as 
messianic. Apparently they overlooked a suggestion by A. Grabar which 
sees this as following Targum Pseudo-Jonathan’s interpretation of Exodus 
40:9-11.45 Pseudo-Jonathan recasts these verses to suggest that the King 
Messiah from Judah will redeem Israel and the Messiah of Ephraim will 
overcome Gog and his confederates at the end of days. 

But once again the narrow focus on trying (o find support for a messianic 
interpretation of the reredos has led scholars to ignore the obvious details of 
the painting. These two blessing scenes are not of Judah and Ephraim, as 
the messianic interpretation suggests. The scenes depict Jacob blessing all 
twelve sons and both of Joseph's sons. Any interpretation of the scenes 
‘must account for the fourteen recipients of blessings, not just two. 

So how should the two blessing scenes of the lower register of the rere- 
dos be understood? These paired scenes represent the establishment of the 
people Isracl. The fourteen individuals receiving blessings are the founding 
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fathers of the tribes of Israel. The scenes refer (o the past and depict the 
unity of all Jews through their common ancestry. This emphasis on the 
peoplehood of Isael i an important theme in nearly every form of Judaism. 
Tt would have been partcularly significant to Dura’s Jews, who would have 
been constantly reminded of IsraePs scattered condition by their isolation in 
an out-of-the-way diaspora town like Dura. 

Moving from the lower register of the reredos to the upper, we find it 
contains a court scene—a figure seated on a throne surrounded by fifteen 
men.* I follow Kraeling and others in understanding this scene as David 
crowned as king over the thirteen tribes. These are accompanied by David’s 
two priests Zadok and Abiathar—who represent the tribe of Levi. This pro- 
vides the completion for the theme of Israel’s unity begun in the Tower reg- 
ister. David was not part of the founding fathers, coming many generations 
afterwards. But his kingship provided the unity that founders could not. Let 
me explain. Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob were each a single, unchallenged 

ruler of their children. With the division into tribes headed by Jacob’s chil- 
dren, the leadership became divided, with each tribe having its own head. 
David’s rse to kingship over all the tribes restored the unity that had been 
ost. David's unifying power comes from his position over ll the tribes and 
their leaders. In this position he becomes a forefather himself, indeed, the 
chief of the forefathers, 

From the bottom up, then, the reredos depicts the story of the formation 
of srael’s nationhood. In the lower register, the biessings of Jacob represent 
the foundation of the people. Above that comes the David presented as a 
composite of his historical roles: shepherd, musician, and king. The upper 
register depicts his place as the forefather—a ruler of equals—and the restora- 
tion of the unity of the people Israel. The reredos is clearly a nationalistic 
painting, emphasizing the unity of the people Iracl, 

Before closing our discussion of the reredos, we must address one last as- 
pect, namely, the tree-vine (hercinafter called a ree).*” This s because many 
scholars have placed the tree in the final version of te reredos and identified 
itas the Tree of Life. But this s not acurate, in my view. The tree formed 
the original painting of the reredos, before any of the figures we have dis- 
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cussed were added. When the red wash was applied to the painting, it covered 
the tree completely. Confusion has reigned in scholarly interpretation, how- 
ever, because the dark-colored leaves have shown through the succeeding 
coats of paint across the reredos, interfering with the later scenes. This led 
Du Mesnil to posit that some leaves were later painted back over new 
scenes. But Pearson's ability 1 trace a single, connected tree—rather than 
disconnected branches—suggests this did not happen. Furthermore, com- 
puter analysis indicates that the leaves” color remains the same throughout 
the reredos, which suggests that the leaves were painted at the same time. 
The tree, then, was flly painted out before laer scenes were added. It has no 
place in the interpretation of the final design of the reredos. Neither the tree 
nor the appearance of David as Orpheus (now disproven) provides an inter- 
pretive background for the reredos which would point to its messianic char- 
acter 

If we turn to the other paintings in the synagogue, we continue to find a 
distinet lack of messianic themes. Indeed, a careful reader of the decades of 
scholarship concerning messianism in the paintings in the Dura synagogue 
will have noticed an interesting phenomenon. No painting apart from the 
reredos has a history of being cited as messianic. This s because none of 
them contain any clear messianic themes. They depict miracles performed by 
God—parting the Reed Sea and drowning the Egyptians through Moses; 
raising the widow’s dead son through Elijah; destroying the idols in the 
temple of Dagon; raising the dry bones—as well as scenes with the Temple 
and its forerunner the Taberacle, but nothing that stands out as messianic. 
Kracling identified the Ezekiel scene of raising the dry bones into living 
people as the eschatological “Restoration of National Life,” but nothing in 
the painting requires messianic or even eschatological interpretation.** 
Kracling’s interpretation of this panel, like Wischnitzer"s approach to all the 
synagogue’s paintings, presupposes the presence of messianic ideas in order 
o sec them there.*? Similarly, Goodenough’s interpretation of the “Closed 
Temple” reads messianism into the scene, rather than drawing it out.50 
Detailed refutations of these suggestions are not necessary. None of the 
paintings have any direct, thematic appeal to messianic ideas. 

“The notion that the Dura Jews were messianic, then, draws support from 
none of the synagogue’s paintings. The lack of interest in the messiah 
throughout the synagogue’s art also suggests that the reredos lacks mes- 
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sianic interests. This is because the reredos is the central painting of the 
synagogue and as such it would reflect the overall themes of the room and 
seta central focus for them. Tt would be odd for an arist to set up messianic 
themes in the room’s central painting and then fail to carry them through in 
any other painting. To be sure, many of the paintings are missing and we 
have no knowledge of what their contents may have been. But if messian- 
ism was important enough to provide the main focus of the synagogue’s 
central painting, it should also appear in the other preserved paintings, since 
we have remains of more than half. Since it does not, the non-reredos paint- 
ings in the synagogue do not lead us to expect messianic themes in the 
reredos itelf 

    

MESSIANISM AND JUDAISM 

“This brings us to our final question. If there is no messianism in the Dura 
synagogue paintings, why have scholars been so persistent in seeing it 
there? The persistence comes from the wide-spread, scholarly notion that 
messianic ideas appeared throughout Judaism at this period and for several 
centuries prior. J. Goldstein makes an explicit case when he argues that 
there i a prima facie reason for seting messianic themes in the Dura reredos 
because strong messianic beliefs permeated the Judism of this period1 In 
recent years, however, there have been several studies of messianic ideas in 
the different types of Judaism during the Second-Temple and rabbinic 
periods. These studies have shown that not all types of Judaism were 
messianic. Indeed, most Jewish groups did not incorporate messianic ideas 
into their thinking. 

One recently published work, Judaisrs and their Messiahs at the Turn of 
the Christian Era, edited by J. Neusner and W. S. Green, surveys the lterary 
evidence of different types of Judaism during or just prior to the first cen- 
tury. William Green sums up the results of the different studies: 

  

  

Any [scholarly) notion of a messianic belief o idea in ancient Judaism 
necessarily presupposes that “messial” was a focal and evocative native 
category for ancient Jews. But a review of Isrelie and carly Judaic litera 
e, the textual record produced and initally preserved by Jews, makes 
such a conclusion dubious at best....Most of the Dead Sea Serolls and the 
Pseudepigrapha, and the entire Apocrypha, contain 1o reference 10 “the. 
messiah.” Morcover, 2 messiah is neither essential to the apocalyptic 
genre nor a prominent feature of ancient apocalyptic writings. 
The Maccabean documents, which disdain the revival of the Davidic dy- 
nasty ignore the term. There is no messiah in Jubilees, nor in Enoch 136 
and 91-104, nor in the Assumption of Moses, nor in 2 Enoch nor in the 

51 Goldsein, pp. 109-111 
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Sibyline Oracles....The messish s absent from Josephus' description of 
Judaism in both Aniguities and Against Apion, and also from the writings 
of Philo.52 

Messiahs appear, by contrast, only in Ben Sira, Psalms of Solomon 17, a 
few scrolls from Qumran, Josephus’ War, and once in the Similitudes of 
Enoch. Two carly sccond-century C.E. texts, Second Baruch and Fourth 
Ezra, likewise contain several references o the messiah. So ‘messiaky fails 
to comprise a central category in different types of Judaism of the Second- 
Temple period; it instead occurs infrequently. It does not infuse Jewish be- 
lief, but instead appears occasionally, usually in writings by people on the 
periphery of Jewish society. 

The situation after the Temple’s destruction is similar. Jacob Neusner 
studied the approaches of rabbinic texts to messianic ideas in his Messiah in 
Context.* He discovered that messianic references appear strongly only in 
fourth- and fifth-century texts such as the Palestinian Talmud (and later in 
the Babylonian Talmud) and Genesis Rabbah and Leviticus Rabbah.$ 
Among earlier rabbinic texts, those which had been, or might have been, 
composed at the time of the painting of the Dura synagogue, messianic 
idasappear uch s ey, T Mishnh g he Tosea make  oc- 
ple of references to the messianic age, but they do not buld their conception 

of the world and cosmos around it% Indeed, the authors of each text built a 
systematic Judaism in which a messiah could play no role. Midrashim such 
as Siffa and Sifre Numbers do not even mention the messiah, while the 
Mekilta and Sifre Deuteronomy have only occasional references to the mes- 
sianic age.” So while there are messianic ideas and even messianic-based 
movements among Jews in the centuries prior to the painting of the Dura 
synagogue, these appear occasionally, rather than systematically. There is 
widespread ignoring of messianic ideas in all periods.* For the Dura Jews, 
then, 1o prima facie expectation exists that they should hold messianic be- 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  
52 Sce Green, “Question,” pp. 23, Brackets mine. 
53 For daing of hese txis,seethe discussions in OTP, vol. 1, pp. 520, 616-7. 
54.Sce Neusner, Messiah. Neusner's work on abbinic Judaism has been criicized by E. 

P. Sanders Jewish L from Jesus to the Mishnah [Philadlphia: Triity Press nteratioal, 
1990], p. 309-31) More recentl, C. Exans in “Mishna and Messah ‘in Context: Some. 
Comments on Jacob Newsner's Proposals” UL 112, no. 2 (1993) 267.89), hs specifically 
‘atacked Messah in Contet and Neusne’s spproach to understanding messianic concepts i 
abbinic Judssm, Neusner has eponded n “The Mishna n Phiosophical Context and Out of 
Canonical Bounds™ UBL 112, mo. 2 193] 91-304). 

55 Sce Neusner, Messiah, p. 79-97, 13843, 167190, As we mentioned sbov, ressanic 
ideas alo sppear i the Pilestnian Targuns, composed a the carliest n the second century 
cE 

  

  

  

56 See Neusner, Messiah, p. 17-41, 5373 
57 See Neusner, Messiah,pp. 131-137 
55 The largest Jewish® group of this period tha held messianic belie 

Christians.     
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  liefs. Any existence of messianic themes in the artwork needs to be demon- 
strated, not assumed a priori, 

    

‘This study removes all the supports for interpreting the Judaism of Dura’s 
Jews as messianic. First, the computer-assisted image analysis of the syna- 
gogue’s David scene provides solid evidence against the identification of 
David as Orpheus. Second, the essay’s next section reveals that neither 
Orpheus nor Orphism had messianic stories or doctrines associated with 
them. So even if the David figure is Orpheus, that does not lead to the con- 
clusion that he was David the messiah. Third, the following analysis shows 
in addition that none of the other pictures in the Dura synagogue have ex- 
plicit messianic associations. So if David is a messianic figure, his scene 
stands alone; no other painting in the synagogue depicts messianic themes. 
Consequently, far from being a key belief, 2 messiah remains relatively 
unimportant at Dura. Finally, to explain why scholars have persisted in 
reading the reredos as messianic, I argue that they assumed that al forms of 
Judaism are messianic. Our discussion shows that this is not the case. 
Instead, I suggest that the reredos” David scene is an indication of the na- 
tional unity of the Jewish people, despite their scattered circumstances 
across the diaspora. The unity comes from their past—their nationhood and 
their peoplehood—and unites them under their first king, King David, rather 
than the multplicity of the twelve tribes 

   

  

FIG. 21 Free-hand rendition of David in the reredos of the Dura synagogue. 

T



‘THE MOSAIC WORKSHOP OF GAZA 
IN CHRISTIAN ANTIQUITY 

ASHER OVADIAH" 

‘The aim of this study is to examine the question of whether the town of 
Gaza formed a regional center for the production of artistic mosaics.! Using 
the methods of history and archaeology, we will examine the period from 
the start of the Byzantine era and extending into the sixth century A.D. This 
period includes the reigns of the Byzantine Emperors Anastasius (491-518), 
Justin T (518-527), and Justinian I (527-565). The era in which these three: 
emperors reigned was a time of prosperity and relative political stability in 
the Byzantine Empire. Gaza benefited from this and became a flourishing 
ity in the cultural, intellectual, and economic domains It fulfilled the func- 
tion of an eminent cultural center for the district along the southern coastal 
plain of the Holy Land, while the other settlements mentioned below had a 
rural character 2 

‘We know through lierary sources that from the fifth century A.D. Gaza 
was an important town in the Christian world. It was famous for its schools 
and its academy of thetoric, and many important personages lived there and 
practiced their craft> 

      

* This essay was originally published as “Les Mosalses de Gaza dans I'Antiquité 
(Chrétienne,” Revue Biblique 82 (Octobre 1975): 552-551. The translation appears by 
permission of the author and the Editor, Revue Biligue. It was translated by Dr. Fiona 
Rithic. 

T'My teacher, the lte Prof. M. Avi-Yonsh, has already staed “that both the earler 
Ma'on nd lter Shellal pavements are the products of the same workshop, which was 
probably locsted t Gaza (the cente of the region.” se Rabinowitz Buletn vol. 3, p. 3 
See alo the aricle in La Mosalgue Gréco-Romaine, Il (Vienne 30 Aott-4 Septembre 1971; 
Paris A, & 1. Picrd, 1975),pp. 77-363, 

 For general nformaton about Gaza, see: Stephen of Byzantium, s.. Gaza; M. A. 
Meyer, History of the Ciy of Gaza (New York: Columbia University Press, 1907); G. 
Downey, Gaza in the Early Sisth Centary (Norman, OK: University of Oklaboma Press, 
1963); S Assaf and L. A. Mayer, eds., Sepher ha-Vishu, 2 vol. (Tel Aviv, 1939-44) (n 
Hobrew); . Braslavski (Braslav), Le-Hoker Arzenu—Avar uSeidim (Tel Avi: Halibbuz 
Hameuhad, 1954) (in Hebrew):; J. Brasavski (Brasavi), MiRezu'ar ‘Azzah ad Yam Suf 
(1957) Gin Hebrew). 

 One of the most imporant was Procopius of Gaza, who was active duing th regn of 
the Emperor Anastasus. Other outsanding personaltes were Porphyrius, Bishop of Gaza, 
poverful, acive and influetil igure (146-420); Choicus, a discile of Procopius, was & 
scientist and shetoician whose actviy occured prmarly between 520 and S40; Marianus, 
Ascibishop of Gaza, who was a fellow discipe of Choricius. In comnection with these 
figures, we can meniion othe kss-famous lettred men who brought some personal touches 
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On the Madaba map (sixth century), Gaza appears as a large fortfied 
town with colonnaded streets crossing at its center and with large squares, 
great church, and a theater (or nymphaeum). These appear in the traditional 
styleof classical architecture of the Gracco-Roman world.! The port of Gaza 
was called “New Town” (Maioumas Neapolis), that is to say, Maritime 
Gaza or Gaza Maiumas, It is under this name, Matoupas kai. Neamohs, 
that it appears on the Madaba map, with buildings and streets which meet at 
right angles.5 This town, faithful to Christianity long before the capital, 
was also called Constantia from the fourth century § It was here that the 
ancient Gaza synagogue was discovered. With Tiberias and Zoar, the town 
formed one of the three great centers of pilgrimage in the Holy Land at the 
beginning of the Byzantine period. 

‘Some Christian sources reveal the existence in Gaza of churches whose 
remains have still not been discovered. One of these churches, the 
Eudoxiana, from the name of the Empress Eudoxia, is described in detail in 
The Life of Porphyry.” 

“The mosaics of a second church, founded in the sixth century and dedi- 
cated to St. Sergius, are described at length by Choricius in a panegyric ad- 
dressed to Marcian, the bishop of Gaza who had the idea of founding the 
church and had contributed to it building® The dome, pendentives, apses, 
arches, walls, floors and baptistry were decorated with rich mossics of high 
artstic quality. They bear witness to the rank and skill of the artst (o 
group of artists). This church contained so many mosaic panels that 
Choricius deems it impossible to describe them ll in his panegyric honor- 
ing the bishop. He decides, therefore, (o omi the motifs on the lower part 
of the walls and directs the visitor (o contemplate the artistry of the ceiling 
vaults. The dramatic descriptions of Choricius—which included the central 

    

10 the itelectual and culual world of Gaza. These inclode John of Gaza, Zosimus, Aeneas 
Timothy and the bishop Zachary of Mitylene, originaly from Gaza. Allthes peaple were 
active durin the course of the fiflh and sixth century. One f th best known witers who. 
studiedin the Gazaschools ws Procopius of Ciesara; he became th Secretary of Stae for 
Justinian the First and the most impartant histoian of Jusinian’s reign. These brilant 
intellectual made Gaza nto  culural cente of exceptionl cltral imporance. 

" See Avi-Yonah, Madaba, p. 74, pL.9. 
5 See Avi-Yonab, Madab, pp. 74, pl. 9 see also Sozomenus, Hist. Eccl, 

LXYI (Paris, 1864), col. 948;ibid, V.3, co. 1221. 
v Matougay mpocayopeiiowo, o 

v Gauudlov, <ls Xpwomamopin ddpdo 
LXVI [P, 1864, cols. 948, 1221). 

7 Marcus Disconus, Vita . Porphyril Episcopi Gazencis, in PG, LXV (Pais, 1864), ols 
12111254, See also Miark the Descon, The Lfe of Porphyry, Bishop of Gaza,tanslated with 
introduction and notes by G. . Hill Oxford, 1913) and Vi de Porphyre, évégue de G 
editd and ranslted by H. Grégoire and M. A. Kugener (Paris: Les Beles Lete, 1930), 

© S alio Choricus, ransted by R. W, Hanilion,in PEFQS (1930): 175-191 
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events of the life of Christ: His Passion, His Glorification, and 
Ascension—brought the mosaics alive (0 his readers. 

Choricius also describes the mosaics of a third church, that of St 
Stephen. In particular, the mosai in the apse depicted the founder holding a 
model of the church and a picture of St. John the Baptist. The cupola was 
entirely filled with the figure of Jesus Pantocrator. On the mosaic pavement 
of the eastern colonnade which led to the church appeared fruits, plants, 
birds, pots, and other items. The artist had reproduced these motifs with 
precision and great mastery. These representations once again evidence the 
skill of the artists of the Gaza workshop. 

From this review of the lterary evidence for mosaic artsts in Gaza, we 
tumn to the archacological evidence. Central to our argument are the four 
polychrome mosaic pavements, composed of round medallions, discovered 
insites on the southem coastal plin:? 

1. The synagogue of Maritime Gaza, which can be dated by the mosaic 
inscription to SO8/9 A.D.” (See PL. 22.) 

2. The Hazor church (in Judea), which can be dated to 512 AD. by one 
of the Greek inscriptions on the mosaic.! (See PL. 23.) 

3. The Synagogue of Ma‘on (Nirim). According to the archacological 
finds, especially the coins, it was built no later than 538 A.D.12 (See PL. 
2) 

4. The Shellal church, which can be dated to S61/2 A.D. by one of the 
Greek inscriptions on the mosaic. ! (See PL. 25.) 

  

  

  

9 The motf of round medsllions made of  vinerels coming out of an amphor i not 
resticted 0 these four mosaics. They appeat in many othr mosais discovered in el and 
elsewhere. This compositon i found it form at one and the same ime ssymmetric and 
symmetic. See R. P Hinks, Catalogue of Greek, and Roman Paintings and Mosaic i the 
Britsh Museun (London: Briish Muscu, 1934).pp. LIl £ D. Levi, Antioch Mosaic 
Pavements, vol. | (Princeton: Princeton Universty Pres, 1947), p. 511-515. A caalogue of 
these pavements has been prepared by F. M. Beibel, “Mosaics” in C. H. Kraeling, e, 
Gerasa, City of he Decapolis (New Haven: ASOR, 1939), p. 303, n. 27. Se alo F. van der 
M, Alasofthe Early Chrsian World (London: Nelson, 1958),nos. 141, 263. Some other 
specimens have been discovered at Sede Naburn (RB 64 (1957]: 261; Yeivi, below, note 11 
P. 46: the fle of th site s in the archives of the Isrel Depatment of Antiquiies and 
Museums): Beth-Shean (RB 78 [1971): 555-586 and pl. XXVIb; D. Bahat, Qadmonir 5, o. 
2 [18] [1972): 56 [in Hebrew]); Matt' (A. Ovadich, Ruth Ovadiah, S Gudovitz, RB 83 
[1976]: 421431, pls. xxxii-xi; Tiberias (unpublished: RB 63 (1956]: 97); Kumub (A 
Negey, NI 17 . 4 (1965, ot 

0°A. Ovadiah, Qadmonios 1, m. 4 (1968): 120-124, pls. 3-4 (n Hebrew); A. Ovadish, 
1319 (1969): 193135, pls 1518 

V'S, Yeivin, 4 Decade of Archacology in sracl, 1948-58 (lstanbul: Nedeslands 
rish- Archacclogish Instia, 1960) . 45, Te records ofth site are in the Archives of 

the fracl Departmentof Antiites and Muscuns (snpublished) 
M. AV-Yonah, Rabinowiz Ballein, vol. 3. pp. 25-35.CF. RB 65 (1958): 421422 snd 

ol 
I3'A. D, Trendall, e Shela Mosaic (Canbere: Austalsn W Memerial, 1957 
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‘The mosaics of Ma‘on and Shellal have striking rescmblances.' The 
pavements are composed of five vertical rows of round medallions, linked 
together by rings. At both sites, an amphora appears in the central medal- 
lion near the main entrance to the vestibule. It flanked by two peacocks, 
ach one filling two medallions. The molifs of the ceniral axis are identical, 
while the lateral medallions are decorated with similar animals. The accent 
is placed more on symmetry at Ma‘on than at Shellal, since at Ma‘on the 
animals are idenical on each side. Despit the geographical proximity of the 
two pavemens, the similarity in the decoration of their details and their 
execution, they are separated in time by at least twenty.-five years 

At Gaza and Hazor, the pavements have been exccuted according to the 
same artistic canon: the space is divided into three vertical rows of round 
medallions. Again, the central row provides the axis of symmetry. Unlike 
Ma‘on and Shellal, these pavements’ medallions are not linked by rings. At 
Gaza and Hazor, the medallions in the central row are decorated with still 
life and animals, while at Ma‘on and Shellal there are no animals in that 
fow.I5 At Gaza, as at Hazor, the decoration is not always rigorously en- 
closed in the frame of the medallion and the animals sometimes stray out- 
side its boundaries. In this way, the accent is put on realism and freedom, 
and the animals which follow each other recall hellenistic prototypes influ- 
enced by the East. One should note that at Gaza the animals of the central 
row are turned towards the right and left; they do not al face in the same di- 
rection, contrary 10 the other lateral rows. 

Despite the differences in detil, the disposition of the motifs s similar 
in the mossic pavements of the four buildings. In allfour, the decoration is 
oriented towards the main entrance, and the first medallion in the axis of, 
symmetry is decorated with an amphora from which tangled vines—irells' 
emerges (in Gaza, this part of the pavement near (o the entrance has been 
destroyed, but one can imagine that there also was an amphora). In the four 
pavements, the axis of symmery is underlined by closed medallions in the 
central row, while the medallions in the lateral rows are slightly open; in 
the Gaza pavement, for example, the depictions in the central row of stll 
life and of animals, which turn left or right, emphasize the axis of symme- 
try. By contrast, the animals represented in the lateral medallions are shown 
in an antithetical manner. (It is interesting 1o note in all these medallions 
the absence of any human figures.) They include a wide range of birds, wild 
and savage animals, and domesticated animals—the images stem from the 
same repertoire, without a doubt. Moreover they are drawn with talent, pre- 

        

  

  

  

T4 The resemblance between the two mosaic pavements has been partially trested by 
AVi:Yonah, in Rabinowitz Bulltin, vol. 3, pp. 2-33 

At Gaza, the Greek inscripion i insribed in one of the round medallions of the 
cental o
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cision, and skill. Some representations are to be found in three out of four 
‘pavements (although they might have originally appeared in the fourth and 
have since been destroyed): the bird in a cage (Gaza, Maon, Shellal); the 
basket of fruit (Hazor, Ma‘on, Shellal); savage animals chasing other 
animals (Gaza, Hazor, Shella) 

Above, we noted a close relationship between the pavements of Gaza and 
Hazor on the one hand and between those of Ma‘on and Shellal on the other. 
‘The mosaic pavements of Gaza and Hazor are earler than those of Ma‘on 
and Shellal. In addition, the animals on the Gaza pavement are represented 
in a more realistic fashion, in a much freer style and executed 10 a higher 
artistc standard. At Hazor, at least judging by the litle that remains of the 
mosaic, i is possible to state that there is a strong tendency towards real- 
isms for instance, the hare on the basket of grapes and the hounds pursuing 
the doe. At Ma‘on, by contrast, the animals do not stray outside the medal- 
Tion frame, which s without doubt the sign of a more conservative and 
severe conception. The animal figures become individual images within the 
circular frames, with the exception of the symbolic representations of pea- 
cocks flanking the amphora, the palm trees, the lions, and the menorah. We 
should not, however, leave unremarked the realistic treatment of several 
details, such as, a hen laying an cgg, a double basket full of grapes—all 
iregularly shaped—and the peacock tils. A conception similar to that of 
Ma‘on can be seen at Shellal. If there remains here a certain tendency 
towards realism—such as the birds pecking the grapes in the double 
basket—it must be pointed out that the grapes are very stylized. Similarly, 
none of the animals steps out of its frame and the peacocks’ tails are also 
highly stylized. 

From all that we have said so far, it turns out that we can see a certain 
evolution of style: from the realism of the mosaic pavement of Gaza, the 
carliest of the four, towards a progressive tendency towards stylization in the 
‘Shellal mosaic, the most recent. The number of rows of medallions is pro- 
‘portional to the dimensions of the pavement and must not be considered as a 
development of three rows of medallions (Gaza, Hazor) to five (Ma'on, 
Shellal) 

The four pavements of mosaic studied here present all the characteristics 
usually associated with this type of ornamentation. However, a certain num- 
ber of characteristics are common and make up a homogeneous group: the 
representation of the amphora i the central medallion near the entrance; the 
importance given to the axis of symmetry by the particular motifs; the i 
sistence placed on symmetrical composition by the representation of the an- 
imals in an antithetic and rhythmical way; the variety of sl lifes, birds, 
domestic animals, wild and ferocious animals; the absence of human fig- 
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ures; the realism of the depiction which denotes sharp and penetrating 
observation, seasoned with humor. 16 

‘Taking account of the grandeur, the position and locality of Gaza at this 
time, and the witness of written sources and archacological finds, we can 
conclude that Gaza housed in the carly Byzantine period, a central mosaic 
workshop whose clientele was both Jewish and Christian. This center pro- 
duced mosaics full of color and variety for the synagogues and churches, but 
the artsts or artisans remained anonymous; we can determine neither their 
identity nor their religion.1? One thing is certain, however, their workman- 
ship was of high artistic quality. We can therefore suppose that it produced 
both the mosaic pavements at the setilements mentioned above, and i s 
possible that it may have influenced the decoration in other sites.'* 

  

  

    

16 C1.C. R Morey, Early Christian Art (rinceton: Princton Uiversty Press, 1953), pp. 
S4t, S8, 

T7Sec Downey (sbove, note 2,pp. 68 
18 T the ahove citations, one can add, F. M. Abel, “Gaza au Vle sidcle d'aprés le 

thécur Charikios” RB 40 1931): $31.See lso Ovadiah, MPI. 

 



SECTION VI 

PUBLIC STRUCTURES AND JEWISH COMMUNITIES 

IN THE GOLAN HEIGHTS 
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PREFACE 

‘The study of Jewish archacological remains in the region today called the 
Golan Heights began in the 1880's with the journeys and surveys of L. 
Oliphant and G. Schumacher. Oliphant was actually the first to report the 
existence of Jewish public buildings in the Golan, which he called 
‘synagogues,’ comparing their artifacts with those of similar buildings 
previously discovered in the Galilee. Therefore, in their 1905 expedition 
investigating Galilean synagogues, H. Kohl and C. Watzinger included the 
remains of the Jewish public buildings Oliphant and Schumacher had dis- 
covered at Kh. Dikkeh and Umm el-Qundtir. The short exploratory 
excavations these two scholars and their taff conducted under the auspices of 
the Deutsche Orient-Gesellschaft at Kh. Dikkeh and Unim el-Qanitir are, for 
all practical purposes, the first excavations conducted at sies in the region. 

‘After the First World War, the Sykes-Picot Agreement led to the separa- 
of the Land of Israel from Syria, with Palestine coming under the 

British Mandate, while Syria and Lebanon passed into French control. This 
new geopolitical reality caused a decades-long hiatus in the investigation of 
Jewish sites in the Golan. With the exception of single archacoloy 
tigators of sites in Palestine never took the trouble to go up to the Golan, 
whereas their colleagues in Syria had no interest in this marginal region and 
certainly none in this subject.! The events of the thiries and forties, during 
which the independent states Syria and Israel came into being, essentially 
closed the Golan Heights region to investigators for about twenty years. 
Tndeed, the Golan Heights became a closed Syrian military area on the con- 
frontation line between the two countries 

Only after the Six Day War in 1967, during which the area was captured 
by the Tsracl Defense Forces (LD.E.), was research at the Golan sites 
renewed. A short time after the batles ceased, the Association for the 
Archacological Survey of Israel initiated surveys in the area. At first, two 
teams were sent, led by C. Epstein and . Gutman. These teams worked in 
the area for about four months and registered dozens of sites hitherto un- 
known. Among these were a number with Jewish artfacts, such as Dabra 
and Qisrin. In addition to the Epstein and Gutman teams, the author was 

        

T The exception was E. L Sukerik, who, in 1928 visited U cl.Qundte and in 1932, 
during his excavations at th synagogue at Hammat Gader (which ws included in the Briish 
Mandate, visited, ecorded, an published importan detais about the remains of the Jewish 
public buikings at Mazr'at Kanaf and Kh. e Rafid 
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sent at the head of a third team to conduct a fundamental survey of the 
dozens of abandoned Syrian villages and army camps, most of which had 
been erected on top of archaeological remains. This team discovered hundreds 
of decorated architectural tems and dozens of inscriptions previously unre- 
ported. A significant number of these finds originated in Jewish sites or 
Jewish structures. In October 1968, the author was appointed as Staff 
Officer in Charge of Archacological Affairs in the Golan Heights. This 
appointment enabled him to continue the surveys in the region—a region 
that had already begun to change with the setling in of the LD.F. and the 
erection of the first Isracli setlements. In addition, he initiated systematic 
archaeological excavations at a number of the region’s Jewish sites, such as 
Qistin and Ghidriyye. Immediately upon assuming his position, the author 
began collecting the hundreds of architectural tems and the dozens of ancient 
inscriptions of the region and cataloging them in the Golan Antiquities 
Collection he established at Quneitra. (This collection is now in the 
Museum at Qastin.) In 1972, the author was appointed as Secretary of the 
Association for the Archacological Survey of Isracl and M. Ben-Ari suc- 
ceeded him in the Golan. In this new appointment, the author continued his 
surveys of the region’s Jewish sites uniil 1976, 

‘The Yom Kippur War in 1973, in which a large part of the region was 
captured by the Syrian Army and then recaptured by the LD.F., added an- 
other layer to the transfiguration the Golan experienced during the late 
sixtes and the early seventies. Mostof the abandoned Syrian villages disap- 
peared from the area. Their agricultural peripheries, which generally were a 
direct continuation of their use on the peripheries of the ancient sites, were 
severely damaged during the rapid development te region experienced. 

In 1975-1976, M. Ben-Ari and S. Bar-Lev completed the cxcavation and 
restoration work that the author had begun at Qisrin, and in 1976, S. 
‘Gutman began his important excavations at Gamala. There he uncovered the 
oldest structure in Palestine identified as a synagogue. 

At the end of the 1970°s, a team headed by C. M. Dauphin began to 
work at various sites in the Golan, and Z. Ma'oz replaced M. Ben-Ari in the 
civilian position of the Golan District Archacologist. These investigators 
began a new stage in the investigation of the region’s rabbinic-period, 
Jewish sites while differing among themselves about the questions of the 
scope and the dating of the Jewish settlement in the Golan2 We shall not 
involve ourselves in these disagreements but only note that although no 
files of the archive of the Staff Officer in Charge of Archacological Affairs 
in the Golan Heights were opened o C. Dauphin (according o a personal 
conversation with her), these were at the disposal of Ma'0z by virtue of his 

  

  

    

  

  

  

  

  

    

  

  

  

% See Davphin, “Gaulanits” and Mo, “Commnitics. 
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position. He made selective use of them at best, however, even though he 
published several articles on Jewish settlement in the Golan. (These have 
peculiar conclusions which we shall discuss later.) Ma‘oz initiated excava- 
tions at the Jewish public buildings at Mazra’at Kanat, *Ein Nashot, and 
Dibiye and presently continues his work in the Golan for the Isracl 
Antiquities Authority. At the end of the 1980's, R. Arav began archacologi- 
cal excavations at the site known as et-Tell and which he identifies 
(following a number of many early investigators) as the site of Bethsaida. 
Nevertheless, to our regret, no clearly Jewish finds have been uncovered at 
the site to indicate that this is indeed the ste of this important Jewish vil- 
lage from the second-temple and rabbinic periods. 

It seems that the importance of the Golan Heights to the study of the 
Jewish communities in Palestine and Syria in general, and the investigation 
of remains of public buildings from the second-temple and rabbinic periods 
in particular, is no longer in any doubl. At the region’s southern boundary, 
at Hammat Gader, archacologists excavated the only structure in Palestine 
where an inscription which unambiguously attests that the building served 
as a ‘gathering [place]'—that is, a ‘synagogue’—was found in situ. In the 
heart of the Golan, at Gamla, the oldest Jewish public building in Palestine 
and Syria was unarthed, upon whose identification as a ‘synagogue’ schol- 
ars agree. The discoveries at Dabra and at Qistin have introduced a new 
dimension into the investigation of the construction of Jewish public 
buildings i the rabbinic period, namely, archaeological and epigraphic finds 
of a bet midrash and perhaps also of a hall for se’udot mitzvah—meals cele- 
brating the fulfillment of certain religious rituals.? Furthermore, archacolo- 
gists have uncovered in the region the traces of several important Palestinian 
sages who lived between the late second centry and the mid fourth century 
CE. These coniribute to our understanding of the density of Jewish settle- 
‘ment i this region in the period under discussion. 

In the following chapters, we shall begin by surveying what is known 
from written sources about the existence and history of Jewish communities 
in the Golan during the second-temple and rabbinic periods. Next, the major 
part of this essay wil be devoted (0 a review of the Jewish archaeological 
and epigraphic finds discovered at various Golan sites. Also included are the 
finds discovered by my survey teams between 1968-1972, most of which 
has yet to be published because it was ‘buried" in the files of the ‘Staff 

    

  

  

  

Officer in Charge of Archacological Affairs in the Golan Heights." We will 
also discuss several sites whose names are known from the written historical 
sources, but which have not yet been definitively located. 

  

    
3 O thi,see my article “The Howse of Asscmbly and the House of Study: Are They Ore 

and the Same?” in ol. 1, pp. 232.255.
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‘We have divided the description of sites—hat i, the evidence of ancient 
communities—into three chapters: ‘Upper Golan, “Lower Golan,” and the 
“District of Ssita.” This division comes first and foremost from their treat- 
‘ment by Josephus and the rabbinic literature as geographic-physical and/or 
as geographic-administrative units:* The scheme we are implementing here 
can also lead us to more solid conclusions on different aspets of Jewish set- 
tlement in the Golan region during the stages of the second-temple and 
rabbinic periods. 

In my opinion, the archacological investigation of ancient Jewish com- 
munities in the Golan Heights region is still in its infancy; not even the 
remains uncovered to date have been fully utilzed. Therefore, it would be an 
error to attempt a summary of our knowledge of Jewish settlement in the 
Golan. Hence we will conclude our discussion with a chapter devoted to the 
question of whether there is any typology 10 be seen i the Jewish public 
buildings so far discovered in the Golan, and whether we can, by means of 
sucha typology, amive at a chronological scheme. 

  

  

  

  

   

   # See my discusion of the Josephan materil in Urmsn, “Toponym Golan”   



JEWS IN THE GOLAN—HISTORICAL BACKGROUND 

Evidence concerning the existence of Jewish communities in the Golan first 
appears during the reign of Judas Maccabacus, in the second century B.C. 
In 1 Maceabees 5:3-13, 24-54 and 2 Maccabees 10:24-37 and 12:10-31, we 
read about the campaign of Judas Maccabaeus and his brother Jonathan who 
took their forces across the Jordan to rescue the Jewish communities in 
Northern Gilead and Southern Bashan from pagan oppressors. Among the 
places to which Judas and his forces laid siege was Xaoduv or Kaometv (1 
Maccabees 5:26, 5:36; 2 Maccabees 12:13), which scholars identify with 
Khisfin.| We are told that Jews in these towns and villages were liberated, 
but no indication is given of what happened t0 them or whether they ever 
returned to their former homes. 

In the years 83-81 B.C.E., Alexander Jannacus conquered Northern Gilead 
and the Golan, annexing these areas to his kingdom. According to Josephus, 
Jannaeus’ conquest was violent, and he conquered the towns of Gaulana, 
Seleucia, and Gamala among others (War I §§ 104-105, and Antiguities XIII 
§§ 393-394). Complementary evidence from Syncellus (Chronographia  § 
558, ed. Dindorf) informs us that Hippos should be added to thislist of con- 
quered towns. Apparently after this conquest, the population of Jews in the 
Golan increased under the patronage of Hasmonean rule. Evidence of new 
occupation by Jews following Jannacus’ campaigns comes o light as ar- 
chacological work continues in the Golan. In his excavations at Mazra’at 
Kanaf, for instance, Z. Ma‘oz. exposed the remains of a Seleucid observation 
tower, part of a complex that fell to Alexander Jannaeus in 81 B.C.E2 In 
place of the tower, a fort was constructed and settled by Jews. The fort was 
continually occupied (with some building changes) until the Great Revoltin 
66 C.E.3 The discovery of coins of Alexander Jannacus at el-'Al has raised 
the possibility that Jews settled there in the aftermath of Jannaeus’ cam- 
paign in the Golan.# The most impressive data was brought to light in the 
excavations at Gamala, which expanded at the time of Jannacus’ expedition.$ 

  

   

    

1 Cr. Avi-Yonah, Gazttee, p. 48. For futher detals conceming tis denificaion, see 
belowin our discussion o the ind at Khisin, 

2 Ma'oz, “Golan Symagogues.” p. 149; Ma'or, “Horvat Kanaf—1," p. 807; Moz, 
“Horvat Kanaf—2,"p. $4. 

3 See previous not, especially Ma'az, “Goln Synagogues” . 149 
4 See Gibson and Urman, p. 70 
5 See Gutman, Gamala3, pp. 61 1.  
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In 63 B.C.E,, Pompey conquered the Golan. Some of the pagan settle- 
ments, ruined by Jannacus’ campaigns, were reconstructed and their popula- 
tions regained their rights. We know specifically about the rebuilding of 
Hippos (Josephus War 1 § 156; Aniguities XIV § 75). The extent to which 
the development of Jewish settlements declined in the Golan following 
Pompey’s victory and the terms established by Gabinius remains unclear 
(War 1§ 170; Antiquities XIV § 86-88). Jews in the Golan enjoyed a new 
era of development with the rise of Herod the Great (37-34 B.CE). In the 
year 30, Octavian granted to Herod the areas of the towns of Gadara and 
Hippos (War 1§ 396; Antiquities XV § 217), and in 23 B.C.E., Augustus 
added all the area south of Damascus, including the Batanaca (Bashan), 
Trachonitis (Trachon), Auranitis (Hauran), and Gaulanitis (Golan) (War 1§ 
398; Antiquities XV §§ 343-345). In 20 B.C.E., the teritory of Paneas 
(Banias) was also annexed to Herod's kingdom (Antiguities XV § 360). 

Itseems that already in Herod’s time—and certainly during the rule of his 
successors—Jewish communities were established at various sites in the 
Golan. From Josephus we know only of the settlement project initiated by 
Herod in Batanaca, where he placed a Babylonian Jew by the name of 
Zamaris, with his kinsfolk and horsemen (Antiquities XVII §§ 23-29). 
However, some inscriptions uncovered in our surveys may add to the pic- 
ture, Certain of the epigraphs which indicate the presence of Jews—for 
example, in Bib el-Hawa, Quneitra and Sirmin—conceivably date from the 
time of Herod and his dynasty. 

Upon Herod's death in 4 B.C.E, the Golan passed into the rule of his 
son Philip. He established his capital in Pancas (Banids), which was hence- 
forth called Caesarea Philippi (Antiquities XVII § 189; XVIII § 28), 
Another town was built by Philip north of the Sea of Galilee, in the loca- 
tion of Bethsaida, which he named Julias, after Julia, Augustus® daughter 
(Antiquities XVIII § 237).In 50-98 CE, it was included within the temitory 
ruled by Agrippa Il (War 11§ 573; Via § 187) 

Itis noteworthy that Josephus was the first to use the name Gaulanitis 
(=Golan) in deseribing a terrtory, or distrct, in contradistinction to the bib- 
tical use ofthis name for a city of refuge in the Bashan s Josephus’ designa- 
tion of the Golan probably originated with a Roman administrative division 
enacted after the Great Revolt. At the same time, however, Josephus reflects 
the Jewish conception which regards Jewish sites in the Golan as 
inseparable from the Jewish Galile. So, fo instance, he calls Judas, founder 
of the “fourth philosophy” party and a native of Gamala, “Judas the 
Galilean” (Ansiquities XVII §§ 4-10,23). Josephus also refers to Gamala as 

  

  

  

   

  

   

  

© See Urnan, “Toponym Golan” pp.6-12.
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asite in the Galilee, a feature which appears in later Jewish sources as well 
(e.8., M. Arakin 9:6; Sifra, Behar 4:1), 

The failure of the Great Revolt against the Romans resulted in the de- 
struction of some Jewish communities in the Golan, particularly Gamala 
(War IV §§ 62-83). But the fact that Seleucia and Sogane—two Golan 
strongholds fortfied by Josephus—surrendered without a fight (War IV §§ 
2, 4) might suggest that most of the communities went unharmed, having 
been persuaded to submit by Agrippa IL It is reasonable to suppose that 
even those communities which fought and suffered damage where later reha- 
bilitated, with the king’s assistans 

In the frst generation afier the revolt, when Agrippa II continued to hold 
sway over the Golan, we find evidence in rabbinic literature of a Jewish 
population in urban centers at the western margin of the Golan—the towns 
of Cacsarea Philippi and Bethsaida. Thus, for instance, the Tosefia (Sukkah 
1:9) and the Babylonian Talmud (Sukkah 27b) reveal that R. Eliezer ben 
Hyrcanus—one of his generation’s most eminent sages—was a guest in the 
sukkah of Yohanan ben R. Ili in Cacsarea Philippi. Also in the Babylonian 
‘Talmud (Shabbat 212), we read the tale of two elders who stayed in Seidan 

aida=Bethsaida), one of the School of Hilll, the other of the School of 
Shammai. 

Bethsaida had its share of celebrated rabbis, including Rabbi Hananiah 
ben Hakinai, a student in the Yavnean generation and a pupil of Rabbi 
Agiba (Tos. Niddah 6:6; B. Niddah 52b; B. Ketubot 62b), Abba Yudan of 
Saidan (Tos. Yeb. 14:7; Tos. Oh. 18:7), Abba Gurion of Saidan (Y. Qidd. 
4, 66c; B. Qidd. 82a), and in the fourth or fifth generation also Rabbi Yosi 
Saidaniah (Y. Ket. 117, 34¢; Y. Ber. 4:4, 82). It seems that the Jewish 
‘community of Saidan was the hiding place of Rabbi Simeon ben Gamaliel 
11 during the suppression of the Bar-Kokhba Revolt, and he visited Saidan 
(Bethsaida) frequently after the rebellion. In our sources, Rabbi Simeon con- 
tinually refers to events that occurred, or were reported to him, during his 
stay in Saidan (M. Gittin 7:5; Tos. Gittin 1:10; Tos. AZ 3:7; Y. Sheg. 6, 
500). 

A passage datable to the era of Rabbi Simeon ben Gamaliel I's son, 
Rabbi Judah ha-Nasi, suggests that Jews constituted the majority of 
Bethsaida’s populace in that period (Y. AZ 5:5, 44d): 

   
  

  

  

  

  

  

    

  One who places wine on a wagon... Rabbi Hanina said: “An incident 
{which took place] in one wagon of the house of Rabbi (=Judah ha-Nasi) 
that went more than four miles, The incident vas brought before the sages 
and they permitied (the use of that wine). [They] said, the incident ook 
place on the highway of Saidan and it [i., Bethsaids's arcal was com- 
pltely [populated by people] o Isracl.."™ 
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And indeed, between the surveys by Oliphant and Schumacher and those by 
Epstein, Gutman, and the author afer the 1967 war, remains of more than a 

dozen Jewish communities—some displaying ruins of splendid Jewish pub- 
lic structures—have been discovered within “four miles” of Bethsaida: Kh. 
ed-Dikkeh, Kh. er-Rafid, Jarabi, Dardra, “Horvat Zawitan’ 
Zuméimire’, Yahiidiyye, es-Salabe, el-Hasciniyye, Batrd, Wakhsh: 
Khawkha, Zeita, Mazra’at Kanaf, Deir ‘Az 

‘With the exception of Kh. ed-Dikkeh and Mazra'at Kanaf, no archacolog- 
ical excavations have yet been conducted at these sites. I likely that if the 
date of establishment of these Jewish commanities is not the period follow- 
ing Jannacus’ conquest as the evidence of Mazra’at Kanaf indicates), or dur- 
ing the reign of the Herodian dynasty, then these settlements should be 
ascribed 10 the migration of Jews from Judaca in the aftermath of the Bar 
Kokhba Revolt and its suppression during the 130's and 140's C.E. Towards 
the end of the second century, Rabbi Judah ha-Nasi received by tenancy 2000 
unts of land (of unspecified size) in the area (Y. Sheb. 6:1, 364). 

During the time of R. Judah ha-Nasi, Rabbi Eliezer ha-Qappar—or Bar- 
Qappara—had a bet midrash located in Dabira. In our discussion of the in- 
scriptions from this site, we will note the importance of this sage and his 
disciples, and the possibility that some of the surviving halakot and 
midrashim were composed and/or edited in his school. In Y. Shabbat 6:2, 8a 

and Y. San. 17:1, 284, for example, we learn of  rule forbidding a Jew to 
wear new shoes or sandals on the day of Shabbat, unless “he was wearing 
them the previous day.” This norm was probably established in the interest 
of preserving the enjoyment of Sabbath (‘the foot is not used to the shoe, 
the shoe is not used o the foot”). As the discussion unfolds, the three most 
important schools in the generation following Rabbi Judah ha-Nasi's death 
convey their opinions of the distance a Jew should walk, wearing his new 
shoes or sandals, prior o the Shabbat: 

  

     

          

        

  

How much should they be walked in? The studens of Bar-Qappara’s shool 
say, “[As fa as the distnce from] Bar-Qappara's school [1] the school of 
Rabbi Hoshaya [the Grear)." The people [students] of Sepphoris say, “[The 
distance from] the synagogue of the Babylonians (t) the apartment of 
Rabbi Hama Bar Hanina. [These are two well-known buildings in 
Scpphors].” The Tiberians say, “[The distance from| the Sidra Rabbah 
i, the gt bet midrash in Tiberis] (0] the store of Rabbi Hoshaya fof 
Tiberias].” 

  

           
         

     
    

  

   
“This text, together with that of Y. Ter. 10:3, 47a, in which Rabbi Yohanan 
states “when we went over to Rabbi Hoshaya the Great in Qistin to study 
the Torah...” led us to excavate the remains of the monumenal Jewish pub- 
lic building in Qisrin, and to suggest the identification of that site in the 
Golan with the Qisrin in which the school of Rabbi Hoshaya the Great was 
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located.” Hoshaya was a student of Bar-Qappara, whom tradition labeled the 
“father of the Mishnah” (Y. Qidd. 1:3, 60a; Y. Yeb. 3:3, 4d; Y. Ket. 9:1, 
32d). This identification supported by the discovery of Rabbi Abun’s tomb- 
stone in Qisrin in the Golan (the same Rabbi Abun, according to the Zohar 
Hadash, Midrash ha-N'elam to the Book of Ruth 29a, had spent all of hi 
lifein Qisrin), opens new research prospects concerning the rabbis of Qistin 
and their contributions to the creation of rabbinic literature. The arrangement 
and editing of some of the first Yerushalmi tractates are thought by S, 
Licberman to have taken place in Qisrin.® In his opinion, “the Qisrin 
Yeshiva never ceased, from the time of Hoshaya the Great (and perhaps also 
Bar-Qappara) to the days of Rabbi Yosi Bar (A)bun,” who may well have 
been the son of Rabbi Abun, known o us from his tombstone. 

It is worth remarking that within three miles of Qisrin in the Golan, 
more than ten sites have been surveyed in which remains of Jewish public 
buildings were in evidence. Each ite will be treated in the chapter devoted to 
the Lower Golan sites. As we will indicate at several points in the follow- 
ing chapters, we do not accept the later dates attributed o the remains of 
Golan Jewish public structures by Z Ma‘oz. In our view, several of those 
ancient ruins can be traced to the aftermath of the Bar Kokhba revol. 
Certainly, Jewish communities continued to flourish in the Golan heights 
during the years spanned by the careers of Rabbi Judah ha-Nasi, Bar- 
Qappara, Rabbi Hoshaya the Great, Rabbi Yohanan, and Rabbi Abun. T the 
time of Rabbi Yosi Bar Abun, the Gallus Revolt erupted (351 C.E.), leaving 
signs of its destruction in some Golan sites (Tell el-Jkhadr,'! Qisrin'?). 
Echoes of the worsened conditions for Jews can be heard in Y. Sheb. 6:1, 
36d: 

  

  

   

   

  

Rabbi Huna wanted 1o free Yaviona olan)!3 [from the reli 
gious duties that depend on the land). He approached Rabbi Mana, saying. 
o him: “Here it is—sign it And he did not agree to sign it. The following 
day Rabbi Hiyya Bar Madayya stood with him (.., Rabbi Mana), saying 
to him: “You did right in not signing, [because] Rabbi Yonah, your father, 
used 10 say, Antoninus leased 1o Rabbi [.¢., Rabbi Judah ha-Nasi] two 
thousand doshnin [i.c.,units of lend] [there]. Therefore we will cat but we. 
will not work in Syria and it is exempt from tthes since i is like the gen- 
tile fields.” 

  

  

        

        

7 Urman, “Bar Qappara—2." pp. 163172 
# See Licberman, Coesarea,pp. 9 Licberman, Spheé Zta, pp. 92136 
9 Licberman, Caesarea. p. 10 

10 See Hyman, Toldoth, vol. 2, p. 717 
1 See Urman, “Hellenistic” p. 460 

12 Urman, “Helleisic” p. 457-455. 
13 See Kein, “Estaes,” pp. $45-556. 
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Qisrin excavations—as well as those conducted by Ma‘oz in sites such as 
Mazra’at Kanaf, ‘Ein Nashot, and Dibiyye—make it clear that at some point 
after the Gallus Revolt the Jewish sites in the Golan were rebuilt and con- 
tinued until the Arab conquest and perhaps even later. Information about 
Jewish communities in the Golan that derives from literary sources comes 
to an end in around 375 C.E., with the publication of the Palestinian 
Talmud in Tiberias. 

Ttis conceivable—but not verifiable on the basis of available data—that 
following the destruction of some of the Jewish communities in the Gallus 
Revolt, some Christian communities grew up in what had been densely 
Jewish areas—for example, in Na‘aran and *Ein Semsem, both on the road 
leading from Dabira to Qisrin.!* Systematic archacological excavations 
would be required to confirm (or disprove) this hypothesis 

We may summarize our discussion of Jews in the Golan by taking note 
of the list of “forbidden towns in the District of SGsit,” as preserved in the 

Tos. Sheb. 4:10 (66, 4-6) and Y. Demai 2:1, 22d. A more reliable version 
of this list was revealed in a mosaic inscription in the floor of the Jewish 
public building at Rehob:!* 

  

     

  

    
    

‘The forbidden towns in the territory of Sisita: *Ayyanosh, and 'Ein Harrah 
(or “Ein Haddah), and Dembar ‘yyon, and Ya'arot (or Ya'arut), and Kefar 
Yabrib (or Kefar laheiv), and Nob, and Hasfiya, and Kfar Semaf, and Rabbi 
(Fudah ha-Nasi) permitted [or released) Kiar Semah 

“This list testifies that during the third and the fourth centuries C.E., seven 
large Jewish communities were in existence within the District of Ssita 
‘The rabbis therefore obligate their Jewish populations o keep the laws of 
the Sabbath Year, and prohibit the consumpiion of fruit grown by Jewish 
farmers at these sites during the Sabbath Year. 

In many of his publications on the Golan Jewish settlements, Ma‘oz 
systematically ignored the existence of the Rehob list, and dated some 
Jewish finds from sites in the District of Sdsita to the late Byzantine and/or 
Early Arab periods. ® In our view, there is no reason to doubt the antiquity 
of the Jewish communities in the (dominantly pagan and later Christian) ter- 
ritory of the District of Sasita (Hippos). Indeed, we can point to Khisfin, 
which s already mentioned in the time of Judas Maccabacus, as well s to 
evidence of continuous Jewish presence in Stsia itslf, despite adversities 
suffered in the Great Revolt (War IT §478). We cannot take up here the ques- 

  

   

   
  

  

¥ For futher informationon Na'arin and “Ein Scmse, s the sections n these sites i 
Gregg and U, 

15 See Sussmann, “Beth-Shean” and Suss, “Rehob 
16 See for example his datins for the Jewish find from Fia in Ma'o, Golan (rv. e, 

Pp. 3637 and Ma'o, “Golan—2."p. 45 
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s date. However, in the chapter devoted 10 the sites in the 
we will discuss each settlement mentioned in this impor- 

tant rabbinical list 
For our purposes, it is noteworthy that at the end of the list this state- 

ment occurs: “and Rabbi permitied Kfar Semah.” It seems that this 
exemption from obligation also reflects a demographic change that took 
place in a settlement in the District of Sisita around 200 C.E.; for the 
Jewish population in Kfar Semah decreased, and consequently was excused 
from the Sabbath-year rule by Rabbi Judah ha-Nasi 

These last comments about the territory of Sdsita and the fortunes of par- 
ticular sites like Kfar Semah, may serve to caution us against too-general 
and uniform assumptions about Jewish communities in the Golan. Our re- 
peated reference to the *Golan’ or the ‘Golan Heights,” should not blind us 
to the reality that within this larger geographical area, individual Jewish 
commnities lived under different and distinctive conditions, affected no 
doub by changes in governance, ethnic and religious dynamics peculiar to 
their own villages and towns,interactions with neighbors, and the like. Our 
knowledge of these communities will be enhanced as archaeological research 

in the Golan proceeds, and as discoveries especially of Jewish inscriptions— 
in Hebrew, Aramaic, or Greek—continue. 
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    ‘THE UPPER GOLAN 

BANIAS (PANEAS, CAESAREA PHILIPPT) 

“The ruins of Banids constitue the largest ancient settlement on the north- 
west edge of the Golan, at coordinates 2145/55-2945/49. In surveys 
conducted after the Six Day War in 1967 by Y. Olami' and the author,? the 

area of the early ite was estimated at about 700 dunams 
T is not our itention here to enter into all that is known about this im- 

portant site from the various historical sources,? nor even to describe the 
history of its investigation or the finds unearthed so far.* Paneas, Caesarea 

Philippi, or Cacsarion—as the place was sometimes designated in rabbinic 
literature—was a gentil city throughout is existence. Yet, a number of at- 
testations in the written historical sources reveal the existence of Jewish 
commanities in this city at ifferent times—and it is o these that we shall 
devore this discussion 

The first testimony appears in Josephus,in his Vira §§ 49-61, where he 
describes an attempt by Varus,S an aide of King Herod Agrippa II, to harm 
the Jewish population of Caesarea Philippi, which in those days served as 
Agrippa’s capital city. According to Josephus”story, many Jews were killed 
in the city at the initiative of this Varus.5 At his orders, Jews were pre- 
Vented from leaving the city 5o they could not report to Agrippa the mis- 
deeds of his aide.” The King finally heard what Varus had done, relates 

  

  

  

         

     
    

  T Olami, “Banids,” Special Surveys Reports, Archive of the Assocision for the 
Aschacological Survey of srel, sracl Antiguities Authriy,Jerusalem, 1968 (in Hebrew). 

25, Urman, “Barits,” Report of the S Officer in Charge o Archaeological Affairs in 
the Golan (from 1968-1972), Archive of the Israel Antiquities Authority, Jerusaler (in 
Hebrew). See also Urman, “Golan—1.” p. 3-; Urman, List, p.2; Urman, Golan, p. 187, Site. 
#3and the not for this sie on page 2! 

3 For a comprehensive historical survey of this sitc, ir, Banias, This pioncering 
work now requies updating and corections, but at presca, this study i all tha s available, 

" Since the mid-1980', suveys and excavations have been conducted ntermitently at 
Banids by M. Hartal, . Moz, and V. Tsafei. Snce, 1 the best of our knowledge,these. 
effons have uncovered no Jewish finds thus far, we can only refer the reader 10 their 
Satements in the Archaeological Newsletter of th liael Aniqutes Auhoriy beginaing with 
Vol 4. 

5 Called Noarus in War 1 5 48111 
§Via§ 53 
7Vita§ 5. 
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   Josephus, “The king meanwhile, hearing that Varus intended to massacre in 
one day the Jewish population in Cacsarea (Philippi), numbering many 
thousands, including women and children, recalled him and sent Aequus 
Modius to take over the command (in Caesarea Philippi)....” This descrip- 
tion makes the great extent of the Jewish community there clear—a com- 
munity that apparently began back in the days of Philip the Tetrarch, the 
son of Herod the Great (4 B.CE.34 CE) 

Some of the city's Jewish residents were religiously observant—a point 
revealed by Josephus i relating his confrontations with John of Giscala. He 
describes how John overcharged the city's Jews for ol 

  

“This knavish trick John followed up with a second. He stated that the Jewish inhabitants of Cacsarea Philippi, having, by the king’s order, been 
shut up by Modius, his viceroy, and having no pure ol for their personal use, had sent a request to him (0 see that they were supplied with this com- modity, lest they should be driven (0 violate their legal ordinances by re- sort to Grecian oil. John's motive in making this assertion was not piety, 
but profitcering of the most barefaced description; for he knew that at Cacsarea two pinis were sold for one drachm, whereas at Gischala eighty 
pints could be had for four drachms. So he sent off all the oil in the place....John by ths sharp practice made an enormous profit” 

In spite of the injuries to the Jewish community at Cacsarea Philippi during 
the Great Rebellion, the community survived for at least a generation after- 
wards. Evidence of this comes from Tosefta Sukkah 1:9 and B. Sukkah 27, 
where it s related that Rabbi Eliezer ben Hyrcanus, one of that generation’s 
most eminent sages, was a guest in the sukkah of Yohanan ben Rabbi Tlai 
in Caesarea Philippi. 

After the death of King Herod Agrippa I (ca. 100 C.E), we have no di- 
rect information about the continuity of the existence of the Jewish com- 
munity there until the twelfth century.'® Apparently it gradually declined 
over the gencrations until it finally disappeared during the Crusades. 

As indicated in note 4, the archacological excavations conducted sporadi- 
cally at Banids in the last decade have yet o unearth any clearly Jewish 
arifacts. Siill, in light of our knowledge of the site,!! we belicve that the 
moment the various excavators broaden their excavations beyond the area of 
the Temple of Pan and the Crusader fortress and cross the stream westward 
1o dig in the residential areas of the city itself, Jewish remains will be 
found. We hope such finds will shed light on the history of the Jewish 
‘community of Banids which remains shrouded in darkness. 

  

  

& Thus i Vita § 61 In the parallel version found in War 11 § 483, Varus® deposition is mensioned, bt no the name of his succesor 
9 Vita §§ 74-76 

10 Amir, Banias, pp. 39 1. 
11 Sec above,note 2,    
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SOGANE (Zuydvn) 

Sogane was a Jewish settlement on the Golan during the sccond-temple pe- 
riod whose location has yet to be identified with certainty. Josephus men 
tions Sogane as one of the two villages in the Golan (along with the city of 
Gamala) which he fortified when he was commander of the rebellion in 
Galilee.!? From Josephus” description, it seems that Sogane was well de- 
fended by nature, but despite the defenses of both nature and Josephus, the 
men of this village chose not to fight the Romans. As a result, Josephus 
apparently decided not to give a more detailed description from which we 
might have learned more abou this village’s exact location. Nevertheless, 
Josephus points out that Sogane was in the ‘Upper Golan.’1# 

Following Schumacher's report on the existence of the remnans of a 
wall at Yahtdiyye (see my discussion of this village below), various schol- 
ars suggested identifying Sogane with Yahtdiyye.I3 Still, the difficulty with 
this identification lies in the fact that Yahidiyye lies in the heart of the 
“Lower Golan,” while Sogane is o be sought in the ‘Upper Golan.6 A 
more plausible suggestion was made about ten years ago by my late friend 
and colleague, Zyi Tlan 

In October-November 1983, llan conducted a survey at a ruin called 
Stjen or Siyar es-Sdjen which lies at coordinates 2153-2903. As a result of 
this survey, Tlan suggested identifying Sogane with the ruins at Sijen.!” 
According to his report: 

    

‘The ruin i on a low hill on a slope facing the Huleh Valley. Is area is 7-10 
dunams and there are agriculural terraces built around it. There are a number 
of ancient buildings in the ruin that were in use unil recently. On the west 
side, a outer wall was discemed extending for tens of meters. Most of the 
shards collected there are of the Roman-Byzantine period, a few are Iturean 
(‘Golan ware’) and of the Middle Ages. ® 

       
    
    

     It difficult for us to express a definiive opinion on the Ilan’s suggestion 
From the standpoint of the site’s location, it certanly lie in the region de- 
fined by Josephus as the ‘Upper Golan. We must wait, however, unil sys- 
tematic archacological excavations are held at the site, from which we may 
learn more concening the actual location of Sogane. 

    
          

  

     T yar 11§ 574 Vi § 157, 
1 yar V' 4, 
14 War IV § 2. On the divsion of the Golan into “Upper” nd “Lowe' in the works of 

Josephu, see Urnan, “Toponym Golan, pp. 612 
15 See, fo cxample, Avi-Yonah, Gazetteer, p. 12 

16 Sce above, note 14, 
17 la, "Kh. Stien;” p5:lan, racl, p.95. 

% llan, “Kh. Sijen,” pp. 4. 
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BABEL-HAWA 

Bab el-Hawa is a small abandoned Syrian 
ancient ruin at coordinates 2229-2634. 

‘The first to report on the existence of the ancient ruin at Bb el-Hawa 
was P. Bar-Adon, who settled and worked in this region of the Golan in the 
1920's. Tn 1933, he published a Greek inscription which he found in the 
nearby Circassian village of Mansira, and raised the possibility that it rig- 
inated in the large ruin at Bb el-Hawd, having heard from the veteran resi- 
dents of Manstira that this ruin had served them as a quarry when they had 
built their homes back in the 1880's."? The inscription, which mentions a 
deaconess named Severa, was found on fragments of a lintel that undoubt- 
edly belonged t0 a Christian building that existed there in the sixth 
tory 20 

S. Gutman surveyed the ruin immediately after the Six Day War (1967) 
and found pottery from the Roman and Byzantine periods.2! Various archi- 
tectural items that Gutman and his team found incorporated into the homes 
of the village of Mansira were also attributed by them o the site at Bib cl- 
Hawd.22 

In 1968 and again in 1971, the author and his team surveyed Bab l- 
Hawa and Manstra. Like the previous investigators, we also concluded that 
the settlement in Mansra has no remains from the Roman and Byzantine 
periods, and that all the items found in the Circassian village originated, as 
P. Bar-Adon reported, in the ruin of Bib el-Hawd. 3 

Our survey revealed that the area of the Bab el-Hawd ruin is about 80 
dunams, and that the remains form one of the largest settlements in the 
northern Golan of the Roman and Byzantine periods. In addition to the pot- 
tery reported by Gutman, we also found Iron Age I shards. In the homes of 
the new village, we found no decorated architectural items or inscriptions. 
‘These were found in secondary use in the homes of the village of Mansara 
In addition to the lintel fragments with the inscription published by P. Bar- 

  

lage built in the 1950's on an 

      

   

19 Bar.Adon, “Golan” pp. 157155 
20 Bar.Adon, “Golan,” pp. 187-188. And also sec Schwabe, “Golan,” pp. 189-190; 

Gregg and Urman,Inscription #235 
21 Bpsein & Guman, . 261, it 41 
22 Epscin & Gutman, . 261, it #42. 
2 D, Urman, “Bab el-Hawi and Mansdra,” Special Surveys Reports, Archive of the 

Assocaton fo the Archacological Survey of Isael, ssel Antiquities Authority, Jerusalem {in Hebrew): D. Urman, “Bab ¢l Hawi. and Mansirs,” Report o the Saff Officé in Charge 
of Archacological Affirs in he Golan (fom 1963-1972), Achive of the Isral Antiquites 
‘Authoity, Jerusalem (in Hebrew), Urman, Lis p. 6; Urman, Golan,pp. 190, 211, Sites 43 
“ 

    
  

   

 



    
   
    

   

                          

     

   

  

    
    
                
        
    
        
    

    

      

         
       
     

393     UPPER GOLAN 

  

Adon, we found two lintels with Greek inscriptions which also atest to the 
existence of a Christian community at Bab el-Haw in the sixth century 24 

‘Another Greek inscription, whose existence at Mansfra was reported by 
N. Zakai of Kibbutz Hagoshrim, was preserved on a tombstone. It reads; 
“Aveavas &r(os) a” which translates as: “Aneanas, One year old.” 
Wauthnow links this name, Ancanas, with several others: Avevavn, 
Avwetavn, Avwnavos® and quite possibly the one-year-old was a Jew. 

‘Another Jewish find was uncovered at Bab el-Hawa when M. Hartal con- 
ducted archacological excavations there from 1988 to 19907 According to 
his report, an elongated structure of about 180 square meters was exposed in 
the center of the site. Hartal claims that this Byzantine period building was 
in use from the fourth 10 the seventh centuries, having been erected atop 
debris of an Iron Age I structure. Antiquities recovered within the building 
were numerous and varied; some shards with Greek inscriptions (o details 
are given), nearly 800 ceramic lamps (decorated with floral and geometric 
patterns, figures of animals, and crosses), and more than 900 coins (mostly 
dating from the fourth to the sixth centuries). Among numerous glass ves- 
sels and remnans of jewelry (such as beads, cross-shaped pendants, and 
bronze and bone carrings), a fragment of a glass bracelet was found which 
bore the impression of a five-branched candelabrum. In Hartal's view, this 
bracelet—which implies the Jewish identity of its owner—is an exception 
0 the impression gained from the site’s many cross-shaped pendants and 
lamps decorated with crosses: ancient Bab el-Haw’s population was 
Christian 28 

“The Christian inscriptions at Mansdra, along with the finds of Hartal's 
excavations, reveal that i the late Byzantine period the setlement at Bab el- 
Hawd was mostly populated by Christians. Yet, from the gravestone of the 
infant Ancanas and the menorah found on the glass bracelet discovered by 
Hartal, we learn that Jews also dwelt in this large setlement. Ttis possible 
that originally the settlement at Bab el-Hawd was already Jewish during the 
second-temple period (for further discussion, see the following section on 
Quneitra), but that in the course of the Byzantine period the number of Jews 
there diminished and the settlement became Christian. T am sure that if 
Hartal or others would continue the excavations at Bab el-Hawa, we would 
gain additional Jewish finds from this important site. 

    

    

  

    

   24 For funher detils sbout these lntels and thei inscriptions see Gregg and Urman 
Insrition #234 and Inscription 4236, 

25 Wuthnow, pp. 22-23; Gregg and Urman, nscipion 4233 
26 For urther discussion o this name d of the forms o the name approximatig it see 

our discusson, below, of the nscipions found &t Quncia. 
27 Hantal, “Bib cl-Haw” pp. 65 
25 Hartal, “Bib cl-Hawd.” pp. 65, 
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QUNEITRA (SARISAI) 

Quneia (located at coordinates 227-281) was untl 1967 the Golan’s dis- 
trict capital and its largest town. The nucleus for the modern town’s growth 
was a khdn (dating from the Ottoman period) on the principal road from 
Damascus to the Benot Ya'agov Bridge and beyond, into western Palestine. 
Circassians began to settle around this Khdn during the latter half of the 
nineteenth century, making extensive use of the building stones from the 
then-visible_remains of the Roman and Byzantine settlement. G. 
Schumacher found Quneitra to be the military headquarters and administra- 
tive center of the region.? In the late 1940's, the Syrian government com- 
menced the construction of military camps here, and the population tripled, 
reaching 15,000 by 1967. Today most of Quneitra is in ruins because of 
wartime destruction there in 1967 and 1973, 

The first to publish archacological finds from Quneitra was 
‘Schumacher.% The finds he published—some of which were relocated by 
the author in surveys conducted in the town afer 1967—are mostly 
Christian and apparently date to the latter part o the Byzantine period! In 
1911, G. Dalman and P. Lohmann visited the place and copied a dozen an- 
cient inscriptions in Greek, which Dalman published two years later.?? 
Some of these inscriptions were likewise relocated after the Six Day War.® 
Half of the inscriptions published by Dalman were found on tombstones— 
four of them undoubedly of Christians. On a lintel and two lintel frag- 
ments, segments of inscriptions were found, also Christian, from the 
Byzantine period. One complete inscription was copied from a pagan al- 
tar.% while another came from a boundary marker 3 In this last inscription, 
Diocletian, Maximian, Constantius, and Galerius—the tetrarchy in power 
between 293-305—are mentioned, and giving the inscription’s a firm dating 
In addition (o the four rulers, the inscription cites the name of a local offi- 
cial, Aclius, and the names of the villages between whose fields the 
boundary stone was set: Sarisai and Berniki (Sapioov kat Bepuixis). As 
Dalman pointed out, one of the two village names is the ancient name of 
Quneitra (see further on this below) 3 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  29 Schumacher, “Dicholan,” p. 304 Schumsacher, Jaulan, pp. 207-208 
30 Schumacher, “Dichoan;” pp. 305-307: Schumache, Jaul,pp. 209-21. 

31 Gregg and Urman, the secton on Quneite 
52 Sce Dalman, “Inschifn,” pp. 249-25, nscptons 
23 Gregg and Urman, the secton on Qureil 
34 Sec Dalman, “Inscifen,” p. 253-254, Insciptions #9-12. 

35 Dalman, “nschifen” p. 251, nsritions #2-4 
36 Dalman, “Inschifen” p. 251-252, Inscripion 5. 

  

  

7 Dalman, “Inschrifin,” pp. 
38 See previous noe 
   



UPPER GOLAN 395 

In 1967, Quneitra was briefly surveyed by a survey team headed by S. 
‘Gutman, who reported that “the center of the town, near the old mosque, is 
built atop an ancient ruin and in the town’s homes in this area there arc 
‘many fine-hewn ancient stones, columns and capitals in secondary use.”® 
Near the khdn the team found a number of stones with Greek inscriptions in 
secondary use as paving blocks, but the team did not copy or photograph the 
inscriptions. 40 

Between April 1968 and April 1972, the author resided in Quneitra when 
he served as the Staff Officer in Charge of Archacological Affairs in the 
Golan. During that time, he and his team surveyed the town’s homes a 
number of times.*! Because of the extent of the modern consiruction there, 
it was difficult to assess the extent of the ancient ruin in the old center of 
the town. Stil the pottery collected there reveal that the settlement had al- 
ready begun in the latter days of the Hellenistic period. Many shards of the 
different stages of the Roman, Byzantine, Arab, and Ottoman periods were 
also gathered by the author’s team. In the course of our surveys, about sixty 
decorated architectura fragments were recorded that had not been reported by 
the previous surveyors. Twenty-four items were found with Greek inscrip- 
tions, twelve came from architectural items—mainly fragments of lintels— 
and twelve from tombstones. The inscriptions, some of which were 
published by Schumacher and Dalman, are discussed at length in the 
Quneitra section of our joint book with R. C. Gregg. 

Let us note, however, that some lintels and gravestones stem un- 
doubtedly from pagans who lived there at the end of the Hellenistic period or 
during the Roman period, others derive from Christians from the Byzantine. 
period, leaving only a few inscriptions that refer to Jews. From the Jewish 
inscriptions, we shall detail three here. 

      

Inscription #1% 
‘This inscription was first mentioned by Dalman and we relocated it in sec- 
ondary use as a building stone in one of the Circassian houses near the 
city's old mosque.* The inscription was carved into the finely worked 
basalt slab whose original use is unknown. The height of the stone is 43 

  

3 Epstcin & Guuman, . 262, Site 445 
0 Epstein & Guuman, .26, it 5. 
41 See . Urman, “Quiciy,” Repors of the Staff fficr in Charge of Archaeological 

Afirs i the Golan (rom 1968-1972), Arcive of the Isel Antiquiis Auhory, Jersaiem 
(in Hebrew) Urnan, “Golan—1,"p.2; U, “Golan—2." p. 11; U, Lir, p. 6 Urmnan. 
Golan, . 191, i 47, 

425 Gregg and Urman, 
48 Sec Greag and Urman, Tnscipion 9208 
4 Sec Dalman, “nschifien” p. 251, 
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em., its width is 91 cm., and its thickness is 24 cm. The inscription con- 
tains two lines and its letters are 6-7 cm. high. Its transcription 

APXEAAOS 
ANNIANOY 

We read it: “"Apxéhaos "AvinavoD” and translate it: “Archelaos, (son of) 
Annianos.” 

“The name Archelaos appears again, as we shall see, on a gravestone of a 
Jew which we discovered at Sirmin, southeast of Quneitra.*s This name 
was, of course, the name of Herod's son. The name Annianos (' Awtavds) 
is definitely a Jewish name and appears in its various forms in many in- 
scriptions of the second-temple and rabbinic periods % It appears in identical 
spelling above arcosolium 1 in room TII of Catacomb 13 at Beth 
She‘arim, 1 and in a similar form, Aviavot, s found in a Greek-Hebrew bi- 
lingual inseription discovered at_Hall A in Catacomb 14 there 

     

  

Inscription #29 
“This inscription appears on a gravestone fragment made of basalt; it is 54 
em. in height, 38 cm. wide, and 12 cm. thick. The fragment comes from the 
upper part of the stone and four lines of a Greek inscription were preserved, 
the ltters varying in height between 5 to 7 cm. s transcription follows: 

oAPSI 
ANINA 
SETQN    o 

  

Tt reads: “6dpor *Aviviis éTéw oc” and translates: * 
Aninas, Sixty-five years old.” 

‘The name 'Avis is the Greek transliteration of the name s (Hanina). 
‘This name was widespread beginning in the second-temple period, especially 
among the rabbinic sages.* It appears on inscriptions at Beth She‘arim,S! 

e of good courage, 

    

  

  

5 See below, inscripion 2 in the section 00 Samin 
46 For examples, ee ey, vl. 1, p. 85, 310 and passim. Fey alo wote: “Le noms jifs 
Avwiavos, Awts, Avia, e, sont 13 forme hellénsée de noms hebreux tous divés e 1a 
cine haan” (9. ) 

47 Schabe and Lisitz, p. 142, Inscripion #166, 
48 Schwabe and Lifsitz, p. 147-148, Inscription #175, andsee there more rf 
9 Gregg and Umnan, Inscripion #212. 
50See, for example, w0 3 w7 3 in Mishnah Berakt 55; Sotah :15; Abot 39, And 

fo others with this name s in Margaloth, vl. 1, pp. 326-351 
S1'See Schwabe and Lifshitz, p. 33, Inscripion #55. 
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and as one of two artisans who did the mosaic floors uncovered in the 
Jewish public buildings at Beth Alpha and at Beth-Shean.% 

Inscription #3% 
‘This fragment of a basalt gravestone is 66 cm. in height, 31 cm. wide, and 
8 e thick. It forms the upper part of the stone and 5 lines of a Greek in- 
seription were preserved on it with letters 6 cm. high. This is the inscrip- 
tion’s transcription 

MNHZ 
OHAA 
A®QZ 
HETQ 
NolH 

  

  

Its reading: “uvnodi Adadw (i(oas) éxdv ™ and its translation: “May 
Alapho be remembered, who lved eighteen years. 

‘The name Alapho (Akacw) is found in its Aramaic form 51 in dedica- 
tory inscriptions of the Jewish public buildings uncovered at Capernaum and 
Mazra'at Kanaf, 5 and perhaps lso in Inscription #3 from Ghidriyye.5* A 
name close in form is Alapheos (ANageos). This name also appears in 
Jewish burial stone that we found at nearby Sarmn. % 

1t should be pointed out that the combination of the letters {1 that in the 
inscription is an abbreviation for a participial form.7 And it seems that 
since the small circle in line 5 does not compute as an age, it must represent 
a“dot’ marking, i this case division of the word from the numerals. 

  

    

  

  

Inscription #4 
Another inscription found in our surveys at Quneifra is, to be sure, non- 
Jewish but from it we learn that the name of the ancient settlement there, at 
least in the late third century and the early fourth century, was Sarisai 
(Zapto@v).% This appears on a basalt fragment of a boundary marker. The 

52 Conceming the question of wiether Marianos (Magavos) and his son “Aninas 
(€ Avivas), the arisans of the mossic floos uncoveed st Beth Alpha and Beth Shesn were 
Jews or ot Lea Roth-Gerson devotd a gty discussion claiming tey wer. Sec Rolh- 
Gerson, Greek nscriptions, pp. 29-5. And e hee complte biblography concernng these 
inseipions the 

5 Gregg and Urman, nsription 4213 
54 Sce Naveh, Mosai, pp. 3840, Iscitions #15.19, 
55 e the setion on Ghidriye. 
56 See below, inscription #21 e secionon Sdrmin 

fations.”p. 67 
“Abbreviations,”p. 3 

59 For other eviden ring the name ofthe vilige, se the boundary marker 
published by Dalman i Insciien.”pp. 249-251. Insciption 1 
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height of the fragment is 49 cm., its width 30 cm., and its thickness 8 cm. 
Seven lines of the inscription were preserved; the average height of its let- 
ters is 4 cm. Below is the inscription’s transliteration:0 

Al.NA 
10PIZONT 
AATPOTY 
KOMZAP 
ZONKAT 
AXXAN 
aN 

It reads: "...\{[6o]v Buopilovta dypobls] kup(@v) apliloay xau 
Axxaviv..." and its translation: *...stone marking the borders of the fields 
of the villages of Sarisai and Achanai....” Akin to the other boundary stone 
discovered in Quneitra (published by Dalman), this inscription may be 
assumed originally t0 have contained the names of Diocletian and his col- 
leagues, and to be datable 1o the period 285-305 C.E. Interestingly, this no- 
tice of the line scparating two villages” fields repeats the reference to Sarisai, 

    
      

found in Dalman’s boundary marker and thought by him a candidate for 
Quneifra’s “antiken Namen.”! We may safely conelude that the place was 
called Sarisai (Sapioi).   

‘The question of the date of the Jewish finds at Quneia s difficult. These 
were all found when they were in secondary use as building stones in mod- 
ern buildings. Furthermore, at the ancient site in the city, no systematic 
archacological excavations have yet been conducted. Yet, it logical to sug- 
gest that a Jewish community existed at Quncitra/Sarisai, ke that at nearby 
Srman, in the days of the rule of the Herodians in the region. The abun- 
dance of Christian finds of the Byzantine period found at Quneira also hints 
at the antiquity of the Jewish finds, perhaps from the carly Roman period. 

  

  

SORMAN 
(SURRAMAN, EL-* ADNANIYYE, EL-QAKHTANIYYE, EL-MODARIYYE) 

“This sitc appears at an abandoned Circassian village about 2 kilometers 
southeast of Quneitra at coordinates 2286-2784. The village stands on the 
slopes and at the base of a volcanic mound rising about 40 meters above the 
surrounding terrain to an elevation of 1016 m. above sea level. A system of 
roads and paths connects the village to nearby setllements: Quneitra, cl- 
Qakhtaniyye, er-Ruhineh, Mamsiyye, and ‘Ein Ziwin, 

0 Gregg and Urman, Inscrption #209, 
61 Sce Dalman, “Inschriien,” pp. 249.251, Insciption 4. 
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Schumacher, who surveyed the region in 1884, included i his survey the 
village’s two areas of monumental buildings (one on the mound’s slopes 
and the other on the western plateau) as well as the area of consiruction at 
the village of el-Mdariyye, which s about one km. north of Sirmén and 
appears on modern maps as el-Qskhianiyye. With regard to the antiquities at 
the site, Schumacher's description is superficial. This is how he describes 
the village and its antiquities: 

  

  

Surraman—Three large Circassian villages, containing together bout 200 
buildings, and 900 inhabitants. Near the two south ones there is a large 
tank and old masonry. The antiquities have almost enirely disappeared, 
that s 0 say, they have been used in the walls of the buildings, and white- 
washed. According (0 the positive statements of the natives, who were 
acquainted with the ground before the existence of the villages, this was 
covered with the remains of a very ancient extended site. The Bedawin 
called it Surr ¢l-MAl (Secret of the Treasure). It was this name, so the 
officials of el-Kuneitrah (Quneitra—D.U.) assert, that drew the Circassians 
hither, who, indeed, have actually discovered several valuable finds, which 
partly explains the lasge colony and swift rise of the villages. However, to 
divert attention from their property, the Circassians have turned the name 
into Surramiin 62 

   

‘The village was surveyed by a team headed by S. Gutman in 1967. This 
team was the first (0 report on the existence of complete ancient structures 
at the site, as well as decorated architectural items and Greek inscriptions, 
incorporated into the Circassian construction.® In addition, Gutman pub- 
lished ground-plans and cross-section drawings of one of the village's an- 
cient structures and a catacomb,5* 

On several occasions during the years 1968-1970, the author and his 
team explored the village and nearby settlements,® and conducted salvage 
excavations of several tombs discovered on the northern slope of the 
mound.5 The author concluded that Sormén sits on remains of an ancient 
town which, according to ceramic and numismatic evidence, was 

  

  

  

exis- 

    

€2 Schumacher, “Dscholan,”p. 39; Schumacer, Jaul, p. 243.244, 
 Epstcin & Gutman,p. 262, Site 447, 
4 Uman, Golan, pp. 262-263 

55 D, Urman, “Smi,” “el Qakbtasiyye” snd “Ein Zivin,” Special Survey Reports, 
Archive of the Association for the Atchacological Survey of Israe, Issc] Antiquitics 
Authorit, Jerusalem (in Hebrew); D. Urman,”Sirmin," “cl-Qakhtaniyye,” and “"Ein 
Zivda,” Reparts of th Siaf Officer in Charge of Archacological Afairsinthe Golan (from 
1968-1972), Archive of the Israel Antiuites Authority, Jerusalem (in Hebrew; Urman, 
‘Golan—1,* p. 3; Urman, “Golan—3," . : Urman, Lst,pp. -9 Urman, “Golan—6," p. 2, 
rman, Golar, p. 191, Sites #48 and 451 snd see lso our notes for these sites in Urtnan, 
Golan, . 211 

% Urman, “Golan—1 
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tence in the second century B.C.E.57 The settlement evidently attained its 
greatest size (an area of approximately 80 dunams) in the period between the 
third to seventh centuries. An interruption of the occupation of the village 
may have occurred around the time of the Arab conquest; later resettlements 
are associated with the Mamelukes and the Circassians 

Of the 156 houses in the village, the Circassians buit 56 on foundations 
of structures from the late Roman and early Byzantine periods. Some fifteen 
of the houses, with their original Haurdn-style roofin are thought to 
date to these centuries. On several of the well-preserved buildings upper sto- 
ries have been added, with lower rooms used for storage and animal shelter. 

Space here i 100 short o detil the abundance of the decorated architec- 
taral items that we found in the village, some in sifu and some in secondary 
use as building stones in Circassian houses. Let us only point out that 
some items are decorated with reliefs of rosettes and geometric patterns, mo- 
ifs common in Jewish public buildings of second-temple and rabbinic peri- 
ods. Other items are decorated with reliefs of rosses and no doubt belong to 
the stage of Christian habitation, apparently in the fifth, sixth, and seventh 

enturies. In addition to the architectural picces, we recorded 29 items with 
Greck inscriptions—25 in Sarman, three in ‘Ein Ziwdn, and one at el- 
Qakhtaniyye. Eighteen of the items are gravestones and the rest are lintel 
fragments, all made of basalt. The inscriptions have been studied by my col- 
league R. C. Gregg and their full publication appears in our joint work & 
Here we shall mention only the four tombstones which bear a date—one of 
which is beyond doub that of a deceased Jew. 

  

  

  

    

  

Inscription #1° 
A complete tombstone, measuring 115 cm. high, 31 cm. wide, and 15 cm. 
thick. The stone has an eleven line Greek inscription with 4-6 cm. high let- 
ters. It reads; 

oAPEI 
MONT 
M3 A 
QIAITIT 
ororal 
STAPA 
OANATOS 
ETON 

  

i cur srveys, s the location there were also found a e shads of the Early Bronze 
1 period, the Middle Bronze 11 and th Lot Bronze priods, and a lrger quanty of shards 
from Iron Age I—but thee ar sl imelevant fo our discusion here. 

8 Gregg and Urman, Inseiptions #175-205, 
 Groge and Urman, Insciption #175,
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ETOY3TE 
z 

That is: “dpor Movipwoa dukimmov, oiSis yip dddvatos évd & érovs 
TEC* s wranslation: “Be of good courage, Monimosa, (daughter of) 
Philippos, for no one is immortal! Sixty years old in the year 367.” 

Monimosa is apparently a feminine form of the name Movtjuos that was 
also used by Jews. ™ The name Philippos is, of course, in wide use. 

What calendar was used in Sormin? In Avi-Yonah's opinion, the 
Seleucid calendar was in effect in the territory of the Golan (Gaulaitis).™ By 

this reckoning, then, Monimosa died in the year 55 C.E. In his discussion of 
tion, Gregg raises two further possibilities.™ First, (o the extent 

that Strmin belonged to the territory of Caesarea Philippi, Monimosa died 
in 361 C.E. Second, that according to the Pompeian calendar, the year is 303 
C.E. Avi-Yonah’s opinion is more acceptable because it is based upon the 
body of inscriptions of all of South Syria and because Strmén did not be- 
long to the area of the city of Caesarea Philippi. That region, in our opin- 
ion, extended mainly through the Huleh Valley and along the slopes facing 

this valley, whereas Strmén lis in the heart ofthe Upper Golan. 

    

      

  

Inscription #27 
‘This tombstone fragment is 69 cm. high, 34 cm. wide, and 12 cm. thick. 
O the upper part o the fragment there is a lovely engraving of cther a ‘tree 
of life’ with seven branches or a menorah with seven branches. The latter 
identification is more likely, given the symbols associated with it. Next to 
the menorah appear two round engravings symbolizing cither (1) a stylized 
lulab, shofar, o ethrog or (2) ‘roled Torah scrolls, like the menorah relicf 
from Priene in Asia Minor The Greek inscription is intact, consisting of 
four lines, with letters 4-5 cm. high: 

   

  

OAPSIAAA 
@EOTAPXE 
AAOYETOTS 
OTETONO 

That is: “6dpor. Ahadeos *Apxedov ETovs o7 érav o” and its translation 
“Be of good courage, Alapheos, (son of) Archelaos! (Died) in the year 370, 
atseventy years of age.” 

70 Oral, “Caphamaum”pp. 155-163 Wuthnow, .7 ey, vol. 1, p. 37 
7L A Yonsh,Holy Land, pp. 167170 
7 Gregg and Urman, Inscrpion 175, 
7 Greag and Urman,Inscrition 176 
7 For a photograph of the tombsone fsgment from Stmin, s previous not. For & 

Photographofthe e from Prce, s Forser, “Disspors Synagogucs. p. 165 
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Alapheos is a variant of the name Aados which in its Aramaic form 
1250 is also found in the dedication nscriptions of public Jewish buildings 
uncovered at Capernaum and Mazra’at Kanaf,” and perhaps also in the in- 
scription from Ghidriyye. The name Archelaos (Apxehaos) also appears 
in a Jewish inscription found at nearby Quneitra™ It seems that the combi- 
nation of the names Alapheos and Archelaos together with the engraved 
menorah clearly indicate that this is the tombstone of a deceased Jew. The 
question remaining is the date of his death. According to Seleucid count 
Alapheos’ death occurred in 58 C.E. According to the Pompeian era— 
305/306 C.E.—and by the count of Caesarea Philippi—367 C.E. As we 
indicated in our treatment of Inscription #1, we hold that the Seleucid 
reckoning was in use in the Golan, and therefore the date of the death of 
Alapheos son of Archelaos should be fixed at 58 CE. 

  

  

  

Inscription #57* 
‘This inscription appears on a complete tombstone, measuring 125 cm. 
high, 33 cm. wide, and 12 cm. thick. The stone has an eight-line Greek in- 
scription with 6 cm. high letters. 

Itreads: 
0AzIZ 
HNOA 

    

  That is: “GélpJon Znvsupos, otéis dddvaros [¢frav k) [Elrovs w” and 
its translation: “Be of good courage, Zenodoros! No one is immortal 
Twenty-nine years old, in the year 410" 

In this epigraph, the alpha and rho in Gdpot seem to have been com- 
pressed; otherwise the rho has been omitted. Zenodoros is widespread in 
Syrian inscriptions, and also appears on a gravestone which we found at 
Quncira ™ According (o the Seleucid reckoning, Zenodoros died in 98 C.E. 

  

   
  

  

75 Sce Naveh, Mosac, p. 3540, Inserpticns #1519 
76 S theseton on Ghidriyye 
7 See nscripton #1 in the secton on Quncitra 
7 Giegg and Unman, nscripion #177 
™ Sec Gregg and Urnan, Inscripion   1 
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Inscription #4% 
‘This inscription appears on an intact gravestone, the left side of which has 
been systematically chipped away—apparently when it was used as a build- 
ing stone in a Circassian house. It is 100 cm. high, 29 cm. wide now, and 
12 cm. thick. It bears a nine-line Greek inscription whose letters are 5 cm. 
high which reads; 

OAPTIK 
AAEMOY 
PONTI 
NOYOYaAl 
SABANA 
TOZET 
aNIE 
ETOYZIE = 

  

  

That is: “Bdpor Kdkepos ¢povrivo, oifls ddvaros. éraw te &rovs wev” 
and ts translation: “Be of good courage, Kalemos, (son of) Phrontinos! No 
one is immortal. Fifteen years old, in the year 415 

Both names in this inscription are known.3! The final date poses some 
difficulty, though the reading given here is not in serious doubt. It s worth 
commenting, nevertheless, that although an upsilon appears in line 9, it is 
not as clearly legible as other leiters, and there s no line incised between 
line 8 and what stands below. Also, the order of the letter numerals may be 
a bit unusual, since one would expect consistent sequence from smaller to 
larger (€ t v), but in the preceding line the patiern (. €) also occurs. 
According to the Seleucid calendar, Kalemos died in 103 CE. 

‘These four inscribed tombstones were all found in Sarman. The stones, 
as stated, differ from the other gravestones that we found in the village and 
those near it in that they have the year of the death of the interred. An exam- 
ination of the dates indicates that these four gravestones belong to one span 
of time—the second half of the first century C.E. and the beginning of the 
second century. This period of ime more or less overlaps the years of the 
reign of Agrippa IL. Sinc the gravestone with Inscription #2.is for a Jew, 
along with the great ikelihood that the Monimosa mentioned in Inscription 
#1 was also Jewish, one may conclude that Srmén had a Jewish commu- 
nity in the days of the reign of Agrippa I, and perhaps even earlier than 
that, It is to this period of time that one may perhaps also attribute the 
architectural artifacts decorated with the reliefs of rosettes and geometri pat- 
terns that we found in the village. It seems that after the death of Agrippa. 
the Jewish commaunity there began to dwindle, and beginning with the fifth 

  

 Gregg and Urman, Inscription #175. 
81 e previous ncte. 
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century, Sarmin became a large Christian village—as a number of the other 
inscriptions attest $2 

KAFR NAFAKH 

‘This abandoned Syrian-Turkoman village was built on the ruins of an ar 
cient settlement at coordinates 2194-2742. Schumacher visited the plac 
1884 and described the antiquities that he saw there as follows: 

  

    

  

Kefr Naphakh—An old Bedawin village, which has been recently rebuilt by 
the Turkomans, containing a large well-built com magazine; old building 
stones, mostly unhewn and long, appear in large numbers, and, as in the 
neighbouring Bédards, are heaped up in regular hills, so that one is only 
able 1o discover old square foundations with labour. They are all, however, 
greatly weather-worn; the decoration of a large capital can scarcely be a 
longer perceived, whilst some shafts of columas are also very much in- 
jured. In the south of the ruins the Turkomen have hollowed out a well- 
shaped cavity some yards square, which is bricked in, and about 25 fect 
deep. Very interesting are the sliding tombs lying close to the margin of 
the widi (Figs. 122-123 in the German edition, Fgs. 70-71 in the English 
one). 

  

  

  

It s ineresting 10 note that even though Schumacher did not mention 
Jewish finds in the village, the writer of the famous guide to Palestine and 
Syria, K. Bacdeker, theorized at the start o the twenieth century that Kafr 
Naikh was the place from which Rabbi Yohanan Bar Nafkha” had come.5 

In the 1950's, the Syrian Army set up a number of military camps 
around the village and the familis of the men seuled in the village. The 
construction work done in the village damaged a number of ancient build- 
ings and many architectural items—some decorated—were taken for scc- 
ondary use as building blocks in the new homes. In 1967, the village was 
surveyed by a team headed by S. Gutman. In the published report of this 
survey, Gutman described many houses in the village which had ancient bot- 
tom-floors and stone ceilings. He also mentioned arches, capitals, ancient 
stone doors(in secondary use a troughs),columns, reliefs, decorated fncly- 
hewn stones, as well as  statue of a man whose head was broken, holding a 
shield decoraed with a Medusa head. 5 

In the years between 1968 and 1972, and again in August 1975, the au- 
thor surveyed the village and the nearby Syrian army camps a number of 

    

  

  

  

  

52 See Gregg and Urman, Inscriptions #185, 186, 153, 194, 195, 196, 198, 
59 Schumacher, “Dscholan,” pp. 399-340: Schumacher, Jauldn, pp. 177-178. Parestheses 
5 

  

e Bacdeker, Palestie, 
5 Eptn & Gutman, p. 264, Site #53, 
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   times $ During these surveys, the area of the site was estimated at over 40 
dunams. The teams collected a few pottery pieces from the end of the 
Hellenistic period, and great quantities of shards from stages of the Roman, 
Byzantine, Arab, and Ottoman periods. At the site area one can clearly see a 
number of stages of construction, sarting with the tops of ancient wal 
far as one can tell, from the late Hellenistic and carly Roman periods, 
through six complete structures of the late Roman and Byzantine periods 
that were preserved with thei original fist floor stone ceilings (the roofs are 
made of long basalt slabs in the Haurdn style). Two structures—in which 
the stone ceiling also survived—were probably reconstructed at a somewhat 
later period, perhaps in the carly Arab or later. The architectural items 
reported by Gutman were located and some of them were transferred to the 
Golan Antiquities Collection now in Qasrin. It should be noted that on the 
headless statue found by Gutman’s team, we found a Greek inscription 
around the outer rim of the shield. This statue, which is treated more exten- 
sively in the author's joint volume with R. C. Gregg, provides evidence 
that during the settlement’s Roman period, a pagan population also resided 
there 7 

Among the items we found in the village not reported by Gutman, note- 
worthy is a fragment of an eagle’s wing and a number of Tonic capitals of 
the type common in the Jewish public buildings of the Galilee and the 
Golan during the second-temple and rabbinic periods. We also found in the 
village a number of olive-oil presses. On the castern edge of the site, where 
today stands a Syrian military camp, what seems to be a Jewish cemetery 
from the rabbinic period was found. We found fragments of four tombstones 
bearing Greek inscriptions there. 

    

    

  

  

  

  

  

  

    

Inscription #1% 
“This inscription appears on a fragment of a basalt gravestone. The fragment 
is 105 cm. high, 40 cm. wide, and 26 cm. thick. Three lines of a Greek in- 
scription were preserved, their letters 5-6 cm. in height 

  

  

FAIKY 
PLAAOY E 
  

56 . Urman, "Kafr Nafikh,” Special Sirveys Report, Archive of the Assocision for 
the Archacalogical Survey of sacl el Antiuiies Authorty, Jersalem (in Hebrew): D. 
Urman, “Kafe Nafikh," Reports of he St Officer in Charge of Archaeological Affirs inthe 
Golan (rom 1965-1972), Archive ofthe Issel Antiqities Auority, Jerualem (in Hebrow) 
Unman, “Golan—2," p. 11; Urman, Lis, p. 7, Urman, “Helenistc" p. 467; Urman, *Kafe 
Naflkh." pp. 3-4; Urman, Golan,p. 192, Sitc #55. 

57 See the sction on Kafe Nafikh in Gregg and Urman and nscripion #105. 
58 Gregg and Urman, Inscrption #106, 
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‘The inscription reads: “Tdus Kupi\Aou é7(@v) \e.” Its translation: “Gais, 
(s0n of) Kyrillos. Thirty-five years old." 

Bdpoet (= “Be of good courage”) may have stood in the line above the. 
first that s legible here. The name [dis s a well-known variant of [dcos, 
but it s possible that a dim line cut beneath a raised sigma in line 1 is in- 
tended 1o note an abbreviation (i.¢., Fdtos). The name Gaios, in spite of its 
being a typically Roman one, was widespread among the Jews of the 
Diaspora as well as among those in Palestine.®? As for the name of the fa- 
ther, KipiMos, it is of interest to quote here Lifshitz's remarks about this 
name in the Beth She arim inscriptions: 

    

   

“This name s common in the inscriptions from Beth She'arim (the name 
KupiXla i also found at Beth She'arim, see #146). A Jew of this name is 
mentioned in an inscription from Rome. In the (Jewish) inscriptions from 
Jaffa the name Kipuos: appears twice. It was a common name among 
Palestinian Jews. This was also the name of the 7th century Palestinian 
poet called, in Hebrew, Ha-Kalir. In Hebrew, the lamed and resh were re- 
versed and the Greek ending was omitted % 

Inscription #29! 
‘This inscription comes from a basalt gravestone fragment. The height of the 
fragment is 94 cm.,its width is 40 cm., its thickness is 15 cm. The inscrip- 
tion is worn but seems to be complete (the average height of its letters is 6 
cm.) 

  

0AP3I 
ANOY 

    

‘The inscription reads: “9dpot. AMou[Blos(?) Amvolu(?) ér(ovs) o and 
translates as: “Be of good courage, Aloudos(?), (son of) Aninos or 
Aninas(?). Seventy years old.” 

Erosion of the stone’s surface, especially in line 2, leaves this reading in 
doubt. The names, if accurately reconstructed, are Semitic, and probably 
Jewish %2 

  

    193-194, Inscripton #207; Roth-Gerson, Greek 
Insripions, . 142, 3nd e feencs i ot o urberbbligraphy: 

" Sclwabe and Lifshitz p. , Inscription #10. Apsrt from Inserption #10, the name Kyillosappearsat Beth She'arm also in nscripions #9 nd #107. For the nscriptions ited see ey, vol. 1,913, and vol, 2, 922 nd 9934 
91 Gregg and Urman, Inscription #107. 
52 For ‘Adousos,see Wuthnow, p. 18; for “Avw and ‘Avxvas, see Wathnow, p. 22 
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Inscription #3° 
‘This inscription appears on a basalt gravestone fragment. Is height is 70 
em.; its width, 35 cm; and its thickness 19 cm. On the fragment four lines 
have been preserved from an eroded inscription whose letters are 4-5 cm. 
tall: 

SOYATA 
AOV80 
MNOY 
ET 

  

“The inscription reads: “Yo0) FaltJalylov A6uvod €7(ovs) Le” and translates 
as: “Soul, (son of) Gaianos Domnos. Fifteen years old.” 

Aline at the top of the inscription appears to be a border, so there is no 
reason to suppose that a Ocpoet (= “Be of good courage”) preceded. As in 
the case of inscription No. 2, the worn condition of the stone makes the 
names probable, at best, while the name 00\ is a clearly Semitic name.>* 
‘The name Fatavos, which is similar to the Roman name ['duos, also ap- 
pears in Semitic inscriptions? whereas the name Ayvos is found in 
Jewish inscriptions from Rome.% One may, then, suppose that the grave- 
stone before us is of a Jewish young man. 

   

  

  

Inscription #4 
This basalt fragment seems (0 be from a gravestone. It measures 50 cm. 
high, 30 cm. wide, and 17 cm. thick. It preserves only the first lettrs of 
four lines of an inscription the height of whose leters was about 8 cm.: 

The inscription reads: “Od[poet) Ay-- €5~ 
courage, Ag....” 

On the assumption that this stone was a funeral marker with at least the 
word 6dpaet on the first line (a border runs along the lef side of the stone), 
the preserved piece is the upper left portion. The names are too fragmentary 
1o recover. Yet, since the marker fragment was found with the three grave- 
stones described above itis plausible to assume that this also carried names 
that were prevalent among Jews in the Roman and early Byzantine periods 

     v” and means: “Be of good 

    

9 Gregg and Urman, nscription #105. 
9% Wathnow, p. 112, 
95 Wathoow, . 39 
9 Frey, vol. 1, Insripions #20 nd 494,
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In the lattr part of the Byzantine period, Christianity penetrated Kafr 
Nafikh and to that several architectural items can attest, primarily lintels 
decorated with crosses, 

Tt should be noted that in the time that elapsed between our surveys of 
this site in 1968-1972 and the survey we conducted there in August 1975, 
the Yom Kippur War had taken place in 1973 in the Golan heights, among 
other places.”” In this war, Kafr Nafakh served as the focal point of blood- 
drenched armored battles that, among other things, caused severe damage to 
the site and disruption of the entire agricultural periphery in the region. We 
‘mention this here 50 that the reader will be aware of the limitations that ex- 
istin later surveyors’ reports of Kafr Nafakh and it surroundings. 

In October and November 1979, the remains of Kafr Nafikh were sur- 
veyed by ateam headed by C. Dauphin.® This team repeated the survey in 
October and November 1988 and also surveyed the remains of the site’s 
agricultural periphery.# In the reports of these surveys that were conducted, 
as was said, after the 1973 war, we have found nothing new. Still, it is in- 
teresting 1o quote a section here from C. Dauphin’s reports on the 
Jewishness of the ancient site at Kafr Nafikh: 

Kafr Nafikh appears (o conform to the definition of the Jewish ‘ayara 
(unforified small town) as described in rabbinic sources. It lies close to @ 
main road, without cither directly abutting on it or straddling it, which 
would have rendered its defence more difficul. Rectangular in shape, but 
not strictly planned internally, it conforms to one of the six urban layouts 
listed in the Tosefta. It thus appears to have developed according to local 
needs, while following the reguirements of rabbinic law. The sircets, de- 
fined by buildings that were not consiructed on carefully gridded plots, 
were far from straight. The outer defence system, formed by continuous 
house walls, was reinforced by the internal subdivision of the settlement 
into independent quarters. Three main north-south sireels and cast-west 
offshoots divide Kafr Nafikh into six smaller, defensible neighbourhoods, 
cach of which offered a continuous outer wall. Each large building unit con- 
sisted of a central courtyard around which numerous outbuildings clustered. 
The way that housing units (‘private property’) opencd onto cach other— 
or onto streets, piazzas, gardens and empty lots (‘public property’)—is 
frequently menfioned in the texis 
‘The focal point of the Jewish “ayara was the synagogue, usually situated at 
the geographical centre of town. Although a synagogue has not yet been 
identifid at Kafr Nafikh, the alignment in R.9 and R. 11 of Quarter Il of 

  

  

  

  

57 See above, note 86 
95 See Dauphin, “1979." pp. 223:225; Dauphin, “Gola Heights—1,” p. 65; Dauphin, 

Setlement Patemé—1," . 38; Dauphin, “Gaulants” passin; Dauphin snd Schonfild, 
passim. 

99 See Dauphin “1988a" p. 6; Dasphin, “1988b pp. 176177: Dawphin and Gibson, pp. 
12:14; Dauphin and Gibson,“Ancient Setlements” pp. 7. 
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fallen pillars drums—the only ones so far found at Kafr Nafikh—suggests 
the presence of a monumenial building in that area of town. 100 

‘We can only hope that in the future Dauphin, or another investigator, will 
excavate and uncover the remains of the monumental building mentioned in 
the last part of this quotation, and that there will indeed be found clear and 
well-dated Jewish remains in it 

  

  

ELBREKAH 

‘This large Circassian village lies at the foot of Tell *Akisha at coordi- 
nates 2315-2718. Since the village lies outside Israeli-controlled territory in 
the Golan, we have no details about the ancient remains there except for the 
brief report of G. Schumacher after his visit to the village in 1884.10" 
According to Schumacher: 

In the village itself one finds crosses and lintel omamentations from an- 
cient times. One of these ornamentations (Fig. 47 in his German text and 
Fig. 23 in the English tex) is worthy of notice, because on it is repre- 
senied the cross and the Jewish candlestick: it scems, indeed, as if the later 
were added as a supplement (o the cross. 

E. R. Goodenough drew upon the Schumacher's illustration in his analysis 
of Jewish art. He wrote:10% 

Another stone, fig. 587, was taken with reason to be a Christian adapta 
tion of the same design, in which the menorah is being equated with or 
transformed into a cross. If that is true, the Christians were adapting 3 de- 
sign whose original value was still 5o felt that its Chrisianization was 
demanded—like the Chistianization of many pagan festivals. I am, how- 
ever, not fully convinced that such crosses are Christian at all, for the 
round ends of the central cross look very much like what we have been cal 
ing the solar, magical cross. 0% 

  

   

Ma‘oz, in his article criticizing C. Dauphin’s discussion of her finds at 
Farj,'% comments on the ¢l-Breikah lintel: “All these lintels are expres- 
sions of one and the same artistic and symbolic approach and they may well     

  
100 Dauphin, “1979,"p. 224 
101 Schumacher, “Dscholan,” pp. 289-290; Schumacher, Jauldn, pp. 113-114 and Fig. 23 

           

   
        

       

    

See previous not. Parenthess mie. 
193 Goodenaugh, vol. 3, Fig. 557, 
104 Goadenaugh, vo 1. pp. 222223, 105 See Dauphin, “Gavlanitis” and Ma'oz, “Commaities” For a discusion o the details 

ofthese finds, s below, in the section on Far. 
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have been used by a Christian sect, possibly newly converted Jews, which 
integrated the menorah nto its iconographic reperioire.”1% 

‘We shall not get involved in the debate about whether the lintel illus- 
trated by Schumacher at el-Breikah belonged to a Christian, Judeo-Christian, 
or Jewish building. In our opinion, we should wait until it is possible for 
investigators to survey the site anew and provide further information on its 
aniquities. 

SOLYMA 

  ‘The village of Solyma (kiuns Zokoyns) is mentioned only once in the 
writings of Flavius Josephus, in Vita § 187: “The region of Gaulanitis, as 
far as the village of Solyma, likewise revolted from the king (Agrippa I1)” 
(parentheses mine), 

From the context, it seems that Solyma s a Jewish village, yet on the 
basis of the solitary reference it is impossible to determine anything about 
its location. B. Bar-Kochva suggested that this village be identified with the 
site which is known today as the site of Gamala.'0” However, since Bar- 
Kochva’s identification rests upon his mistaken identification of Gamala, it 
is highly unlikely. We can only say, then, that in the late second-temple 
period, a Jewish village named Solyma existed on the borders of the Golan 
butits location remains unknown. 

  

KHUSHNIYYE 

  

‘This abandoned Syrian town s at coordinates 2261-2669. Before the Six 
Day War, Khushniyye was the second largest town on the Golan after 
Quneitra. The town grew during the 1950's and 1960's when a number of 
Syrian Army camps were erected nearby and it became an important cross- 
roads i the region 

‘G. Schumacher, who visited the place in 1884, found neither the ancient 
site nor any archaeological finds at Khushniyye. His brief remark revealed 
his lack of interest in the town: “A large winter village on the Roman street 
west of er-Rafid, with scattered building stones. Most of the huts have fallen 
10 pieces.”1% In 1967, the town was surveyed by teams headed by C. 
Epstein and S. Gutman, who discerned that the southern part of the town lay 
on a tell. On the western slopes of the tell, the surveyors made out the re- 
mains of ancient wall. These include a restricting wall, part of which served   

19 o', “Communites,” . 63 
197 B Kochva, “Gamala” p. 7071 
108 Schumacher, “Dschlan” . 291; Schumsche,Jau, . 194, 
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as the wall of a kkdn. Tn one of the yards of a Syrian house, they found the 
Tower part of a basalt statue portraying a man wearing a toga. Epstein and 
Gutman date the shards found at the sitc to the Roman, Byzantine and 
Ottoman periods. They also reported finding a coin from the fime of 
Emperor Diocletian.'®” 

From 1968 to 1972, the tell, the town, and the nearby Syrian Army 
‘camps were surveyed a number of times by the author and his staff.110 In 
these surveys, it became clear that the area of the ancient site there had cov- 
ered about 30 dunams, its main part resting on the tell, which present-day 
maps label Tell Khushniyye. But even on the level ground surrounding the 
tell, it is possible to discern the tops of ancient walls. In addition to the 
shards reported by Epstein and Gutman, we also found a small amount of 
potery from the Hellenistic period and the different Arab periods. 

Among the remains of buildings we surveyed, one near the summit of 
the mound stands in a good state of preservation—a large dwelling with an 
interior courtyard which, after the Arab conquest, was converted into a khdn. 
‘The antiquity of the structure is indicated by the existence in one room of its 
original Haurin-style roof. 

Within the modern Syrian houses, we discovered architectural fragments 
such as pedestals, bases, column capitals, and other items. These are typical 
of types common in the Jewish public buildings in the Galilee and the 
Golan in the second-temple and rabbinic periods. This find led us to suggest 
at the time that we search for remains of a Jewish public building, perhaps a 
synagogue.!!! 

Other evidence supports our supposition that Khushniyye had been a 
Jewish community during the second-temple and rabbinic periods. It comes 
from the Greek inscriptions found in our surveys.'12 

  

  

Inscription #1113 
“This burial inscription has its upper portion broken off. The gravestone is 
made of basalt and its preserved dimensions are 44 cm. high, 25 cm. wide, 
and 12 cm. thick. Its upper section contains a number of incisions, but it is 
difficult to know if they are the remains of letters, such as “EMM.” More   

199 Bpten & Gutman, p. 270, St 41 
110 D, Urman, “Khushniyye.” Special Surveys Reports, Atchive of the Associston for 

the Archacological Survey of sac, lssel Antiquiies Authoity, Jerusalem (in Hebrew: D. 
Urman, “Khushiyye,” Repors of the Suff Ofce in Charge of Archacological Affis in the 
Golan (from 1968-1972), Archive of the srel Antiquiies Authory, Jerusalem (n Hebrew): 
Urman, Lis,p. 12 Urman, Golan,p. 195, St #34. 

111 Urman, “Synagogae Sics,”p. 25; Urman, 
112 The inscriptons wee studied a1 the ime by my colleague. 

Urman, nscriptions #151-153. 
113 Gregg and Urman, Insription #151 
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probably, the curved lines form part of a decorative motif. Beneath these in- 
cisions there are five clear lines of a Greek inscription, the height of whose 
letters range between 2-5 cm.: 

ABOYS 
ZEHPA 
SEZH 
ETQN 
o 

The inscription reads: “"ABos Zenpas €0 ér@v o Tts translation: 
“Abous Zeerss. He lived seventy years. 

From the name of the deceased it is clear that he was a Jew. The source 
of the name *ABods is the name 2% or xan, 114 and is close to the name 2% 
which we found in the Jewish inscriptions at ‘Ein Nashot and at Qistin. The 
name or the cognomen Zenpas derives from 811 and is common in the 
rabbinic literature both as a name and as a cognomen of a number of the 

  

Inscription #2117 
‘This fragment comes from a basalt gravestone. The fragment’s dimensions 
are 50 cm. high, 32 cm. wide, and 17 cm. thick. Four lines of the Greek in- 
scription were preserved, with letters varying between 5-8 cm. in height: 

  

The inscription reads: “Xaipe ‘lovawé Crigals)...” and its translation: 
“Farewell, Julianus, wholived...” 

‘The Roman name Julianus was used among the Jews.!!* It is therefore 
possible to argue that this gravestone, too, was of a deceased Jew. 

‘The third inscription which we found in the village was also carved in 
Greek on a gravestone made of basalt. However, since of its five lines only 
the first two letters of each line was preserved, it is difficult to reconstruct 
the inscription’s text.!1? 

In 1981 or 1982, the site was surveyed again by C. Dauphin and her 
team. 120 From this survey’s published reports, two new aspects emerge. 

  

14 Wattnow,p. 10, 
115 Watinow, p. 4. 
116 Forcxamples, se Albeck,Itroducion, p. 233-2%, 323, 388391 
17 Gregg and Uman, Inseipion 4152 
118 Schwabe and Lifhitz . 10; Teherkover et ., vol. 3, #1439 
19 Sce Gregg and Urman, nsciption 4153 
120 Sce Dauphin, “1981-1982," p. 112; Dauphin, “1981/1982,p. 3.



        

    a13 
First, on the western slope of the tll re shards of the Chalcolithic period 
Second, Dauphin and her stafffound at the site “a rough basalt block (039 x 
0.24 m.) possibly bearing an incised menorah...reused in a retaining 
wall."i2 

In sum, the site’s archaeological remains indicate that Khushniyye was a 
large village in the Roman and Byzantine periods. Its nucleus was estab- 
lished during the late Hellenistic period, and the setllement declined after the 
Arab conquest (unilis resurgence around 1950). When the ancient commu- 
nity flourished, its population included both pagans (as the fragment of the 
staue indicates) and Jews (10 judge from the names in the Greek inscrip- 
tions). Because it is impossible 10 date these artfacts precisely, we do not 
know whether the two groups lived here concurrently. It s possible that the 
population was initially pagan and subsequently Jewish. Hopefully, in the 
future there will be systemalic archacological digs at Khushniyye to help 
identify the periods of the existence of the Jewish community there. Perhaps 
one or more monumental sructures wil also be revealed, since we found a 
number of their artifacts in our survi 

    

  

  

  

  

  

FARI (EL-FERJ) 

This abandoned Syrian village was built upon the ruins of an early settle- 
ment. It stands on a small volcanic hill and a is foot, at coordinates 2284- 
2627. 

G. Schumacher, who visited the place in 1884, wrote: “A small Bedawin 
winter village with decaying huts and old building stones. The Tell el-Ferj, 
against which the village rests, is supposed to contain a large cavern, but it 
was not possible for me to investigate this statement.”122 

In 1967, the site was surveyed by a team headed by S. Gutman, who re- 
ported the existence of ancient houses in the village with stone roofs. The 
houses were built according to standard plan—a front section serving as an 
entrance hall and the rear area consisting of a ground floor and an attic. The 
team also reported on the existence of stones decorated with crosses and var- 
fous decorations in the village, as well as steps hewn out of a block of 
basalt, 2 hewn-out grave, and s, 

In 1968-1972, the author and his staff surveyed the village a number of 
times. 2 These surveys revealed that the area of the early site was about 40 

    

  

T2 Dauphin, “I981-1982" . 112 
122 Schumacher, “Dscholan;” p. 293; Schumaches, Jauldn,p. 136. 
123 Epstin & Gutman, . 273, St #96 
124D, Urman, “Far}” Special Surveys Repors, Archive of the Association for the 

Archacological Survey of Isacl, Iracl Antiquites Authorty, Jerusaem (in Hebrew); D. 
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dunams. The site produced shards primarily from the different stages of the 
Roman and Byzantine periods. About twenty houses of the Syrian village 
were built on (0p of structures of the Roman and Byzantine periods, some- 
times using entire rooms from these periods that were preserved up (o their 
original stone roofs (built in the Haurdn syle). In a number of the houses, 
second-floor rooms ofthe earler structures were also preserve. 

In several of the carly houses, we found decorated architectural items in 
secondary use as regular building stones. Indeed, the houses reveal a mumber 
of building stages—as early as the Byzantine period, secondary use was 
made of tems taken from ruined houses of the Roman period. OF the tens of 
architectural items we recorded in the village, most outstanding are the lin- 
tels decorated with crosses, a number of segments of a basalt column deco- 
rated with engravings of vine branches and crosses, and six gravestones with 
Greek inseriptions. 

‘The inscriptions, which were studied by R. C. Gregg," include clearly 
Roman names such as Julia, Domiltias, Kyrilla, Sabina, and Klaudios, and 
also Semitic names such as Barnebos, Alapha, Echoma, and Otaras, 2 

In 1979-1988, the ste and it agricultural periphery were surveyed by a 
team headed by C. Dauphin.12? In the village's agricultural periphery— 
which they investigated up 10 a radius of 1.5 kilometers from the site— 
Dauphin's team discerned four stages. Stage I revealed a large number of 
dolmens scattered over the enire area with Middle Bronze Age shards. Stage: 
11 had rectangular fields with boundary walls, associated with the Late 
Hellenistic and Early Roman quarters north-east and south-cast of the set- 
tement. Stage Il was characterized by a planned complex of feld systems 
divided into strips with straight enclosure walls, This stage is probably as- 
sociated with the Late Roman to Byzantine occupation at Farj. Stage IV 
consisted of the modern Arab restoration of field systems close (o the set- 
ement or beside roads leading out of it. 1% 

  

  

  

   

  

  

(from 1968-1972), Archive of the Israel Atiquiies Authority 
Urman, Lst, . 13 Urman, Golan,p. 197, St 496 

125 See Gregg and Urman, Inscripions #132-137. 
12 Gregg and Urman, Insripions #135-137. 

127 Dauphin, *1979,” p. 223; Dauphin, “Golan Heights—1," p. 6; Dauphin, “Settement Patems—1." . 38, Dauphin, “I980-1981," p. 240; Dauphin, “Setlement Paterns—3," p. 40; Dauphin, “Gavlants” pp. 129-142; Dauphin, “Galan Heights—2. p. 75; Dauphin, “1981. 1962 p. 112; Dauphin, *I981/1982." . 37; Dauphin, ~Setlement Patermi——3." p. 1 Dauphin, “Farj”pp. 233.245; " “Seen 
44 Daupkin, “1985b," p. 273-274; Dauphin, “198%a,” . 7; Dauphin, 19880 pp. 178.175; Dauptin and Schonfied, pp. 139-206; Dauphin and Gibson, “Ancint Settleients” pp. 12 9. 
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Some 200 m. west of the setllement a two-room ancient structure with 
an eastern-oriented apse was discovered. The building (whose surviving di- 
mensions are 2.85 x 2.85 m.) is built of well-dressed square stones. It was 
identified by Dauphin as a chapel on the basis of the cross carved into its 
lintel. A large rounded reservoir (7.60 x 5.95 m.; 2.08 m. deep) was located 
north-east of the chapel;itis also built of well-dressed square stones. 1 

In the village itself, Dauphin discerns two early stages: “In the first 
stage, two elaborately laid out buildings were erected on the site, lter devel- 
oping into at least twelve housing units, some of two stories, built of well 
dressed stones."120 

Here we must note that between the surveys of Gutman and ourselves on 
the one hand and that of Dauphin and her team on the other, many of the 
village’s buildings were damaged by developmental activitie, so that one 
must use the figures of the last survey cautiously. According (o one report, 
Dauphin and her team registered in the village 50 “pieces of architectural 
sculpture,” > and according t0 a second report, 70 such tems. 2 It is logi 
cal to assume that many of these items had already been reported upon pre- 
viously, but there is no doubt tht the development work on the one hand, 
and the intensity of Dauphin's survey on the other, uncovered many items 
heretofore unknown. Up to now, a full report of Dauphin’s survey has yet 
1o be published and we therefore do not have a full picture of al these arti- 
facts. Yet, the preliminary publications indicate that Dauphin and her team 
also found clearly Jewish remains at the site. And Dauphin reports as fol- 
lows: “The most remarkable finds, however, were the lintel of a monumen- 
tal Jewish building (perhaps of a synagogue or an academy) bearing two 
seven-branched candlesticks (menoror) and a Greek inscription.”!® “There 
are also fifteen lintels,!* at least one of them in situ carved in low relief 
with menorot or Trees of Life, palm branches (lulavim), rams’ homs 
(shofarot) citrons (ethrogim), and an Aramaic inscription.”S 

In summing up her report on the Jewish finds at Farj, Dauphin writes: 
“These discoveries situated outside the area believed to have been occupied 
by Jews, challenge the hypothesis of a Jewish habitat limited to the western 

  

    

  

    

  

  

  

    5 S previous not, and Dauphinand Gibson, “Ancient Setlements.” p. 19, 
10 Dauphin, “1981/1982," p. 37 
131 Dauphin, “Golan Heghis—2." p. 4. 
12 Dauphin, “1981-1982." p. 112 
133 Dauphin, “1980-1981." p. 240. Sec sso Dauphin, “Gaulaniti,” pp. 136-137; 
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edge of the central Golan (Ma‘oz, “Synagogues': 100-101) and isolated from 
the other components of the population of the region.”! This last remark, 
together with Dauphin’s conclusion which rests upon her Farj finds, that 
there was “peaceful co-existence” between the Jews in the Golan and their 
neighbors, the Christian Ghassanid communities,’? distressed Ma‘oz and 
brought him to write an artile disagreeing. 1% We shall not here enter into 
the controversy between Ma'oz and Dauphin. Instead, let me indicate here 
that, on the one hand, one should wait until Dauphin has published all her 
finds from Farj, including the Aramaic inseriptions. On the other hand, in 
her artcle which provoked Ma'oz, she presented two illustrations of two 
window lintel that she found at Farj with seven-branched menorot incised 
upon them. 2 Thus there is no doubt that Dauphin and her team indeed un- 
covered evidence of the existence of a Jewish community at Farj dating to 
the second-temple or abbinic periods 

  

   

RAHID (ER-RAFID) 

Rafid is an abandoned Syrian village, built within and atop of the ruins of 
an carly settlement, at coordinates 234-262. The site is located on the plain 
east of Tell el-Faras, near the intersection of the principal roads between 
‘Hammat Gader-Rafid and Quneitra-Sheikh Maskin. 

Rafid was first surveyed by G. Schumacher, %0 who observed two build- 
ing phases in the site: “Two periods of architecture are distinguishable in the 
ruins; the old Haurdn style below, and the Arabian one above ground.” 4! 
On the basis of the many cross decorations he noted in the village remnants, 
as well as a structure with apses which he presumed to be a church, 
Schumacher related the early building phase in Rafid to Christian village 
population. 142 

S. Gutman, surveying Rafid after the 1967 war, found in the eastern part 
of the village a church structure.1#3 It was rectangular in shape, its inner 
length 14 m. and its widih between 7.50-8.50 m. A single apse was built in 

  

   

  

  

  

  

  

136 Dauphin, “Gaulaniis” p. 137, See also Daughin, “1980-1981," p. 240; Dauphin, ‘Golan Heights——2," p.75; Dauphin and Schanfield,p 205 
137 See Dauphin, “Gaulsniti,” p. 140, 

138 See Moz, “Commnitis”pp. 5965, 
139 Dauphin, “Gaulaits” . 135, Gaulaits” p. 138, Fig. 1 

center ofthe second lnel, the one in Fig. 10, thére appears 4 nine-branched can 
ad, o e sdeof . two smalle menoroof svenbnches and  hofr. 

40 Schumacher, “Dscholan,” pp. 312-314; Schumssher, Jauln, pp. 
141 Schumaches, “Dscholan,”p. 312; chumacher, Jauldn, . 226, 
142 Schumacher, “Dscholan,” p. 313-314 snd Fig. 73; Schumacher, Jauldn, pp. 227228 
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its castern wall, measuring 4.80 m. wide and 4.50 m. long or deep.!* 
‘Gutman claims that this church was constructed above the remains of an ear- 
lier one. In the western part of the village he observed a group of ancient, 
completely preserved buildings, in which were found, in secondary use, 
hewn stones bearing Greck inscriptions and rosette decorations, as well as 
column-capitals. In his report, Gutman provided no copies or photographs 
of these inscriptions 

A short while after Gutman’s survey, the author and his team began a 
prolonged and systematic survey of the site and its agricultural periphery 
that concluded in 1970.14 Since the full report of this survey is presently in 
the last stages of preparation for publication as an independent volume, we: 
wil give only a general and brief description of the survey’s finds here, with 
special emphasis on the finds that atest to the existence of a Jewish chapter 
in the village’s history 

‘The survey revealed that the built up area of the ancient settlement there: 
is about 100 dunams (25 acres) and contains shards of the different stages of 
the Roman, Byzantine, Arab, and Ottoman periods. The survey identified 
and measured 140 complete and ruined structures. These range in date from 
the Roman period to 1967. Our study of the site indicates that the nucleus 
of the ancient village consisted of two or three wealthy farmers’ houses in 
the Roman era 

Tt seems that during the later Roman period (third-fourth centuries), addi- 
tional structures were built in the selement. Yet without systematic ar- 
chacological excavations at the site, it i difficult to know either when the 
wealthy farmers’ houses—the more ancient structures (first and second 
centuries C.E.)—were in use, or what the relationship was between those 
structures and the buildings later added (o them. I should be pointed out that 
it seems the finds which may bear witness to Jewish habitation should be 
atributed to one of the two stages of the Roman period. 

Among the probable Jewish finds are the fragments of a lintel with the 
compass-produced bas relief rosetes. The fragments were found in secondary 
use as arch stones in a building of the Byzantine period (Building 15). Other 
lintel fragments with relief decorations of circles that were set into later 
buildings in secondary use as construction stones (Building 22 and Building 
40). Similarly, a lintel fragment with a bas relief of a shrine (aedicula) was 
found in secondary se as a doorpost-stone i the entrance of a stable of the 
Byzantine period (Structure 45). Among the fifteen Greek inscriptions we 
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145 See D, Unman, “Rafid.” Repors of the Siaf Officer in Charge of Archacological i in he Golan (fom 1968-1972), Archiv ofthe Issel Aniquiis Authriy, Jerusaem 

n Hebrew); Urman, List, p. 13; Urman, “Golan—6," p. 1.2; Urman, Golan, p. 197, Site 
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found during the survey, at | 
below). 

In the Byzantine period, the village numbered sixty buildings, some of 
which had stables attached. Some of these buildings were found intact—that 
is, including their original roofs made of stone slabs in the style which 
‘Schumacher named the *Haurin style.” In these buildings, several stages are 
also discerible but we shall not treat them here, for it seems that in the 
Byzantine period Jews no longer lived there. Indecd, in the later Byzantine 
period, Rafld was without a doubt a large Chritian village. During the Arab 
and Otioman periods, construction activity was limited, and it seems that 
the site functioned as a seasonal village for Bedouin tribes. Only in the early 
1950°s was the village resettled, when some eighty new buildings were 
added, with secondary use of many ancient building stones and architectural 
elements. 

In these houses, as in a number of the Byzantine buildings, we found fif- 
teen Greek inscriptions, a number of which perhaps arc Jewish. Thirtcen of 
the inscriptions are being published in the joint volume of the author and R 
C. Gregg, 6 and all are dealt with anew in the final publication of the sur- 
vey report which should see the light of day shortly. Here we shall present 
only two of the inscriptions. 

st two may be attributable to the Jews (see 

   

  

  

  

Inscription #1147 
A gravestone made of basalt stone, 96 cm. high. 29 cm. wide, and 14 cm. 
thick. The inscription is intact, consisting of five lines, with letters § cm. 
high. It reads: 

oAPE 
TAAA 
0 A 
ETE 

  

  

  

That s to say: “Odpor Ahadfa é7(ov) €€” and translates: “Be of good 
courage, Alaphtha! Sixty-five years old.” 

‘The name Alaphth: b1 o mn 
from the rabbinic period as the name of several of the Palestinian tannaim 
and amoraim. ¥ This name is found in precisely the same spelling on a 
Greek burial inscription discovered in the Jewish cemetery of Jafa, *? and in 
its Aramaic-Galilean form in Inscription #2 at Qisin. 

   in its Galilean form, is known 

  

   

  

46 e Gregg and Urman, Inscriptions #119-131 
147 Gregg and Urman, Inscipion #125. 
148 See A, Hyman, Toldoth Tannain ve-Amoraim (London, 1910), 2:452-454 Gn 

Hebrew). 
9 Sce Kicin, ha-Yishus,p. 81, Insrition #13,      
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Inseription #2150 
“This short inscription appears on a basalt fragment whose original use s 
unclear. The stone was found in secondary use as a doorpost in the entrance 

of Building 17, which s a modern Syrian building, and it was apparently 
taken from one of the ancient nearby buildings. The stone fragment is 26 
cm. high, 36 cm. wide, and about 20 cm. thick. Two lines of the inscrip- 
tion were preserved o it (the leter heights vary between 6.and 8 cm.) 

Itreads 
eE0A 
aPO% 

‘That i to say: “Ge68upos.” namely, “Theodoros.” 
‘The name Theodoros was widespread in Syria and Palestine in the periods 

under discussion here, but we also find it in use among the Jews. 5! 
“To conclude our discussion of the finds at Rafid we must note that to our 

regret the homes of the village were hard hit in the battles of the 1973 war. 
And after this war, we were no longer able to visit the site because it now 
lies beyond the Isracl Defence Forces' cease-fire i In the future, if fur- 
ther archacological work at the site should become possible, it would be 
worthwhile to look for the remains of the village's ancient cemeteries which 
may be east of it i the areas which we could not visit before 1973, because 
of their proximity to the cease-fire line of those days. In our estimation 
these cemeterics were not seriously damaged over the course of the various 
periods in the village’s history, for in our survey we found, all told, only 
two gravestones—a very small number compared to other villages in the 
Golan. It may be that if the site’s cemeteries of the Roman period would be 
uncovered, our knowledge of the Jews that resided there would be enriched. 

    

  

  

BUIMIYYE 

‘This small abandoned Syrian village near the Rafid-Hammat Gader (el- 
‘Hammah) road lies about 1.5 km. southwest of Rafid, at coordinates 2328- 
2615, 

The village was first surveyed by G. Schumacher, who was impressed 
‘primarily by the remains of a Byzantine building which he mistakenly dated 
to the Arab period and whose use he took to have been a khdn.!5? In the 
Khan-structure Schumacher saw, drew, and published, three broken lintels 

150 Gregg and Urman, Insription #128 
151 Se, for example, the wiings of Josephus, Ant. XIV §§ 222, 226, & 307; and 

similarly n the gravestone found at the Jewish cermetry a Jaff, see Kiei, ha-Yishi, . 82, 
Insripion #16 
152 Schumacher, “Dscholan;” pp. 2 

  

  

95 Schumacher, Jauldn, pp. 115-117.  
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tha, in his opinion, were omamented with “Christian symbols—namely, 
recilinear crosscs, vine-leaf omamentation, and weather-worn inscriptions— 
that recall an carlier Christian period.” % Concerning the third lintel 
Schumacher adds: “Very peculiar re the greatly weather-worn decorations of 
a door lintel, on which may sl be distinguished some Greck signs, besides 
aten-branched figure recalling the Jewish candlestick "5+ 

In 1968, the village was surveyed by the survey teams headed by C. 
Epstein and S. Gutman, who reported briefly that the village was built upon 
a tell and that there were found in it ancient buildings with stone ceilings 
that served s cellars for the Syrian village buildings.'5S Epstein and 
Gutman also reported upon the existence of “decorated hewn stones (in the 
village), among them an inscription with a cross: “IOCH, as well as shards 
from the Roman-Byzantine period.” 

In 1969-1970, the author and his team surveyed the village a number of 
times. " In this survey, we discovered that the Syrian village rests upon a 
small tell the area of which is estimated at 20 dunams. The tell itself con- 
sists of Roman and Byzaniine structures once standing on this small hill. OF 
the forty dwellings in the modern village, four survive, cither completely or 
partially,from the arly Byzantine era, 

One structure contains a rectangular room builtin the Haurdn style, hav- 
ing become partly subterranean with the passage of time. In ts western wall 
can be seen nine ‘Chorazin windows, indicating that this room represents 
only a small portion of a larger building. An edifice which stands atop the 
tel seems (0 be Schumacher's Kdn. This building represents, in fact, the 
joining of two L-shaped halves. The north-castern wing, which dates from 
the carly Byzantine age, includes seven rooms, with five preserving Haurdn- 
style (corbelled) roofs. The south-western haf of the structure is later, In it 
we found, in secondary use, a fragmentary lintel made of basalt bearing a 
portion of a Greek inscription. This lnte fragment—128 cm, long, 33 cm 
high, and 13-15 cm. thick—is the one that Schumacher copied and pub- 
Tished in his time. 15 It was also scen by the Epstein and Gutman survey 
teams. 1% An close examination of this lintel fragment indicated that it is 

      

  

  

  

    

   
  

  

  

  

  

153 Schumacher, “Dscholan” pp. 292-293, Figs. 49-50; Schumacher, Jauldn, p. 116, Figs 2526 
154 Schumacher, “Dscholan” pp. 292-293, Fig. $1; Schumacher, Jauldn,p. 116, Fig. 27 155 Epsin & Gutman, p. 274, Site #99. 
    156 Epstin & Gutman, . 274, Site #9. 

157 e D. Uran, “Buimiyye,” Special Suveys Repors, Arcive of the Associaion for 
the Achacological Survey of Isrel, ssael Antiquities Auhority, Jersalem (in Hebrew: D, Unman, “Butmiyye,” Reports of he Stff Ofcer in Charge o Archacological Affairs i the 
Golan (fom 1968-1972), Archive of the Isal Antiquites Authority, Jeruslem (n Hebrew), See aio Urman, “Linte” pp-2:3 Urman, List, p. 13; Uran, Goln, p. 197, Site 4101 
158 Schumacher, “Dscholn,” p. 293, Fig. S0: Schumacher, Jauldn,p. 116, Fi, 25, 
159 Epscin & Gutmn, . 274, it 99, 
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about three quarters of the lintel's original length. In the center of the lintel 
there s a prominent relief of a stylized flower which erroneously looked to 
Schumacher and the staffs of Epstein and Gutman like a cross. At both ends, 
of the lintel there were found two additional reliefs of a stylized flower 
(rosette?) of which only the right one is preserved. The inscription s in- 
scribed between the three flora rel 

ove 1acH 
A 

  

  

  

“This reads: ...ova (2) loon” and means: ...0uoa (2) Yose.” 
‘The placement of the letters in relation to the prominent relief of the 

flowers suggests that the alpha represents the ending of (what remains of) 
the first word. We have no suggestion for the completion of the inscrip- 
tion’s first word and it seems we shall have to wait patiently unil the miss- 
ing left quarter of the lintel is found. In any case, the second word is 
undoubtedly the name "l (and not loon as erroncously published in the 
Epstein-Gutman report), a widespread Jewish name in the rabbinic period, 
and also found in the Jewish inscriptions uncovered at Ein Nasht 19 

In the later section of the complex, we found two additional decorated ar- 
chitectural pieces made of basalt stone that may also have belonged to the 
public building or to private homes of Jews. One item s a right fragment of 
a lintel—75 cm. long, 38 cm. high, and about 17 cm. thick—with a lovely 
relief of a vine branch. A poor drawing of this litel fragment was published 
by Schumacher. ¢! The second item i a stone slab (perhaps a doorpost?)— 
78 cm. high, 35 cm. wide, and 17 em thick—on which there was engraved, 
in sketchy form, a nine-branched candelabrum with a tripod base with circles 
engraved on it sides (see PL. 264). 

In the carly Byzantine section of the complex, we found the broken lintel 
about which Schumacher reported finding the engraving of “a ten-branched 
figure recalling the Jewish candlestick.”16? Since lower part of the lintel was 
broken, Schumacher may have been correct, and indeed, the engraving at the 
center of the lintel was intended to represent a nine-branched candelabrum 
(and ot ten as Schumacher wrote) set in a circle. Goodenough, who related 
10 the lintel on the basis of the figure published by Schumacher, wites that 
the illustation “shows the conventionlization of a nine-branched menorah 
with an arch, and may be a late concession to rabbinic prejudice against the 
menorah with seven branches ™1 And he adds: “In tself we should presume 

    

   

  

  

    
  

  

    

  

  
160 For  detailed trestment of this name and addidonal comparisons, see below in our 

restment of inscrptions #1 and #3 from “Ein Nashét 
161 e Schumacher, “Dschola,” p. 293, Fig. 43; Schumacher, Jauldn,p. 116, Fig, 26, 

humacher, “Dscholan,” p. 292-293, Fig. 51; Schumache, Jauldn, p. 116, Fig. 
    1625, 

  

163 Goodenough vo. 1, .222.  
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that the stone was a lintel on a synagogue.”'6# On both sides of the circle 
(and not “arch” as Goodenough wrote) that encloses the menorah, there are 
two complete circles, and on the left edge of the lntel there survived a two- 
line Greek inscription of which only a few leters are legible. Unfortunately, 
the Greek ltters suggest neither a recognized name nor a familiar abbrevia- 
tion. 165 

‘These finds, along with the abundance of hewn basalt stones (ashlar) and 
anumber of Doric and lonic capitals that were found scattered at the site, led 
us to speculate at the time that at some time during the rabbinic period there 
had been a Jewish public building in the village, perhaps a synagogue. 56 In 
our surveys we did not succeed in locating the site of the building, but it 
may yet be uncovered if systematic archacological excavations are conducted 
there 

‘The pottery visible at Busmiyye is from the various stages of the Roman 
and Byzantine periods (with some later Arab pieces). Without further archac- 
ological investigation the identity of the village’s inhabitants must remain 
unknown to us; but on the basis of the name "luo in the first inscription 
treated above and the two schematic nine-branched menoror, we are justified 
in thinking that at least some portion of the population during the late 
Roman and Byzantine periods was Jewish 

  

  

  

500 See previous note. 
165 See Gregg and Urman, inscrption #15. 

166 Sce Urman, *Synagogue Sites” p. 22. Andthisis prhas the place (0 point oot tht . Htenmeister and . Reeg, who visied the ite inthe summerof 1974, sugacoted dting this buiding (0 the tid o fourhcenturies .. See Hittenmeistr and Rec, pp. 77-75, 
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GOLAN (GAULANA, GAULANE, GAULON) 

At various times in the history of the Golan region, it contained a 
settlement called by different names derived from the biblical name 173, 
(Golan). Different literary sources sometime refer to this settlement as a 
city, other times as a village. It is difficult to know whether the different 
references to the size of the settlement and different names reflect the 
existence of different settlements in different locations in different periods of 
time or whether they reveal a single settlement whose size and name vary 
over time. The few sources we have indicate that this settlement sometimes 
had a Jewish population. 

Prior the Roman period, a settlement with the name ‘Golan® appears 
only in the Bible.! In two of the biblical references, Deuteronomy 4:43 and 
1 Chronicles 6:56, the name ‘Golan’ appears in the form used today, 
namely, in the ‘Plene’ Hebrew spelling 175 (Golan). In two further refer- 
ences, Joshua 20:8 and Joshua 21:27, the name appears in the corrupted 
form 1232 In all four references, the Bible refers explicily to a city named 
Golan which was designated a city of refuge (Deuteronomy 4:43; Joshua 
20:8) and which was given to the Gershonites, one of the Levite families 
(Joshua 21:27; 1 Chronicles 6:56).In al four passages, the Bible mentions 
that the city was in the Bashan, in the teritory of Manasseh. 

‘The exact boundaries of the Bashan as presented in the Bible are the sub- 
ject of much scholarly debate.? But from an examination of the vrious ref- 
erences to the Bashan in the Bible, especially from the verse in 
Deuteronomy 33:22 (“Dan is a lion’s whelp, that leaps forth from Bashan”), 
itis clear that the region known today as the Golan Heights was also a part 
of the biblical Bashan 

  

    
   

  

" the Tel c-Amama tablts, ity by the name of il s menioed:sc 5. A.B. 
Merer, The el e-Araia Tablet, ol (Torentor 199, i #185 (2, 25) Some shoiars 
eive tht i was iy lcatd e satem Lebanon Valley, Whik othesbeleve hat 
itis the name of the biblcal city of Golan. Sinc the name Gilui iffrs n form rom the 
name “Golan" and sice the soure of this efrence has no comnection with soures rom 
e Rormanor Byzanin priods, L vill o icus the e frter. 

2 Butthe ger'e rads e 
3 A good summary of these debats and il 

“Bashan” 
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As for the identification of the city of Golan mentioned in the Bible, 
‘modern scholarship has offered several suggestions. Most scholars follow 
Schumacher and have identified the location of the biblica city with the vil- 
Tage Sahem ej-Jaulan (coordinates 2380-2433) because of its name.* W. . 
Albright, on the other hand, argues that this city must be within the region 
of the present-day Golan.5 

‘The debate over the location of the Levite refuge city of “Golan i 
Bashan” has not been limited to modern scholarship. Echoes of this debate 
can be found in late antiquity in the targumic and midrashic literature, as 
will be seen below. Since our discussion here is devoted primarily to a city 
or village called “Golan” in the second-temple and rabbinic periods, we will 
not enter into the debate over biblical Golan’s location. We will point ou, 
however, that as long as remains from the Late Bronze Age and/or Iron Age 

are not found in Sahem ej-Jaulan, it s difficult to identify this village with 
the biblical city solely on the basis of the name; the same logic would en- 
able us to identify the city with the village of Jillin or Jallin (coordinates 
2432-2400), with Kh. el-Jelabind (coordinates 2110-2719), or with the 
Roman-period settlement called Galania, whose existence we know only 
from inscriptions.® 

‘The name “Golan” does not again appear in Jewish literature until the 
witings of Josephus. In fact, Josephus is the first to use “Golan” not only 
as the name of a city or a setlement but also as the name of a region. 
Seventeen instances of his use of the name ref 
only four references, Josephus applies the name “Golan” to a settlement.” 
The first of these references appears in Antiguities IV § 173, Josephus pre- 
sents the list of the three refuge cities of the Transjordan which includes 
Tavkavay §%¢v T Batavidu, that is, “Gaulana in Batanaea.” Note that 
Josephus uses the form Favhavd rather than one of the transliterations 
found in the Septuagint or [w\dv—forms used by Euscbius in the fourth 
century (see below). 

In Antiquities XIII § 393, Josephus again uses the form Pavkavd. The 
context makes clear that the name designates a city. The city appears in a 
description of Alexander Jannacus’ military campaign against the cities of 
Gaulana and Seleucia. The sentence immediately following confirms the 

here—"Afier taking these cites as well....” 

  

   

    

  

  

  

   

  

  

  

  

    

% On Schumacher's identification,see Schumacher, Jordan, pp. 91 1. Of the numerous 
scholas agrecing wit enifction, we only mention here B. Mazar, who 
maiains i denifcation in the Itest vrsion of his aricle “Gbur ou M'achah, 
Ciles, . 199 

S See Albrigh, “Cities," p. 7. 
6 Sce Aharoni, “Golan” pp. 4 ; Aharoni, “Huleh," p. 136, 
7 For a comprehensive discussion of the res f the efrences of the name *Golan” i the 

writngs o Josephus, scc Urman, “Toponym Gl 
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In the parallel version which appears in War 1§ 105, Josephus calls the 
city Favhdvny—Gaulane. The same form of the name, Gaulane, identifies 
the city in War 1§ 90 as a place near which the army of Jannaeus was de- 
feated by that of Obedas, the king of Arabia. 

Itis hard to know if the location of Gaulana, the city of refuge, 
same as that of Gaulana or Gaulane from the days of Alexander Jannaeus. It 
is even more difficult, as already indicated above, o identify their location in 
the area. If we accept Josephus” version that Alexander Jannaeus had to con- 
quer Gaulana (or Gaulane), then it is clear that at that time the city had no 
Jewish inhabitants. What happened 1o the city after its capture, Josephus 
never reveals. In fact, he never mentions the city again. This silence sug- 
gests two possibilities for the town's fate—cither Alexander Jannacus de- 
stroyed the ity at the time of its conquest and it was never again settled, or 
the town was repopulated by Jews and continued (0 exist without the status 

of a city. 
A settlement named Golan, Gaulana, or Gaulane goes unmentioned by 

the Roman period. Only in the early fourth 
tine period, does the name “Golan” as 

  

s the   

  

  

  

  

  

any literary source discussi 
century, a the beginning of the Byz 
a name of a settlement appear, and then in only one paragraph of Eusebius™ 
Onomasticon. The entire paragraph as it appears in Klosterman's edition, 
together with the Latin translation of Jerome appearing in the same edition, 
are presented below:$ 

  

  

  

Favkw i Fkdv, v Gaulon sive Golan in tribu 
Mavagaf, Tiskis ieparuch Manasse, civitas sacerdotalis 

    

  o duyadevrmplor & T et fugitivorum in regione. 
Bacaviréu. kal viw Favkiv Basanitide. sed et nunc 

i peyiom év Gaulon vocatur villa 
f Baravaig, pavpct 8 pergrandis in Batanaea, ex 
0 g xal § meplyupos. cuius nomine et regio sortita 

Vocabulum est 

  rakelrau    

  

Gaulon or Golan in the tribe of Manassch, a pristly city among the cities 
of refuge in the Bashan. And today Gaulon is called a very large village in 
the Bashan; and also the distict s called by the same name as the village. 

  

      The forms [Adv and [auow in Eusebius are identical to those appearing 
in the Greek translation of the Bible. Indeed it is clear that Eusebius has 
quoted the Greek translations in his work.? Most important for our purposes 
is that Eusebius—whether he had firsthand experience with the Golan region 

        

      
§ Euscbius, Onomasicon, B Klosteman,ed. (Lepzi, 19049), 64 (6:) nd 65 (69) 
9 On the use of the Greek wansltions of the Bible in the Onomasticon, see the 

introducton of Kloserman's edtion, passi.
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or only derived his information from hearsay or other contemporary 
sources—emphasizes that, in his time, Cavkiw signified both a very large 
village and the surrounding district. 

But whete was this “very large village” located? Scholars have proposed 
three candidates. The two modern villages of Sahem ¢j-Jaulin and Kb, el- 
Jelabind both contain remains from the early fourth century—the time of the 
Onomasticon’s composition.!° The third possibility is settlement of 
Galania ("a\avia). Archacologists have discovered boundary stones which 
indicate that a village called Galania existed in the lae third or carly fourth 
centuries on the northwester Golan slopes descending to the Hulch 
Valley. ! Several different ruins near the markers have been suggested as the 

actual site of Galania. 
If we accept Eusebius’ statement that “Gaulon” was a very large village, 

the possibility of idenifying it with Kh. el-Jelabind is remote, since the 
size of this site—approximately 12 dunams—is too small for a “very large 
village” during this period. The same can be said about the sites for which 
an identification with Galania is possible. 2 This leaves only Sahem ej- 
Jaulan, for both Eusebius and Jerome write that the “very large village" was 
inthe Batanaea, where this village is situated 

‘The close link between Eusebius and the Septuagint, however, reveals 
that Euscbius wrote under the inspiration of the biblical passages. We there- 
fore need not necessarily restrit our search for the site of Eusebius’ “very 
large village” 10 the Batanaca. This being the case, I suggest the identifica- 
tion of Eusebius’ “very large village” with Tell el-Jdkhadir (coordinates 
2302-2594). The latte has revealed decisive archacological evidence indicat- 
ing that it flourished during the time of both Eusebius and Jerome.!? 
Furthermore, it is one of the largest sites in the Golan region (ca. 200 
dunams). Of course, this identification depends on the reliability of the 
Onomasticon with regard to contemporary conditions. But, except for the 
fact that the Onomasticon identifies the village of ts time known as Gaulon 

    

  

    

    

  

  

  

  

  

10 For the remains at Sabem ef-Jauldn, sce Schumacher, Jordan, pp. 91-99. On the 
remains in Kh. cl-Jelabind, sce Schumacher, Jauldn, pp. 162-163; C. Epsten, “Kh. cl. 
Jelabind,” Golan Survey—Phase B, Report in the Archive of the Association for the 
Awchacological Survey of Isrel, Isrel Aniquiies Authoriy, Jersslem (in Hebrew); D, 
Urman, “Kh. el-lelsbind.” Reports of the Staff Offce in Charge of Archacological Aflairs in the Golan (1968-1972), Archiv of the Issel Aniquiies Authory, Jerusalem (in Hebrew); Unnan, Golan, p. 193, S #64 

11 See Aaroni, “Golan,” pp. 94 f; Absron, "Huleh,” p. 136, 
12 0n the possite identifications of the ste of Galani, s Aharon, “Golan,” . 95. An 

examination of additiona possbiies inth region, uch as K, eBeids’ coondinaes 2144 
2857) and Kh. ol-Fureyish (coordinates 2132-2851, also reveas st 
dunams). 

13 0n the results of the archacological excavations at 
‘Golan—1,"p. 3 Uman, “Galan—2," p. 11-12; Umnan, “Hel 
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(Favkiw) with the biblical city, there is no plausible reason for doubting its 
veracity. 1 

To our regret, neither Eusebius nor Jerome’s translation provide any de- 
tails concerning the ethnic or religious character of the population of the 
very large village of Gaulon. However, if there is an identity between the 

Gaulon of Eusebius and Gaulana (or Galvanic [13], or Govlana [:53:1) 
‘mentioned in the Palestinian Talmud, as S. Klein claimed.,' then Jews lived 
in this village and probably had a synagogue. s The Palestinian Talmud 
twice refers to Rabbi Jeremizh, an amora of the third and fourth generations 
(late third and carly fourth centuries—a contemporary of Eusebius), who 

ed in Tiberias and traveled to Gaulana. The first passage appears in Y. 
Megillah 3:1, 73d, where it says: “Rabbi Jeremiah went to Gaulana 
(Galvanic—iov) saw them puting a bell in the Ark.” The second passage 
appears in Y. Abodah Zarah 2:5, 4lc: “R. Jeremiah went to Gaulana 
(Goviana—2v) and taugh there about big barres...." 

In an carlier article, I showed that there is no certainty that R. Jeremiah 
went to a settlement named “Gaulana,” “Galvanic,” or “Govlana,” but rather 
the Palestinian Talmud possibly refers to the Golan region in general and 
not t0 a specific settlement.” Still, whether the settlement or the region is 
meant here, none of the sites so far suggested for identification as the 
Gaulon of Eusebius or the “Gaulana” of the Palestinian Talmud (including 
Tell el-Jakhadir) have revealed any remains of Jewish public buildings. So 
again we must wait patiently for further archacological research in the region 
in general, and in the sites mentioned in partcular. 

  

   

   

  

   

    

   

  

    

  

DABORA 

This abandoned Syrian village was built upon the ruins of an ancient Jewish 
settlement on the northern bank of Nahal Gilbon (Wadi Dabira), approxi- 
mately 5 km. northeast of the Benot Ya'aqov Bridge, at coordinates 2125+ 
2724, 

  

T4 Thus far emains from the Late Bronze or Iron Age have not been uncovered at Tell 
el-0khadir, However, considering the facttht the excavations at ths it were conducied 
long it edges and not o s scropolis, we ar unsble, t this stage of esearch, 0 detrine 
Zither posiively ot negatively—the denificaion of Tel l-Jokhadde with th bibical sie 
of Golan. 

15 See Kien, “Esate,” pp. 545-550; Klein, Transjordan,p.S1; Klein, ha-Yishu, pp. 26 
. 
16 e Hiteameister and Rees, pp. 139-140. Noe that Hltenmeiste and Recg folow 

‘Schumacher and Klen and identy th place of Gaulan, Gavlana, or Govlans, with Sabem 
ejlaalin 

17 Urman, Golan,pp. 2021 
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G. Schumacl 
tiquities at this sit 

  er was the first t0 repor, albeit briefly, the existence of an. 
which he visited in 1885. And this is what he wrote: 

  

A winter village of tolerable size, close to the Wadi Dabira, above the Lake. 
of Huleh. Near the wretched Bedawin huts a large modern com magazine 
stands. The old sit is north of the village, where a number of very large 
unhewn building stones and foundation walls, like in Bédards, are to be met 
with. Here also they lie in confused heaps upon one another. Fine oaks and 
tercbinths grow out of the once inhabited places. The remains, even at the 

present day, proclaim a large, firm, and carefully buil setlement, The po- 
sition is certainly a peculiarly fine one, inasmuch a it commands the Lake 
of Huleh and its lowlands. On some art-worked fragments I observed @ 
smal basalic column, which is inserted in the wall of one of the huts de- 
serted in summer...in the village itself as well as in the neighbourhood 
there are a great number of liguorice trees (Umm es-S0s). This ruin, so | 
have lately heard, is t0 be again colonized, by the Jews who have settled 
on the slopes of the Jaulin near Dabira.!$ 

  

    
  

    

In 1967 the site was surveyed by a team headed by S. Gutman and A. 
Druks. They reported that the western part of the Syrian village was built 
upon the remains of an early settlement, and that the cemetery west of the 
village lso stood on top of the ancient site.'? Gutman and Druks also re- 
ported the presence of a large dolmen and the remains of ancient buildings 
near the cemetery of the Syrian village; that in the village itself there was 
much construction with ashlars in secondary use; and that there were 
“structures with arches and large hall that survived from the ancient seitle- 
ment, a gabled sarcophagus, pillars, as well as hewn stones decorated with 
cagles, fish, a child with a basket, a vase, birds and geometric forms." The 
surveyors also identified four inscriptions with “Hebrew letters,” but did not 
provide their texts 

In the years of 1968-1970, the site was surveyed several imes by the au- 
thor and his staff 2! These surveys discovered that the area of the ancient set- 
tement was about 100 dunams. They found a few shards from the 
Hellenistic period, an abundance of pottery from the different siages of the 
Roman period, as well as smaller quaniities of shards from the Byzantine 
and Arab periods. The homes of the Syrian village were built of stones 
taken from the remains of the ancient houses; as a result their walls con- 

  

  

  

   

‘Schumacher, “Dscholan,” p. 266; Schumacher, Jaulin, p. 117-118. 
19 Epsten & Guiman, p. 265, Sie #62. 
 Epscin & Guman, . 266 
21D, Urmnan, “Dabia,” Special Surveys Repors, Archive of he Assocition for the 

Aschacologial Survey of Tsrel,lsracl Antquites Authoriy, Jerusslem Gn Hebrew); D. 
Urman, “Dabia” Reports of the Staf Officerin Charge of Archacological Affirs in the 
‘Golan (1965-1972), Archive of the el Antiquities Aulhordy, Jersalem (in Hbrew). See 
alo, Uman, “Lintel” pp. 1-2; Urman, “Golan—1," . 3 Urman, “Golan—2,” p. 11; Urnan, 
Lis, . 7; U, “Hellenistc,” p. 464; Urman, Gola,p. 192, it # 6 and passim: 
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tained scores of architectural items, decorated and undecorated, some of 
which had been already reported by Gutman and Druks. In addition o the ar- 
chitectural items, we located in the village houses cight items (seven broken 
and one intact) with inscriptions. When assembled, these fragments produced 
one Hebrew and five Aramaic inscriptions—all Jewish dedicatory inscr 
tions (see below), 

Throughout the area of the Syrian village and the open areas north, west, 
and south of the village, one can see the tops of walls of early buildings. In 
four different places in the ruin, we found the tops of walls from monumen- 
tal structures built of basalt ashlars. In our opinion, if systematic archaco- 
Iogical excavations were conducted at these four places, the remains of a ber 
midrash and other Jewish public buildings from the rabbinic period would be 
found. Indeed, the inscriptions discussed below clearly point to the existence 
of such buildings at Dabira. 

The largest concentration of monumental construction stands at the 
southwest edge of the Syrian village where the slope begins to descend 
southward to Nahal Gilbon. There one can discern the remains of two mon- 
umental buildings between which a street apparently passed.?2 A second 
concentration of monumental construction exists north of the Syrian 
houses, at the highest point of the ruins. Here one can also identify, in addi- 
tion to the tops of the walls, two Attic column bases and a number of col- 
um sections, all of well-hewn basalt.# A third concentration exists west of 
the Syrian village, more o less at the center of the ruins; like the previous 
area, this site also contains several column sections of well-hewn basalt.2¢ 
The fourth concentration lies at the western edge of the ruin, near the grove 
of the large eucalyptus trees. Here too one can make out parts of basalt 
columns, an At base, and a number of Doric capitals.* 

In the houses of the Syrian village, we found weights from ancient oive- 
oil presses incorporated in secondary use as building stones. On the periph- 
ety of the ruin—in the east, north, and west—we found preserved in situ 
four nearly intact olive-oil presses as well as parts of two others.26 The 
large number of olive-oil presses that operated here in antiquity undoubtedly 
points to the growth of olive trees and the production of olive ol as a cen- 
tral staple of Dabira’s cconomy during the second-temple and/or rabbinic 
periods 27 

    

  

  

    

  

  

22D Urman, “Dabia,” Special Surveys Repors, Archive of the Association fo the 
Aschacologica Survey of iacl, sael Antiquiis Authority, Jeusalem, p. 13 (n Hebrew) 

. p. 15, 
2 1bidp. 16, 
2 b, pp. 17-18, 
28 b, p. 20-22. And alsosee Urnan, Golan,p. 159, Fis. 6869 
27 Seo Urman, “Economy.”    
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‘We tur now to a brief discussion of the Jewish inscriptions that were 
discovered at the site. Since we have already devoted a number of detailed ar- 
ticles, in both Hebrew and English, to the reading of the inscriptions and 
their signi shall only set out their text and translation here, 28 

  

Inscription #1 
On three fragments of a basalt architrave, traces of an Aramaic inscription 
carved in two lines, and part of a one-line Greek inscription are visible (sec 
PL.26b). The overall length of the fragments is 110 cm.; the height of the 
letters is about 6 cm. The inseription reads: 

  

w w0 

  

[POICTIKOC EKTIICEN ..o s> 

Tis translation; 
El'azar the son of...made the columns above 
the arches and beams...Rusticus built (i). 

‘The juxtaposition of a Greek inscription mentioning the craftsmen with one 
in Aramaic referring to the donors also occurs on the mosaic floor of the 
Beth Alpha synagogue. As in this inscription, the Beth Alpha mosaic men- 
tions in Greek the craftsmen who made the mosaic, Marianos and his son 
Hanina, while the Aramaic inscription commemorates the benefactors.2? 

  

Inscription #2 
“This fragment of an Aramac inscription was engraved on a basalt lintel (see 
PL. 27a). The fragment measures 36 cm. in length, 28 cm. in height; the 
leters are 8 cm. high. The inseription reads:   

o 

  

s translation; 
son of Yudah 

25 See Urman, “Dabira Inscriptions—1,” pp. 399-408; Urman, “Dabirs Inscritions— 
pp. 131-133; Uman, “Dabica lascriptions—3." pp. 16:23; Urman, *Dabira 

Inscrptions—4," p. 72:81 (sce also pp. 82-83 and 318 Unmian, “Dabira Inscrptions— 5. 
P ISH156, 

29 S Sukenik, Beth Alpha, p. 41. A few years ago Lea Roth-Gerson suggested “tht it s 
bl  se Rusticus of Dabira as a contrbuta o the synagogue or s founder, and 

the inscripton as an incrition of dedication or the synagogue and not a5 an insripion of 
the arisan who exccuted the work." (Rolh-Gerson, Greek ncriptions, p. S2). We find o s for her suggestion 
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Inscription #3 
This fragment of a two-line Aramaic inscription was engraved on a basalt 
lintel. The fragment measures 30 cm. in length, 34 cm. in height; the let- 
ters are about 8 cm. high. The inscription reads: 

    

Iis translation: 
Hjinenna [May he (or they)] be blessed. 

Inseription #4 
This basaltlintel fragment contains three lines of an Aramaic inscription 
(see PL. 27b). The fragment measures 26 cm. in length and 28 cm. in 
height; the letters are 3 cm. high. The inscription reads: 

  

s translation: 
‘They made the house of 
May he 
be blessed. 

To the right of lines 2 and 3 are races of a wreath of leaves in relief. From 
the dressing of the stone, the decorative form of the wreath, and the text of 
the inscription, the lintel scems (o have belonged to a synagogue or school 
from around the third century. 

Inscription #5 
“This fragment of an Aramaic inscription was engraved on a narrow strp of 
relief work, at the top portion of a basalt lintel. The stone measures 108 
em. in length, 60 cm. in height. The leters of the inscription are 1.5 to 2 
cm. high. The inscription reads: 

    

s translaton: 
Made the gate. 

It reasonable to assume that onthe missing piece of the lintel was witten 
the name of “X son of Y” who made the gate. The lintel probably belonged 
1o one of the Jewish public siructures in Dabra. This assumption is further 
strengthened by the ornament on the fragment. In the center appears a  
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spread-winged eagle, head facing left, with a small wreath in its beak. The 
head, throat, breast, feet, and remaining wing are carcfully executed.® A 
similar decoration has been found on a lntel in Safed, and was identified by 
N. Avigad as part of an ancient synagogue! On our lntel, a fish in relief 
appears next 1o the wing of the cagle; a second fish s shown below, sug- 
gesting that this may have been a representation of the zodiac constellation 
Pisces. The inscription is engraved above the outstretched wing between the. 
wreath and the fish next 10 it 

  

    

      
    
      

  

Inscription #6     
“This Hebrew inscription was engraved on a basalt lntel (see PL. 284). The 
lintel measures 170 cm. in length, 42 cm. in height. The letters are 5-10 
. high. The inscription reads: 

  

      

    

  

     

   

      

     

   

    

    
    
       

    

“This is the bet midrash of Rabbi Eliezer ha-Qappar. 
“This formula, its meter, and the spelling of the word *357, resembles a 
contemporary inscription found at Beth She‘arim. ? The spelling '35 as 
one word is unusual and deserves a separate study. The writer may cither 
have intended to write "215/73 as two words o indeed as one word; in the 
Tight of the paralll quoted above and of similar biblical usage, the second 
possibility scems preferable. 

Rabbi Eliczer ha-Qappar was a famous annaiic sage actve in the late 
second to early third centuries. Only one saying of his appears in the 
Mishnah: “Jealousy, lust, and ambition put a man out of the world” (M. 
Avot 4:21). However, in the Tosefta, the two talmuds, and the midrashic 
literature, he is mentioned frequently, both by his Hebrew name—Eliezer 
ha-Qappar—and by his Aramaic nickname—Bar-Qappara 

  

   

  

  

%0 A cagle gasping a wrvth n tsbesk s  recuring motif i ancient Jewish public 
troctures. This image was found, among aters, o the lne of he symagoguc ot Japia. Sc¢ 
Goodenough.vol.3, Fig. 569, 

3 Avigad, “ewish A" pp. 1819 
See Mazar, Beth She‘arim, p. 39, 199-200, Inscrption #25: 

_This grave belongs o Rabbi lsac bar Magim. 
3 Eeel 610 5 3% ¥-And he is ot ble o disputc with one 

swonge thanhim, 
3% For  discusson demonstsing that thesage mentioned i the sources by he ickname 

of Bar-Qappara is Rabbi Flizer ha-Qappar, sce my atle Urman, “Elezr ha-Qappir, 
7P.7-25 I secs tha this article was not kaown to D, Lea Roth-Gerson when she wrol a 
Giscusion on “Jews in Dabira" n er book. Roth-Gerso, Greek nsripions, pp. 52-53, 
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  By any reckoning, Rabbi Eliezer ha-Qappar, seems t0 have been recog- 
nized in his era as an important teacher and sage. The sources reveal he was 
Rabbi Judah ha-Nasi's opponent in daily lie as well s in the halakah.* It 
is known that Rabbi Eliezer hz-Qappar collected many halako, or laws, 
which he arranged in a treatise called “The Mishnah of Bar-Qappara,” or 
“The Great Mishnayot of Bar-Qappara”® J. N. Epstein and S. Lieberman 
concluded that Bar-Qappara was the final editor of Sifre Zuta " Particularly 
eminent among his students were Rabbi Hoshaya the Great and Rabbi 
Joshua b. Levi, among the most celebrated sages of the first amorsic genera- 
tion. It has been established that Rabbi Eliczer’s first student, Rabbi 
Hoshaya the Grea, lived also in the Golan, at Qisrin 

The lntel bearing the inscription is decorated in relief. On both sides are 
carved two harrier-cagles with outspread wings, each of which grasps a snake 
in it beak. The two snakes, whose heads are carefully represented, inter- 
twine and form a plaited wreath. It should be noted that another lintel was 
found in Dabra with a elef of two harrier-cagles, each grasping a snake in 
its beak. But on this lintel a wreath was carved between the birds, and in the 
center of the wreath a tylized rosetc appears. 

“The six inseriptions discovered at Dabra, along with the decorated arc 
tectural elements, point o the existence of a large Jewish community during 
the late Roman period with comparatively rich resources, both material and 
religious/educational. We must imagine several imposing Jewish public 
buildings in ancient Dabira, among which there could be counted one or 
two synagogues as well as the bet midrash of Rabbi Eliezer ha-Qappar in 
the late second or early third century 2 

   

  

  

        

  

35 For exampe, s Y. MQ 31, 816, B. MQ 163 B. Ned. 50b-515; B. Nazie 520 B. BB, 
166, 

36 Sce Y. Horayot 3, 48c; Laneniators Rabbsh 23 Pesika de R. Kahana 157 (cd 
Mandelbaun, p. 257} Song of Songs Rabbah 82 Exclesastes Rabbah 6.2 Midrash Tehillm 
10422 (ed. Buber, p. 46) 

37'See Epstcn, nroducton, pp. 741746 Licherman, Siphve Zua, pp. 92124 
35 Sce Urman, “Bar Qappara—2." pp. 163-172. And se furhr on ti, below, in the 

chaptee devoted t0 Qs 
857 Ma'oz claims *in 1982 Ma‘or discoveed the locaion of the synsgogue o school” 

at Dabira (Ma'oz, “Golan—L" p. 297). In Ma'oz, “Golan—2," p. 54, h satcs: In 1982, 
Z. Moz dentified the locatio ofthe symagogue or school (bt midras)” It only remains 
forus to congatlte Chstophe Colombusand hope ththe will i the ftue ublsh furter 
detils of his discovery. Allhough Ma'or gives credit 0 the discoveres o the insriptions 
and the architectural arifacts tht come from the Jewish public buldings a Dabira, he 
unfortunately omitted Mubamimad ‘Al “Ansshah and Hscin Shams, who along with S. Bar. 
Lev and M. Hartel, helped trnsfer he nscripions (0 the Golan Antiquities collection which 
was at that tme howsed in Quneitrs. 
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HORVAH EAST OF THE BENOT YA'AQOV BRIDGE 

‘The ruins of an ancient settlement built upon a low hll sloping from east 
o west toward the Benot Ya'aqov Bridge lic at coordinates 2106-2687. The 
ruin, nameless and unmentioned on the maps, was designated by the late Zvi 
Tlan as “the Benot Ya'aqov Bridge it 

‘The author first learned about the existence of antiquities at this site in 
1970 from members of Kibbutz Gadot. In a survey conducted by the author 
and his staff that same year, ! it turned out that the ruin occupied an area of 
about 10 dunams and tht the shards found there were from the Roman, 
Byzantine, early Arab, and medicval periods * An agricultural village occu- 
pied the site as early as the early Roman period. I water supply was pro- 
vided by a group of flowing springs on the site’s western edge. The remains 
of an olive-oil press indicates that local residents eared their livelihoods in 
part from growing olives and producing olive-oil. 

On the northern slope of the ruin we found the remains of a monumental 
rectangular structure built of ashlars. The building’s lengthwise axis is east- 
west, and its estimated external dimensions are about 14 x 6.5 m. We could 
see on the surface two (o three courses of sections of the structure’s north, 
east, and south walls. Nothing of s west wall was preserved on the surface, 
but it outline could be made out. Inside and around the building, we regis- 
tered two Attic column bases, cight column sections, and three Doric 
capitals—all made of basalt and of excellent quality. At some stage of the 
structure’s use, its walls and a number of its rchitectural items were covered 
with a thick layer of plaster. 

In our survey of this site, we found neither remains of Jewish inscrip- 
tions nor any architectural items omamented with Jewish decorations. 
Therefore, despite the presence of remains of the monumental structure at 
the site and even though the ruin lies at the edge of the area of Jewish sel- 
tlement in the Golan during the rabbinic period, our survey report neither 
declared that the remains are those of an ancient Jewish settlement nor did it 
define the structure as a synagogue. Zvi Ilan and Zyi Ma‘oz, who visited the 

sted that the settlement there had 
been Jewish and that the remains of the monumental building we had found 
were those of a synagogue.# Stil, uniil the sie in general and the remains 

  

  

  

  

ruin a few years after our survey, s 

  

  

Han, Isacl, p. 70, 
D. Urman, “A Horvah East ofthe Beaot Ya'sov Bridge” Reports of he Staff 

Officer in Charge of Archacological Affis i the Golan (1968-1972), Archiv of th Isracl 
Amiguiies Auhoity erusaem (@n Hebrew). 

2 See previous not, and lso Urman, Golan, . 194, it 473 
43 Seellan,Lrae, p. 70, Ma‘oz, Golan rev e, pp. 40-41. I should b poioted out that 

‘we found intei rports no new data sbou the siteor it fids, 
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of the monumental structure in particular become the objects of systematic. 
archacological excavation, their suggestion remains a hypothesis.      

GHADRIYYE 
(EL-GHADIRIYEH, KHAN BANDAK, DANNIKLI    1, EL-DANQALLEY 

‘The southern part of this small abandoned Turkoman village was built upon 
the ruins from a Jewish setdement of the rabbinic period. The village lies at 
coordinates 2154-2694, about 800 m. north of the site called “Ein Nashot. 
On the wester edge of the village there i a flowing spring. 

  

  

  

FIG. 1 Lintel with two seven-branched menorot. (After Schumacher.) 

  

G. Schumacher was the first to publish a Jewish item from his site—a 
lintel decorated with engravings of two seven-branched candelabra (Fig. 1)45 
Alongside thi find, Schumacher published a lntel fragment with relifs of a 
wreath and a rosette (Fig. 2)—moiifs that are common in the Jewish public 
structures in the Golan—as well as an item decorated with a cross in relief 
(Fig. 3) that was discovered in the village.!s As for the item with the cross, 
Schumacher did not indicate whether it was on a lintel, a column, or the 
Tike. This item was not found at the site by later surveys. However, tis fact 
in no way impugns the reliability of Schumacher’s reports. Indeed, 
Schumacher himself had already written in his book, The Jauldn, that in the 
Golan region it s difficult o dat of cross reliefs found in secondary use or 

  

  

1y G, Schumacher's wriings, two diferet Turkoman villages are mentioned; one he 
calls l-Ghadiryeh (Schumacher, “Dscholsn,” p. 293; Schumacher, Jauldn, p. 147) and the 
ther Khin Bindak and Dannikich (Schumacher, “Dscholan.” pp. 257-258; Schumac 
Jaulan, p. 183). The descriptions ofth two vilages are very smlar xcep fo the factthat 
o his descipion of Khin Bindak and Daniklch, Schumacher mentions finds with Jewish 
and Christan decorations. In surveys condscted i the Golan aie 1967, the Jewish atifacts 
mentioncd by Schumacher were found in 4 villge the maps labeled as both Ghadryye snd 
dDingalle (sce Epscin & Gutman, . 26, St #70). On the maps of ecent years, i 1 only 
calld Ghidryye. 

45 Schumacher, “Dscholan,” . 257-258, Figs. 9-11; Schumache 
74:76. Alsosee Goodenough, Yl. 3 Fig. 581 

46'See previous ot 

  

       
  

   

  

Jaulan,p. 183, Figs, 
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not lying in situ, they could be from either the Byzantine period or the 
Crusader period 47 

In 1968, the site was surveyed by a team headed by S. Gutman.* This 
team found in the walls of the abandoned Turkoman structures many ancient 
hewn stones in secondary use: a basaltstone with an engraved candelabrum, 
(Fig. 5), bases of columns and additional architectural artifacts decorated 
with relefs of rosettes and geomeric designs. The team also reported finding. 
a stone fragment with remains of an Aramaic inscription (see Fig. 4 and our 
discussion below). 42 

    

o et 
FIG. 2 Lintel with wreath and rosette. FIG. 3 Cross in relief. 

(After Schumacher.) (After Schumacher.) 

During 1970-1972, the author examined the ancient remains in the vil- 
lage and its vicinity a number of imes.50 These investigations uncovered an 
abundance of decorated architectural items there—gables, cornices, archi- 
traves and the like. These are all characteristic of Jewish public buildings in 
the Golan and the Galilee in the second-temple and rabbinic periods. Among 
these items we should here point out a cornice fragment with a relief of a 
trailing branch, a gable fragment of the Syrian type decorated with the egg- 
and-dart motif and a rosette (Fig. 6), a lintel fragment with a rosette relief at 
its end and at its center a relief of an aedicula within a relief of a geometric 
motif (Fig. 7). In addition to these artifacts, we found in the houses a lintel 
fragment with an engraving of a seven-branched candelabrum and a tripod 
base (see PL. 28b)—which may be a fragment of the lintel with the en- 
graved candelabra first published by Schumacher (see above, Fig. 1)—as 
well as the stone fragment with the remains of the Aramaic inscription 
about which the S. Gutman survey team reported. 

‘These finds, along with those of the earlier surveyors, led us to search for 
remains of the public structure itself. And indeed, at the beginning of 1972, 
we succeeded in locating in the village remains of walls of a monumental 

  

  

    

   

  

  
  

   

7 See Schumacher, Jauldn, pp. 3, 
48 Bpsein & Gutman, . 267, St #70, 
49 Sce previous note 
50D, Urman, “Ghadriyye,” Reporis of the Stff Office in Charge of Archaeological 

Afairsinthe Golar (1968-1972), Archive of the liael Antiquiies Authorty, Jersalem (in 
Hebrew):; Urman, List, p.9; Urman, “Golan—6," pp. 2.3 Urman, “Synagogue Sies,” pp. 23 
24; Ui, “Golan—7,"p. 1; Urman, “Helleristic."p. 466; Urman, Golan, p. 193, Sit 69, 
and s alsothe ot fo Site 469, p. 211 
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structure oriented north-south, like the orientation of the public Jewish 
structure we uncovered at Qisrin.5! In the brief exploratory excavations of 
the structure’s remains (partially buried under a Turkoman house), we suc- 
cessfully uncovered 14 m. of the southern wall and 19 m. of the western 
one.52 The structure’s walls were built of basalt ashlars like those of the 
structure at Qisrin and at other Jewish public structure sites in the Golan 
Our surveys at the village also revealed that the area of the ancient site was 
about 10 dunams, and that the sie, according to the shards found there, had 
been settled intermitiently from the Roman period up to our day.* 

    

The Inscription 
The stone fragment with the engraved inscription was discovered by the, 
Gutman survey team incorporated in secondary use as a building stone in a 
Turkoman house (see PL. 29). After the stone was removed from the wall 

of the house, it turned out to be a basalt door-lintel fragment (to be more, 
precise, the left end of the lintel). The fragment is 23 cm. long, 33 cm, 
high, and 46 cm. thick. Only two lines of the inscription have been pre- 
served, and the height of the letters ranges from 4 to 7 cm. A copy of the, 
inseription s to be found in Fig. 4; 

—~ 

I had 
[e=m 

L 

The possibility that the inscription is Aramaic becomes clear with the 
finding of the word “22" at the end of the frst line. Therefore we suggested 

fon that the inscription be completed as follows:5* 

FIG. 4 Aramai   Inscription. 

  

  

  in an earlier publica 

  

  

  

51 See blow, in the sesion on Qi 
52 See Urman, “Synagogue Sites,” pp. 23-24; Urman, “Golan—7," p. 1; Urman, 

Helenistc.” p. 465, 
53 See above, not S0. 

Urman, “Synagogue Sites.” pp. 23-26; Urman, “Golan—7." p. 1; Urman, 
. p.466; Urnan, "Kazin Inscriptions.” pp- $23-524. 
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“This dedicatory inscription names a donor called Halfo or Halfu son of X 
‘who contributed to some part of the public structure to which the lintel be- 
Tongs. The name Halfo (Halfu) is also found in dedicatory inscriptions of 
public Jewish structures uncovered at Capernaum and at Mazra'at Kanaf55 It 
seems that the inscription ends on the second line, with the blessing for- 
mula common in the dedication inscriptions of Jewish public structures 
from the rabbinic period: *m . that i, “75937 % K" (“may he 
be blessed.”) 

    

FIG.5 Lintel fragment with menorah.  FIG. 6 Gable fragment 

J. Naveh, who included the inscription in his book, reads the first letter 
thatis preserved in the upper line a5 a shin (2)—12 1....57 In light of this 
reading, we examined the stone again and were convinced that it is indeed 
difficult to determine whether it is a shin (2) or a peh (2), for the stone is 
broken at the leter. If the letter s a shin, then it s possible to complete the 
name of the donor and read ' instead of =57, The name % was common 
‘among the Jews of Palestine i the second-temple and rabbinic periods 

FIG. 7 Lintel fragment with reliefs of an aedicula and a rosette. 

‘To conclude our treatment of the finds at the village of Ghadriyye, we 
need to point out that Z. Ma‘oz recently published a basalt lintel (7) frag- 
ment with a five-branched candelabrum with a tripod base engraved upon it 

  

55 See Naveh, Masaic, pp. 3840, Insritions #15-19. 
% Sce Naveh, Mosaic, pp. 2728 (lscriptions #9-10) pp. 3031 (¥12): pp. 38-39 (¥18); P 45,(426)pp. 52-53 (#30:31): p. 62 (435): p. 66-68 (K39 p. 7778 (h46). 
7 Naveh, Mosaic, . 146, Inscription #108   
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(see PL. 41b) and atributed it to Ghadriyye.® Butin fact, the fragment was 
discovered at Qisrin and is now preserved in the collection of the Golan 
Antiquities Museum at Qasrin 52 

Ma‘oz has also claimed that the Jewish architectural artifacts found in 
Ghédriyye belong to the public structure uncovered at ‘Ein Nashot. % This is 
simply wrong. Indeed, many of te items we found at Ghédriyye were un- 
covered in or near the monumental building which we had begun to exca- 
vate. These artifacts surely belong to the building just a few meters away, 
rather than to a structure eight hundred meters distant, Ma'oz also atributes 
o the ‘Ein Nashdt structure items found at *Ein Semsem and at Fakhral! 
Could it really be that the public structure uncovered at ‘Ein Nashot, whose 
extemal measurements are only 12.65 x 11.40 m., could have contained all 
the architectural items uncovered there (see our discussion of *Ein Nashot) 
plus all the items found at Ghadriyye, ‘Ein Semsem, and Fakhira? Certainly 
not. 

    

“EINNASHOT (ENNASHUT) 

There is a ruin located at coordinates 2151-2687, about 2.5 kilometers 
northwest of Qasrin, known today as ‘Ein Nashdt, after the spring which 
flows at its foot. The ruin, with an area of about 20 dunams (5 acres), was 
first surveyed by the author as part of the investigations carried out at the 
nearby village of Ghidriyye.2 On our first vist a the site, we could imme- 
diately see that the ruin was the remains of an impressive Jewish agricul- 
tural village from the rabbinic period. The settlement’s houses had been 
built on a high hill, well-protected by the wadis surrounding it on three 
sides. Remnants of the ancient village’s cultivated areas were still visible on 
the slopes of the hill and in areas across the wadis: to the west, north, and 
ast. Among the ruins of the village’s homes were two well-preserved olive- 
oil presses (see PL. 29b). These attest to the villagers’ occupation with, 
among other things, the production of olive oil—a central part of the 
economy of the Jewish Golan in the rabbinic period.® However, the prize 
result of the survey was the discovery of a public building’s remains in the 

  

  

58 Ma'or, “Galan—1. p. 293; Ma'or, “Golan—2." p. 540, 
 lem o, $16inthe muscom collcion 
 See M'or, Golan, . 36, Ma'oz “Golan Synagogues.” p. 145: Ma'or, “'En Nashut- 

1,"p. 1203 Ma'ez, “En Nashut—2." . 414 
1 e previous ot 
€2 Urmna, “Synagogue Sites.” . 24 Uman, “Golan—7." p. 1; Urnan, “Hellenisicy”p. 

466 (In tisartile thee s a cormption i the rame ofthe s, instcad o “Ein Nashdi” i 
wasertoncausly printed s “En Ntosh): Urman, “Kazrin Inscriptions.” pp. 524-525 

 Unman, Golan,pp. 257, 272:277; Urman, “Economy.” p. 35-6 
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site’s western part. Among the building’s rubble were many decorated 
architectural items, two of which are particularly worth mentioning because 
they reveal the building’s Jewish character. One item is decorated with a 

relief of a lioness (see PL. 30), while the other is decorated with a relief of 
a seven-branched menorah (see PL. 30b). These two items, plus others, led 
us o conclude that the remains of the public siructure were Jewish and from 
the rabbinic period.® This conclusion was confirmed in 1987, when Z. 
Ma‘oz began to excavate the site.55 

In the excavations conducted thus far, a room has been completely exca- 
vated which Ma'oz designated as “the prayer hall™® This room is nearly 
square in shape and its external dimensions, in the excavator's first publica- 
tions, were given as 12.50 x 11.30 m.'—but, in his later publications, as 
1265 x 1140 m.% According to Ma‘oz’s subsequent publications, the 
room’s internal dimensions are 10.45 x 9.35 m.¢* The plan he published in- 
dicates that the roof of the room rested on two rows of columns, three to a 
Tow.™ OF these columns, only five square stylobates were preserved in sit. 
On one of them, a pedestal was also preserved with a basalt column base, 
decorated with a rosette in relief.”! On the floor of the room, a variety of ar- 
chitectural items were found including fragments of the architrave’s beams, 

  

  

  

64 In November 1972, S. Bar-Lev caried out an additional survey of the site and 
discovered ameng the building's i another lief of  seven branched menorah. See Ben. 
‘Ad apd Bar-Lev, “Golan—1,"p. 1 

55 Ma'oz, “Ein Nashot” pp. 27.29; Ma‘oz, Golan (ce. ed), pp. 22-25; Ma'oz, “'En 
Nashut—2," . 412-414, and s the addiiona biblography ihre. 

6 Maos, “En Nashut—2," p.4 
7 Ma'os, Golan (rov. ¢d), p. 23 Ma‘oz, “Synagogues.” p. 108; Ma'oz, “Ancient 

‘Synagogues."p. 122 
5 Ma'or, “En Nashut—1" p. 1201; Moz, “En Nashut—2." p. 413, 
 See previous noe 
70 The plan appears in Ma'oz, “Ancient Synagogues.” p. 121 It was reproduced by 

Rachel Hachlii and Zvi Tlan in their books (Hachll, A, p. 145; lln, srael, p. 109). 
Unforunately,the plan fais accurately to represen the st. A comgerison of the plan with 
phatographs of the room made at the time of the excavation (snd before the reconstruction 
work), Ma2's own wriings concerning the i, and tudies | condocted at the room during 
the excavasions, place grea doub on many of he plan's dels. In paicular, the locaton of 
the room'sentrnces are misplaced. Furthermare, Ma‘oz insers a podium for & Torah Atk 
(a bemah), even though none was uncovered at the sie during the excavaton. The excavator 
himself does not reproduce the plan in his lter publcatons, for cxample, in The New 
Encyclopedia of Archacological Ecavarions in the Holy Land in s Hebrew and English 
edidons (Ma'oz, “En N1 . 1201; Ma'or, En Nashut—2."p. 413), 

71 A photograph of the pedestl ws published by Ma'oz inthe sit’s carle publications 
(e, for example, Ma'oz, Golan (rey. ed), p. 23; Ma'oz, “Synagogues” p. 108). In et publicaions (a'cz, “"En Nashut—1." p. 1305: Ma'oz, En Nasht 3." p. $13), however, 
he presens a photogragh of another pedesial decorted by 3 elef of & menorah, which he 
calls “the northastern pedesta” But his second pedestal was not discovered in the ‘Ein 
Nashat excavations it was found ten years ealct norh of the villge of Fikhira by the 
survey team headed by S. Gutman (see Epstin & Gutman, . 268, Sitc #72). Conceming the 
funheradventures ofthis pedestal, s the section on FAkhir. 
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sections and fragments of column shafts, bases, and Tonic and Corinthian 
capitals. Two of these items require further discussion: an Ionic capital, and 
the architrave beam fragments. 

“The Ionic capital is made of basalt, chiseled in the diagonal Tonic style 
with different molifs appearing on each of s four faces. On one face appears 
arelief of a large, ten-branched (1) menorah with a two-legged base (sce PL. 
31a). On the sides of the menorah’s base are reliefs of two items, apparently 
unsuccessful attempts by the arisan to depict a shofar and a fire-pan. These 
objects ofien appear alongside representations of menorot from the rabbinic- 
period Palestine in general and from rabbinic-period Golan in particular. On 
another face of the capital appears a relief of a large egg next to a baseless 
seven-branched candelabrum (see PL. 31b). On the capital’s two remaining 
faces, the motif of the large egg again appears, along with reliefs of birds, 
an amphora, an altar, and a rosette (see PL. 324). 

‘The architrave beam fragments reveal that the beam’s edges were deco- 
rated with reliefs of rosettes and that its center portrayed the motif of 
Hercules’ knot of snakes (see PL. 32b). On the sides of the knot are two 
points, one designed as a flower. Under the relief o the snake knat, engraved 
on the beam, s the inscription “Abun bar Yose,” which will be treated be- 
Tow. 

Inside the room, three steps, or rows, of benches built of finely hewn 
basalt stones have been preserved along the full length of the northern and 
caster walls. These rows of benches perhaps continued along the room’s 
Southern and western walls, but only a few remains of the bottom bench 
have been preserved, mainly in the northwest corner of the room. 

‘The walls of the room and its loor were covered with white plaster, parts 
of which have been preserved, but most of it was found in the collapsed 
rubble on the floor. From the excavator's reports we learn that on a few 
plaster fragments “red lines were found and among them remains of inscrip- 
tions. On one of the large pieces an engraved inscription colored with a red 
line was found which read: ‘Amen Amen Selah Shalom.”72 To our regret, 
the excavator has not yet published any reproductions or photographs of 
these inscriptions and we therefore cannot discuss them here. 

In his later publications, Ma‘oz presents the stratigraphy uncovered in 
the excavation.” He distinguishes four layers or stages. The top stratum 
(Stratum 1) he atributes to the modern period. In this stratum, he says 
“stones were robbed, many engraved architectural elements were smashed, 
and the synagogue remains were destroyed” 

      

  

    Moz, Ein Nashot” gp. 28-29: Moz, Golan (re. ed), p. 24, And lsly, see o, 
M'oz, 'En Nashut-—2," p. 415 

T3 See Maor, “'En Nashui—1” p. 1201; Moz, “En Nashut—2"p. 412. 
74 See previous note  
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Beneath this stratum, Ma‘oz identifies Stratum 1A which he attributes to 
the sixth century. This is the stratum, he claims, in which the synagogue 
underwent repairs and in which the structure (which he says was erected dur- 
ing Stratum I1B) was last used. Among the repairs which the excavator di 
erns in Stratum 1A, he st the broadening of the base of the Torah Ark, 
the addition of a column to the western row of columns, the building of a 
wall for the narthex, which Ma'oz makes out in the building’s forecourt to 
the south, and also the laying of a new floor in this narthex. According to 

  

      Ma'oz, “these repairs may have been carried out in the wake of an earthquake 
in the sixth century C.E. (551 C.E.%).”7 The excavator adds: 

‘This stage continued unil the synagogue fell nto disuse and the village 
was abandoned. On the basis of a few coins and an intact lamp found on @ 
bench in the synagogue, this abandonment occurred at the end of the sixth 
or the beginning of the seventh century C.¢ 

  

According to Maoz, the synagogue was erected inthe period of Stratum ITB. 
‘The excavator dates this stratum 10 the fifth century. Indeed, based upon 
“eight coins from the fourth century C.E., mainly from the end of the cen- 
tury (383-395 C.E.)” which were found in “probes dug in the carth-fil of the 
‘Synagogue’s foundations,” with groups of coins uncovered outside the struc- 
ture, he postulates that the synagogue was erected in the middle of the fifth 
century CE 

A careful study of Donald T. Ariel’s report on the coins from the Ma'oz 
excavations at *Ein Nashot reveals several contradictions between the infor- 
mation Ma‘oz gave Ariel about the ste and that which Ma‘oz has published 
himself.” According to Ariel, in the probes conducted in the foundations, 
Jour coins were found and not eight, s Ma'oz reports in his publications in 
the New Encyclopedia &0 Ariel dates one coin t the days of Valerian (253- 
259 CE.), one coin o the years 330-335, and the remaining two coins to 
383-395 C.E. It is clear that from the view of stratigraphic analysis, it 
makes no difference whether four or eight coins were found in the probes. 

Onthe basis of the two coins from the late fourth century, Ariel also dif- 
fers with Ma'oz concerning the date of the synagogue’s erection. He states: 

  

    

Dates for the construction and occupation of the synagogue may be conjec- 
twred from the finds of four coins from undisturbed deposits below the floor 
level...the latest coin of those from below floor level is one of the com: 
mon SALUS REIPUBLICAE victory-dragging-captive (ype. While an iden-   

75 Sce my comment o this Torah Ak above i not 70. 
76 See Ma'oz, “En Nashu—1," p. 1201; Moz, “En Nashut—2,"p.412. 
77 Moz, “En Nashut—1" p. 1201; Ma'oz, “En Nashut—2,"p. 412, 
78 Ma'oz, “En Nashut—~1," p. 1201; Ma'oz, "Ea Nashut—2,"p. 412, 
7 Avie, “En Nashut,” p. 147-157, 
50 Avil, “En Nashut” Tabe 1, pp. 150-151 
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tification neither of emperor nor of mint s possible, a cross in the left 
field of the reverse resticts the type's chronological range (o 383-395 C.E. 
This yields  rerminus post quem date for the construction of the synagogue 
building at the end of the fourth century C.£51 

  

‘The problem facing us is that of the relability of the different reports—con- 
tradictions appear not only between Ma'oz and Ariel but also among 
Ma‘oz’s different publications. Should we rely upon the first reports of the 
excavator,8 his later ones, or upon the reports Ma‘oz gave the investiga- 
or of the coins? To our regret,this problem continually appears in Ma‘oz’s 
publications on his finds in the Golan. This problem makes it difficult to 
evaluate his conclusions about the earliest stratigraphic layer, Straturn I, 
which he dates to the third and fourth centuries C.E. According to Ma‘oz,% 
“Stratum 111 lies beneath the remains of the synagogue, in the western part 
of the building and outside it to the southwest.”*5 Ma‘oz continues, “The 
stratum consists of the remains of walls leveled before the construction of 
the building in Stratum IL.... However, the true nature of this stratum, 
which has been fentatively dated to the fourth century C.E. is not suffi- 
ciently clear. Shards and coins dating from the first century C.E. % as well 
as some shards from the Chalcolithic period, were found in various carth 
fills” (emphasis minc). Two questions must be asked of Ma‘0z’s excava- 
tions for a clear understanding of this statement: First, did Ma‘oz reach 
bedrock in his excavations? If he did, we hope he left behind enough unex- 
cavated area in the room for the benefit of the future generations of archacol- 
ogists. Sccond, in precisely what context were the four coins found that 
provide the excavator and the numismatist as  basis for dating the structure 
to the fifth century? Perhaps, as Y. Tsafrir has already noted concerning the 
excavations of Ma‘oz at Horvat Kanaf, the structure at “Ein Nashot was 
built at an early period—second, third, or fourth century C.E—and in the 
fifth century was restored or had its floor replaced £7 

  

  

  

   S Acicl, “En Nashut” p. 149, 
52 Mato, Golan (ev. ., Ms'oz, “Synagogues,” Ma‘or, “Ancient Synagogues. 
53 Mooz, “'En Nashut—1" Moz, “En Nashut—2." 
84 See prvious not. 
55 The photographs of the cxcavation published by Ma‘oz clarly reveal that the 

Southwest area of the room was not well presrved (see, for exampl, the photograph in 
Ma'or, “Synagogues” p. 107). Ariel likewise epors tht “he synagoguc builing was badly 
damaged by robbing for building matrisls. and the south-westerm comer was compltcly 
Inissing s & reslt ofthe robbers’ it A, En Nashut”p. 147, 

56 Mataz wites “coins” in the plral, whereas in Ariel's Table 1 o "coias” of the it 
century appear except one. It appeas n th colurn devoted 10 the 132 non-tatifed cins! 
See Arel, En Nashut” p. 150 

57 See Teafie's aicle in this book, note 20 on page 76, Her, 0o, the coin report was 
witen by D. T. Asiel. Ses Aril, “Horvat Kanef." 
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“The small dimensions of the room's interior, a considerable portion of 
which was occupied by the three rows of stone benches, casts doubt upon 
Ma’oz’s conclusion that the room is “the synagogue prayer hall.™®$ The 
room’s architecture suggess rather that it perhaps served as a sudy room or 
abet midrash. But before we make any definitve statements abou is origi- 
nal use, we should wait unil all the rooms of the complex have been sys- 
temaically excavated and we receive complete and precise reports on those 
excavations. 

Further evidence of a Jewish community on this site during the rabbinic 
period was discovered about 500 m. west of the uin. A tractor digging a 
sewage ditch dug up the Iids of two sarcophagi upon which were engraved 
the names of two Jewish departed (below, Inscriptions #2 and #3). It seems 
that th tractor came across the village cemetery. This fact, however, has not 
yet been finally clarifed, for shortly after the two lids were discovered, the 
Work at the site halted 

  

   

  

Inscription #1 
‘This inscription was found engraved, as mentioned sbove, under the snake- 
bow relief that was found in the center of the architrave beam whose pieces 
were uncovered on the floor of that room defined by Ma‘oz as “the prayer 
hall of the synagogue.” The dimensions of the architrave beam piece: 
length—268 cm., height—25 cm., thickness—24 cm. (see Pl 30b). The 
height of the inscription’s letters is 4-5 cm. (see Fig. 1). The inscription 
clearly reads . s translation is: Abun bar Yose. 

701595 J13x 
FIG. 1 Inscription #1 

  

   

  

Until the discovery of the “Rabbi Abun” inscription at Qisrin (see the 
section on Qisrin), which preceded that of Inscription #1, the name Abun 
was unknown in Hebrew or Aramaic inscriptions of the Land of Israel and 
its environs % Yet rabbinic literature makes it quite clear that this name was 

  

59 See, for example, Ma'oz, 'Ein Nashot” pp. 27-35 
25, and his othe publicaions n the st desiled sboe, 

59 s my plessant duty st thispoint tothank Ms. S, Bar-Lev, who served a that time as 
the Deputy Stff Officer in charge o Archacological Afairs n the Gola, for providing me 
withtis information and grciously permiting me t pubih he s snd thir inseriptions 

90 Ameng the Greek inscriptions from the Land of Isal, & bural inscription from the 
Jewish cemetery of Jafa presents the name Abun once as ‘ABBaves. See Klen, ha-Yishur, 
p.84, Inscripion 430, 

Ma'o, Golan (rv. e4), pp. 2 

  



LOWER GOLAN 445 

widespread among the Jews living in the Land of Israel and in Babylonia #! 
As we shall see below, the name Abun also appears in Inscription #2. 

‘The name Yose, which is short for Yosef (Joseph, with the final “ph"— 
‘peh—dropped), is common in dedicatory inscriptions of public Jewish build- 
ings in the Land of Isracl % and is even mentioned in the Palestinian 
‘Talmud.% This name also appears in Inscription #3 of ‘Ein Nashot. 

Since the content of the inscription is the name of a person only, it is 
difficult to know if he was a donor, a builder, or a parnas (leader) of the 
community. If it should become clear that the room to which the architrave 
beam bearing the engraved inscription belongs served as a house of study, it 
could also be possible that ths is the name of a sage.** 

  

B sUp Aty 
FIG. 2 Inscription #2. 

The inscription is engraved on the long side of a lid of a gabled 
sarcophagus, made of basalt (see Fig. 2 and PLs. 33 and 33b). The length 
of the lid is 139 cm., the width at ts base is 55 cm., and its height is 35 
em. Each of its broad sides has a carved relief of a rose and in the foreground 
between them a relief of a stylized tree was engraved. The inscription, whose 

     

   
  

letters are 5-8 cm. in height, i in Aramaic. It reads 
  

3 o 2 g 

51 Sce “Index of the amorain” in Albeck, Introducion, pp. 669-681; as well as the 
discusion below on the “Rabbi Abu” nscrption from Qisrn 

52 See Naveh, Mosaic, p. 19-20 (lnscription #1; 22:23 (Iscription #3); 30 (Inscrition 
#12); 3940 (Insrition #19Y; 52-53 (nsription #30); 57 (nscripton #33): 62 (Inscripton 
#3586 (Inscripton #50); 97 (nscription #63);105-109 (lscrption #70), 

53 For examples, ses the tens of citaions of Rabbi Yose in the Jerusslem Talmud 
collected by J. Omansky in his Hakmei ha-Talmud (lerusalem, 1952), pp. $5.90 (in 
Hebew) 

94 The joning of the name Abun withthe name Yose i very rmiiscent of the nams of 
w0 of the Palesinian anoraim of th thid, fourh, 1ad fifth gencrations who were both 
called Rabbi Yose bar Abun. (Concerning these amorain sce Ch. Albeck remarks i Albeck, 
Inioduction, pp. 336-337 & 395-396). Was thre  fuily eltinship between citheror both 
of the two and the person mentioned in this inscription? It i diffcult to answer his quesion 
ither way, but it should be noted that in Genesis Rabbah 46 (p. 466 i the Theodor Albeck 
diion) an amora by the name of R. Abun as it appears n the texts that follow the Verice. 
1545 editon and the Yemenite manvscript of R. Elhanan Adie) son o . Yose, n whose. 

ame R. Berekish and . Helbo, the anoraim of the third and fourth generations, deivered 
horilcs. 
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And its translation: Shim’on son of Abun [died at] the age of 26. 
Itis diffcult to know i there is any family connection (and hence also a 

chronological connection) between Shim’on bar Abun and Abun bar Yose, 
mentioned in Inscription #1. The latter might have been the father of the 
former, but we cannot demonstrate i 

Inscription #3 
‘This inscription was also engraved on the long side of another gabled basalt 
sarcophagus lid. The lid’s length is 140 em.; its width at the base, 54 cm.; 
and its height, 35 cm. On the broad front side, there is a geometrical rose in 
the center of a circle made with a compass. The rose has six petals. Above 
the circle, a small stylized tree was engraved. 

10 CHCZANNEQYET/O 
FIG. 3 Inscription #3. 

  ‘The inscription was written in G 
5 em. Its transcription reads: 

ek. The average height of is letters is 

  “loafs Zavweow Ex(@) o 
Tetranslates: Yose son of Zanno(?) [died at the age of] 70. 

As we indicated above, the name Yose was common in the Land of Isracl 
during the rabbinic period. The Greek form “loafis is exceptional and the 
form that generally appears in the inscriptions is "luois.® but changes of 
“0 10 “0” were common in that period % 

‘The form of the name Zavveos is to this point unknown in Je 
seriptions. It has ot been found in other epigraphic sources cither.? 

In concluding our treatment of the *Ein Nashot findings, let us point out 
that the similarity between the two sarcophagus lids—upon which inscrip- 
tions #2 and #3 were engraved—in form, dimensions, and decoration, leads 
us to conclude that these coffins are from Jewish graves of the same genera- 

  

  

  

  
95 For cuamples, see Frey, vol. 1, pp. $8-89 (Inscription #126); 271-272 (Inscription #347) 398-399 Inscription #538), 428 (Inseripton #555): S18.519 Inscripton #7159, 

98 See Schwabe and Lifhiz .  (inthe discussion of nscription #23), 57 The form of a somewhat similar name—Zavvts—appears twice on an ostracon from. Edfu, the estimated date of which is 49 .C.E, andsee CFJ, ol I, p. 255 (¥140). Another close form—Zavvos—appears i  ls of payers of head ta from Nessana the estimated 
dateof whichis 689 C.E. 1t should be pointd ou, however,tht from the name f the father 
Of tha self-name Zanos—AB8aXAos-—his Arabic extraction becomes clar. See Kracrer, Nessana, pp. 21521 (76.41). 
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tion. It turns out, then, that *Ein Nashot was a Jewish agricultural village in 
the Golan whose residents, whether o not any of it residents were scholars, 
used both the languages then current among the Jews of the Land of Isracl— 
Aramaic and Greek. 

DABIYYE 

This abandoned Syrian village was bult in part over the remains of a 
Jewish, rabbinic-period settlement that lies at coordinates 2184-2684. The 
Syrian village was apparently erected only at the beginning of the twentieth 
century, for it is not mentioned in G. Schumacher’s first reports. He visited 
the location but was not impressed by the remains—describing them as 
“insignificant building remains of differen ages, and some sheep folds." 
After his visit to the region in June 1913, Schumacher reported that 
Turkomans had built nine huts there.” 

  

qfovc| 

    
FIG. 1 A Jewish burial inscription 

S. Gutman surveyed the site in 1967 and made out the ruin, reporting 
that “in the village there are scattered bases, capitals, columns, and ln- 
tels.”1% Abouta year later, the author and his team conducted another sur- 
vey of the village, in the course of which it became clear that the ancient 
settlement covered about 20 dunams. It was settled from the late Roman pe- 
riod through the various stages of the Byzantine period.!”! In this survey 
and in subsequent visits, it was discovered that one of the Syrian village 
houses was built on the remains of a Jewish public building whose walls 
and entrances were preserved on the surface (0 a hight of 2-3 courses. In the 
walls of this Syrian house, as well as in nearby houses, we found various 

  

9 Schumacher, “Dacholan, . 267; Schumacher, aulin, . 120, 
9 Schumacher, “Osiodanlande.”p. 148 
19 Eptin & Gutman,p 269, S 47 
101 1, rmuan, “Dibiyye,” Special Surveys Repors, Archiv of the Assocaton or the 

Archacalogcal Survey o Isre, Tl Antiqutes Authority, Jerusalem (in Hebrew): 
U, 17,9  
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architectural items taken from the Jewish public structure incorporated in 
secondary use as building stones. 1% 

In the roof of the Syrian house built atop the remains of the Jewish pub- 
lic structure, we found incorporated in secondary use two basalt fragments 
on which a Greek inscription was engraved. The inscription was engraved 
within a tabula ansata relief that was broken in the middle into two parts 
Because the two parts of the stone were incorporated in the ceiling of the 
modern house, we were unable to take the stone’s measurements and ascer- 
tain its precise original use. It s possible that the two fragments once com- 
prised the side of a sarcophagus or a lntel of a mausoleum. A combination 
of the drawings of both parts of the stone (see Fig. 1 allows for the reading 
of the three line inscription:1®* 

IHZOTY 
SEIAOY 
ETaN=Z 

     
        

            
    
                       

   

                          

    

     

   

          

    

      

    
It should be transcribed as: “Inaods Bekov 7w E. It translates as: “Jesus 
(son of) Seilos. Sixty years old. 

‘The content of the inscription clearly shows that i s a Jewish burial in- 
scription. The name 12" or 312, is the shortened form of the Hebrew name 
93710 and similarly written, it is mentioned in Jewish inscriptions and 
papyri from Hellenistic and Roman Egypt.1% It is common in the writings 
of Josephus, % in the papyri discovered at Nahal Ze‘elim, "7 and also ap- 
pears in inscriptions from Jerusalem!® and from Beth She‘arim. % This 
name in ts Hebrew and Aramaic forms is used as a Jewish name in the Bar 
Kokhba letters,'!” in the talmudic literature, !! in dedication inscriptions 

  

     
192 S previous noe. And alo see D, Urman, “Dibiyye,” Reports o the Staf Oficer in 

Churge of Archacological Affirs in he Golan (1968-1972), Archive ofth Issel Antquites 
Authority, Jrusalem (in Hebrew); Urnan, “Synagogue Sits,”p. 23; Urman, “Golan—7," p. 
2; Urman, “Hellenistic” p. 464; Urman, Golan,p. 194, Ste 
103 See Urman, “Kazrin Inscripions.”pp. $20-523 Grege and Urman, Inseription #94. 
104 S M. D Herr, “Continuuminthe Chainof Torah Transmission,” Zion 44 (1979): 1. 

note 52 in Hebrew), and compare Tcherkover, Jews, p. 184 
105 For specific se th previous note and CPJ, vl. 3, p. 150, 
106 S Schalt, Josephus,p. 60-61 
107 . Lifshity, “The Greek Documents from Nakal Ze'elim and Nahal Mishmar. 

Vedi‘or25 (1961): 66-69 (n Hebrew). 
198 ey, vol.2,p. 253, Inseiption #1231 

199 Sewabe and Lifhitz pp. 3132, Insripion i51. 
110 Sce Y. Yadin, “Mahanch Dalet” Yedi‘or 25 (1961): 53 . n Hebrew)s Y. Yadin, 

Bar Kokba, The Discoveriesin the Judacan Wilderness and the Lters of the Leader of the 
Revol againt Rome Clerusalem, 1971),pp. 124-139 i Hebrew 

111 Generaly, it appears as 3. For examples, see the references of the fourth 
generation Palestinian amora, R. Joshua (7) ofthe South in Y. Shabbat 1015, 12¢; Y. 

Exubin 17, 196; Y. Erbin 4, 21d; Sukkah 9, 4. should b noied tht inth secion of 
the Y. Erubin 17, 195 that has been preserved i the Geriza, the name ofthis anora appears 
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from the ruins of Susiya,!!2 and even in an inscription discovered at 
Pompeii |1 On the other hand, the name Jeuov, which we transliterate as 
5, has not yet been found in ancient Jewish inscriptions. !4 This name is 
common, however, in talmudic literature as the name of some tannaim and 
‘amoraim of Palestine and Babylonia. 15 

In 1975, the site was examined once more by S. Bar-Lev and M. Hartal, 
In this examination, in one of the modern buildings near the ancient public 
structure, a lintel fragment was discovered with two seven-branched cande- 
Iabra engraved upon it (see PL. 35a).11¢ This find provides further evidence 

of a Jewish community at Dibiyye in the rabbinic period. 
In August 1982, Z. Ma‘oz conducted a week-long salvage excavation in 

the southern part of the Jewish public structure at Dabiyye.!!” Following 
this limited excavation—which neither uncovered the whole structure nor 
examined adjacent ancient structures—the excavator issued an announcerment 
that the structure had served as a synagogue, published its reconstructed 
plan, and dated it to the late fifth or early sixth century. 

In his excavation report, Ma'oz points out specifically that “the designa- 
tion of the building as a synagogue was established on the basis of its 
ground plan—a colonnaded hall with its main enrance facing south toward 
Jerusalem—and on the stone with the incised menorot.”!18 This conclusion 
is premature, for the entire building has yet to be excavated and the lintel 

   

  

   

  

  

  

  

  as e < and see L. Ginzberg, Yershalni Fragmenis from the Genizah (New York, 
1909),p- 93, line 22 

113 Naveh, Mosaic, pp. 113-120,Inscripions #77-78, 
113 Frey, vol. 1, pp. 414415, Inscription #562. 
114 1 i ineresting to note that  similar orm of the name appears i the bidlingual 

dedication insripton at Palmyra (Tadmor) whose dae is 254 CE. In the Aramaic verson, 
the name is w3, whereas the Greek version has Scct\d. e Cooke, Inscriptons, p. 282- 
283, Inseription #123. 

13 See the “Index of the amoraini” in Albeck, Introduction, p. 669-681. I should be 
tion of the manuscips nd prnid editions of the almuds ndicacs that 

was also ofen See,fo example, the diferen spelings of the 
name of the Palestinian amora of the second generation, R. x5 of K'far Tmara in the 
Paletiian Talmud (ed. Venice): Rosh Hashassh 29, S8b (% ): Hagigah 
38,794 (v ): Gitin 9:11, S04 ‘And see also the 
varaats of his name n the Mandelbaum cditon of Peskta de-Rab Kahana 51 (p. 78) and 
5210 (p. 99). Sometimes, instad of 75 or %, the name forms or v also 
appear, s the varians of th name of the frst.generation Palestinian amora, . Johanan (or 
Jonathan) ¥ =3 (or 53 =) i the Theodor-Albeck cdition of Genesis Rakbah 918 (p 
1130); 94:3 (p. 1173). The st form—wg—is very reminiscent of the form o the name. 
¥ which appears inthe Pamyra bi-igual inscripion mentioned in the previous noe 

Ben-Ar & Bar.Lev, “Survey,” p. 2. 
117 See Ma'oz, “Dibiyye—1," p. 2 Ma'oz, “Dibiyye—2." p. 21; Ma‘oz, “Golan 

‘Synagogues.” p. 150; Ma'oz, “Excavation,” p. 49:65; Ma'oz, “Dibiyye—3." pp. 383 384 
Malor, “Dibiyye—4." p. 318 

118 Mator, “Excavatons,” p. 9. 
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fragment with the menorot (whose photograph is presented at PL. 35a was 
not found in the structure itself nor even in sifu.11S 

In Ma‘oz's reconstructed plan, he suggests the existence of two continu- 
ous, complete rows of benches built, in his opinion, inside of the hall and 
attached to the western, northern, and eastern walls.1% He writes in the text 
of his report: 

As noted above, a gap of 0.80-1.00 m. was found between the cdges of the 
pavers and the interior of the westem wall. Although no remains were 
Jound, w0 1ows of benches may b estored here, the deph of cach about 
045 m. It is thus likely that a_pair of stepped benches ran along two or 
three walls of the hall, with the probable exception of the southern wall, 
where the pavement eached all the vay up (o the wall 14 

  

Anyone who scrutinizes the plan of the excavation and the cross-sections 
that accompany it, 122 will indeed see the existence of “a gap...between the 
edges of the pavers and the interior of the western wall” above wall W16. 
Yet Ma‘oz presents no clear details bout this wall and does not discuss the 
relationship between the top of this wall and the remains of the paving 
which he attributes to the “synagogue phase.” Before sketching the 
“reconstructed plan,” it would have been better carefully to examine the rela- 
tionship between W16 and the remains of the paving, and to conduct exami- 
nations next to the northern and astern walls of the hall to search for the 
remains of the two hypothesized rows of benches. 

Another point worth noting in Ma'oz’s “reconstructed plan” are the 
imaginary lines he draws west of the hall’s main entrance, inside the hall, 
adjacent to the southern wall. This is the supposed location of Ma‘oz’s hy- 
pothesized “Torah-shrine” or “ark-of-law."12 He wites, “The presumed ark- 
of-law at Dbiyye seems not o have had a stone base, for the pavement here 
extended to the wall. 2 The ark was probably constructed eniirely of wood 
and was laid directly upon the stone pavement."12 This imaginary “ark-of 
law" Ma‘oz suggests here is like the imaginary “ark-of-law” which he added 
1o the Jewish public structure at *Ein Nashot26 For Dibiyye, however, 
Ma‘oz forgot the end of his own report, where he suggests that the construc- 
tion of the “synagogue” at Dabiyye was never completed, since he found no 
clear femains of the existence of a 100127 If so, why, in the rainy Golan, 

  

  

  

  

  

19 See Ben-Ari & Bar-Lev, “Survey.” p.2. 
1205ce Moz, “Excavations” p. 57, Pl 3 

cavations,” p. 57-58. Emphasi i, 
tions” pp. 5253, Plan | and Plan 2. 
ations,”" p. 7. 

124 i o, then why does he skech such base i his econstructed plan? 
125 Mg'or, “Excavation,” p. 7 
126 And sce our comment n the scction o “Ein Nashdt. 

. “Excavations.” pp. 60 62, 
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would the residents have built wooden ark and lft it exposed to the forces of 
nature? 

We tum now to a brief examination of the excavator’s dating of the 
structure—the end of the fifth or beginning of the sixth century C.E. In the 
report of the excavation and the publications that appeared thereafter,'2* 
Ma‘oz divides the strata that he found during his brief excavation of the 
structure thus: 2> 

Stratum 1: Modern Period. The ruined synagogue was inhabited in the 
modern period. To this end, the walls were rebuilt and other wals, arches, 
and rooms were added. The ancient pavement and column footings were par- 
tialy destroyed. 

Stratum 1I: Byzantine Period. The synagogue was erected in the 
Byzantine period and was paved with dressed basalt slabs. When some of 
them were removed, a hoard of coins (more than five hundred) mostly from 
the fourth to fifth centuries C.E. was discovered, including a gold coin of 
Gratianus, from about 400 C.E. The coins and pottery date the construction 
of the synagogue (0 the late fifth or arly sixth century. 

Stratum 11I: Late Roman Period. A series of small rectangular rooms 
separated by a paved alley were uncovered from the Late Roman period. The 
walls of the rooms are carefully built of roughly cut stones. Ma 
walls served as the synagogue’s foundations. There wer 
floor in one of the rooms. Potsherds and coins from the Late Roman period 
(third to fourth centuries) were found on the floors, 

Still, any archacologist who carefully reads the reports on the coins and 
pottery found at the excavation'*® in comparison with Ma‘oz’s excavation 
report,"*! cannot help but notice that despite the attempts of the scholars 
who published the pottery and the coins (o examine the finds according to 
the stratigraphic schema provided by the excavator, there is no coordination 
between their conclusions and those of Ma*oz. 1% Especially evident is the 
contradiction between the date Ma'oz sets for Stratum 11 and that which D. 
. Ariel provides after an analysis of the coins. Ariel writes inter alia: “No 
occupation phase of the Synagogue was found. Five of the seventeen loci 

  

  

   

  

  

  

  

128 Moz, “Excavaions”s Ma'oz, “Diiyye—3," p. 384 Ma'oz, “Dibiyye—4." p. 31. 
129 Ma'or, “Dibiyye—," p. 318, 
130 Kilchrew, “Dibiyye.” pp. 66-73: Afie, “Diiyye” pp. 74-80. 

131 Ma'oz, “Excavatons,” pp. 49-65, 
132 Amn Killebrew, instead of examining the potry and dating it independently, eied 

upon the coin tha were found i each individual stratum for the potiry datng —seethe end 
of cach discussion whete she deals wih cach of the three groupings in Killebrew 
“Dibiyye,” pp. 66-73. With regard to the dat of the founding of the “synagogue.” one 
should pay attention to Killebrew's sstement (p. 67), “The second asserblage of ceraics 
Was recovered from fill associsted with the construction of the synagogue. D to the 
fragmentary natue of the original synagogue flor, none of these loci was sealed and the 
possibiity of ater conaminaton cannot be compleey rled out. 
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containing coins were wholly or party sealed. L120 was the only scaled lo- 
cus which could date the pre-synagogue phase. However, the only coin 
found in it was unfortunately unidentifiable....”1* And after many twists 
and turns—given that the latest Byzantine coins that were identifiable from 
the hundreds of coins found at the excavation were from the years 395-408 
C.E—he summarizes as follows: “In spite of the pavcity of coins of the 
fifth century C.E. observed in excavations in Syria-Palestine, the weight of 
the numismatic evidence suggests that the synagogue at Dbiyye was con- 
structed in the early fifth century C.E., shortly afte the dat of the site’s lt- 
est coins.”13 This final conclusion of Ariels is odd, given his carlier 
statement (quoted above), “No occupation phase of the synagogue was 
found.”1% But despite this oddity, a gap of about 100 years (1) remains be- 
tween the date suggested by Ariel and that suggested by Ma‘oz. 

‘We will nottre the reader further with comparisons between Ma‘oz and 
Ariel. Let us only hope that one day, when the structural complex in its en- 
tirety has been excavated, we will eceive more reliable reports and analyses. 
From our familiarity with the structure, let us only point out that the floor 
which Ma‘oz attributes to “a synagogue,” is a pavement that laid by those 
who used the structure in the later periods. Thus, the date of the building is 
probably the third or fourth century C.E. But for firm conclusions, we must 
wait for the excavation of the entire siructure and, preferably, of the nearby 
buildings as well 
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This abandoned Syrian village lies at coordinates 2129-2675. G. 
Schumacher visited there in 1884 and was not impressed by its ancient re- 
‘mains. He wrote, “es-Sandbir—a ruin with 15 winter huts, between the sim- 
ilarly named wadi and the Wadi el-Fakhireh. The remains of antiquity are 
unimportant."136 

In 1967, the village was surveyed by S. Gutman and his team, who re- 
ported that the southern part of the Syrian village is earlier than its northem 
part, and that the early part rests upon a ruin. ¥ Gutman also reported that 
in the village there are hewn stones, fragments of columns, and a capital 
with four spirals with reliefs of pomegranates between them.” 1% 

  

   
    

  

  

133 Adel, “Dibiyye.” . 74 
134 Al “Dibigye.” p. 8. 
135 Arel, “Dibiyye,” p. 74 
136 Schumacher, “Dscholan.” p. 18; Schumacher,Jauldn . 
157 Epstein & Guiman, p. 269, Sie #76 
138 See previous not. 
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     A short time after Gutman's survey, the site was surveyed again by the 
author and his team.® This survey established that the area of the ancient 
ruin is about 20 dunams and has shards mainly from the Roman and 
Byzantine periods. We found an abundance of basalt ashlars incorporated in 
sccondary use in the houses of the Syrian village; these apparently came 
from one or more public buildings of the second-temple and/or rabbinic pe- 
riods. During the survey, the shafts of columns and the capital which 
Gutman had reported were rediscovered. In addition, the survey also found 
two Attic column bases and three Tonic capitals. In the southeast area of the 
ruin, it was possible o make out the tops of the walls of a monumental 
building, but without systematic excavation it was difficult to estimate its 
precise dimensions. 10 

In 1976, Z. Tlan published a photograph of a basalt lintel fragment, on 
which a seven-branched candelabrum was incised. A square had been incised 
beside it, which perhaps represented a fire-pan.'*! According to Tlan, the 
stone was found by S. Ben-Ami of Kibbutz Merom Golan and its source 
was the village of Sandber. In light of the discovery of the lintel fragment, 
Han came to the conclusion “that Jews also lived in this village in antig- 
uity.”42 In his last book, Tlan included the village of Sandber in the list of 
sites in which there may have been synagogues. 

Tan's conclusions are accepiable to us primarily because of the site’s lo- 
cation in the heart of the Jewish settlements in the Golan in the second- 
temple and rabbinic periods. A comparison of the Attc bases and the Tonic 
capitals found at the site with those from Jewish public buildings in the 
Galilee and the Golan of the same era strengthens the possibility that 
‘Sandber had at least one Jewish public building. 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

FAKHORA 

‘This abandoned Syrian village can be found at coordinates 2148-2674. The 
village was first surveyed in 1967 by S. Gutman and his team, who reporied 
that “the village is new and has no antiquities.” 4 

North of the village, near a volley ball court beside a new. 
Syrian house, Gutman’s team found a concentration of four basalt column 

  

isolated   

139 5 Urman, “Sandber,” Special Suneys Reports, Archive of the Association fr the 
Archacoloical Survey of Isael, Isrel Antiquities Authority, Jerusalem (in Hebrew); 
Urman, Lish . 10; Urman, Golan, . 194; Site 878 nd e the note forthis it on . 

140, Urman, “Saniber” Special Surveys Report, p. 4 (in Hebrew) 
141 lan, Golan, p. 16 
142 an, Golan,p. 168 
142 lan,Lrael, . 323 
144 Epsein & Gutman, p. 269, e 7. 
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shafts, and near them, a basalt pedestal, on which there are lovely reliefs of 
meander, flowers, and an eight-branched candelabrum (see PLs. 35b and 
36a). The stones were not found in situ. 15 

In 1968, the author surveyed the village and found ancient building 
stones in secondary use in some of the Syrian houses and a few shards of the 
Roman and Byzantine periods.! 6 On this occasion, the arca of the volley 
ball court was also investigated, but while the column shafts reported upon 
by Gutman and his team were rediscovered, the pedestal decorated with the 
candelabrum had disappeared. Later, the pedestal was discovered in the late 
Moshe Dayan’s collection and was transferred to the Golan Antiquities 
Museu in Qasrin when it was crected. 19 

In his publications on “Ein Nashot, Z. Ma‘oz determined that the 
pedestal mentioned above had been taken from the Jewish public building at 
“Ein Nashot. " He even published its photograph as if it had been uncov- 
ered at that site. He provides no sound basis for this link, however. 
Indeed, the facts of the pedestal's travels just related makes clear that 
Ma‘oz's identification i incorrect. As we mentioned in our discussion of the 

Nasht ste (sce above), Ma‘0z’s attempt to *adopt” architectural items 
from various sites for the rather small structure at ‘Ein Nashdt suggest that 
it was as tall asthe famed Tower of Babel. Furthermore, if the pedestal with 
the candelabrum had been plundered from ‘Ein Nashdt,then the four column 
shafis found beside it also originated there (increasing the building’s height 
even more). These observations all suggest tht the remains of a Jewish 
public building should be sought at Fikhira itsel. 

Support for this possibility appeared in 1972 when a new bed was cut 
south of Fakhira for a paved road to the new Isracli urban settlement of 
Qustin. During the nitial cutting of the roadbed, a lrge site was discovered 
at coordinates 2144-2676 “with the remains of many buildings and much 
pottery from the Roman period.”!%® A Roman coin found at the site was 
identified as a coin of the city of Tyre from 182/183 C.E. Also found at the 
site were the remains of an olive-0il press and an ormamented architectural 
artifact 151 

Shorty after the road was cut, S. Bar-Lev conducted salvage excavations 
atthis ste in which he excavated a few rooms in two private structures. A 

  

  

    

   

        

15 Epstin & Gutman, p. 268, Sit 472, 
146 See D, Urman, “Fikhira,” Special Surveys Reports, Archive of the Assocition for 

the Archscological Survey of Isral, Israel Antquiies Auihority, erusalem (in Hebrow): 
Uman, Golan,p. 195, Site 479, 

4T tgn, “Menorot”p. 115, 
148 See above,note 65 i the section on “Ein Nashér, 
149 See, for example, Ma'oz, “Golan—1" p. 1202; Ma'oz, “Golsn—2," p. 413 
150 B, Arkand Bar Lev, “Golan— 
151 Ben-Ari and Bar-Lev, “Golan— 
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full report on these excavations have not yet been published, but according 
t0 Bar-Lev’s preliminary report, he uncovered “fragments of Herodian lamps 
and many bowls and cooking pos of the second and third centuries C.E."152 

During a vsit the author made to Bar-Lev's dig, it became clear that the 
site extends over 5 dunams and it is possible also to make out ancient ashlar 
building stones. 

“The dates of the pottery uncovered by Bar-Lev and the remains of an 
olive-oil press characteristic of the Jewish settlements in the Golan, com- 
bined with the fact that his settlement lis in the heart of the Jewish region 
in the Golan in the second-temple and rabbinic periods, permit us to hy- 
pothesize that the remains are of a Jewish settlement. It is possible that the 
source of the pedestal with the candelabrum relief is a public building once 
Tocated at ths site, but its precise location has yet to be identified. 

  

  

AHMADIYYE 
(EL-AHMEDIYEH, ‘AMODIYYE, EL-HAMEDIYEH, SHUWEIKEH) 

Ahmadiyye is an abandoned Turkoman village which lies on two low hills 
near a group of springs about two kilometers northeast of Qasrin at coordi- 
nates 2160-2679, 

  

FIG. 1 Relief of menorah, shofar, and incense shovel. (After Schumacher.) 

  

“The village was first surveyed by G. Schumacher in 1884,15 and was 
visited by him once again in June 1913.15% Schumacher discovered a num- 
ber of decorated architectural items that we now know belonged to a Jewish 
public structure of the rabbinic period. One item is decorated with a relif of 
a nine-branched menorah, a shofar, and a fire-pan (Fig. 1).155 

152 ben-Ar and Bar-Lev, “Goln—2."p. | 
193 Schumache : Schumacher, Jaun, p. 7072 
154 Schumacher, “Osordanlande,” pp. 149.150 
155 e Schumacter, “Cortspondenzen,” p. 33%; Schumacher, “Dscholan,” p. 282, Fi. 34;Schumache, Jauldn, . 71, Fi. . 
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A similarly decorated item was discovered in the late 1960's in the vil- 
lage of Yahidiyye and published by Z. Tlan.'% At frst, lan thought the 
decorated stone from Yahiidiyye was the same item seen by Schumacher here 
at Afmadiyye. In his last book, however, he added the possibiliy that they 
were two similar items produced by the same artisan.'s” 

Schumacher also published a sketch of a window lintel with two 
menorot incised in its ends (Fig. 2).1% The candelabra are seven-branched 
and the one to the left acks a base. Schumacher registered a similar lintel at 
Khan Bandzk (Ghidriyye)—a site found about two kilometers northwest of 
Ahmadiyye (see the discussion of Ghidriyye). Schumacher’s report includes 
asketched copy of the Jewish inscription in Greek, which the surveyor nei- 
ther read in its entirety nor explained.1%? (See Fig. 3 and the discussion of 
Inseription #1.) 

  

  
FIG. 2 Lintel with two menorot. (After Schumacher.) 

In 1968, the village was surveyed by a team lead by S. Gutman.'®® In 
this survey, a section of a Hebrew inscription was found, hitherto unknown 
(see PL. 36b and Inscription #2). Two years later, a survey was conducted 
there by the author.'6! Tts purpose was to measure the area of the site and 
determine the periods of settement from pottery remains—the details of 

ch had not been reported by the earler surveyors. Our examination pro- 
duced few shards of the Hellenistic period but an abundance of shards from 
the various stages of the Roman and Byzantine periods. Tops of ancient 
walls led us to conclude that, at ts greatest extent, the ancient settlement 
covered approximately 35 dunams. 162 Around and within the abandoned 
Turkoman houses, we found several architectural artifacts whose source was 
one or more Jewish public buildings which had been dismantled by the 

  

  

     

  

56 lan, “Menorot” pp. 117-115, 
15 lan, srae, . 6, 
158 See Schumacher, “Correspondenzen,” p. 333 
159 Schumaches, “Dscholan,” p. 282, Fig. 33; Schumacher, Jauld, p. 70, ig. . 
140 Eputin & Gutman, p. 269, Site 475 
161D Urman, **Atmadiyye,” Reporis of the Stff Offce in Charge of Archaeological 

Afairs in the Golan (1965-1972), Archive ofth lsracl Antiquiies Auhorty, Jersalem (in 
Hebrew: Urman, List, p. 10; Urnn, Golan,p. 195, Site #50. 

162 S previous e 
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Turkoman settlers (as Schumacher testified). s> Among the items found in 
the survey were a lintel with a relief of a garland with a *knot of Hercules,” 
pedestals with pillar bases, and sections of columns and Doric capitals—all 
‘made of basalt. These are allitems typical of Jewish public buildings in the 

ige, we also found a boundary-stone 
fragment with part of a Greek inscription (see Inscription #3 below) 

In 1978, the site was surveyed yet again by Z. Ma'oz, but this effort 
produced no new finds. 165 

  

   

Inscription #1 
On a (basalt?) stone tablet, whose nature and dimensions were not given by 
Schumacher, an incised two-line Greek inscription was found, which he 
copied and published. 

o 

FIG. 3 Inscription #1 

  

Its transcription is Sipov *loborvoful, which translates as “Simon, son of 
Justinus).” 

Since the stone has not been found by later surveyors, itis difficult to 
determine i this was a section of a dedicatory or burial inscription. The lat- 
ter possibility seems to s more plausible, but only the stone’s rediscovery 
can provide a certain answer. It is well-known that Schumacher often made. 
mprecise copies.'5¢ It is therefore doubtful if we can atuibute any signifi- 

cance to the sign which appears in the sketch above the “o” (omicron) at the 
end of the second line of the inscription.'s” 

The name “Simon” (3{ywv), which is the Greek pronunciation of the 
Hebrew name “Shim‘on,”16 is known as a Jewish name both from the lit- 

  

    

163 Schumacher, “Dscholan” . 2 
164 See above, note 161, and 

“Hellnitc,” p. 467, 
165 Ma'ar, “Golan—1,” p. 293 Ma'oz, “Golan—2," p. $41. 

166 See, fo example, he sketch of theincised menorah and the inscripion, “I Yehudah 
the Hazzan'” that appears in Schumacher's book (The Jauldn p. 141, Fig, 45). s source is the column from Fiq hat stands todsy in the Golan Antquitis Museurs t Qasen 

167 The possibilty tha his s s te leter ‘C*dogs not seem kel o us.See Greg 
Uman, Ineription #91 

168'Sce Cassuo-Salzmann,pp. 188-189; Schwabe and Lihit 1967, p. 208 

282, Schuacher, Jauln, pp. 1012 
S0 Urman, “Synagogue Sites,” p. 25; Urman, 
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  erary sources of the second-temple and rabbiric periods,'®? and also from the 
burial inscriptions uncovered at Beth She‘arim, ™ and other places.!”! The 
form of the name 'lodoTuvos, however, is so far unknown 15 a Jewish name 
i the inscriptions of this period.!”2 Yet a check of the talmudic literature 
reveals that this name—like similar names such as "loboTas or logoTos, 
which stem from Latin renderings of the Hebrew name ‘Zadok'—was con 
mon among the Jews of Palestine in this period.1”> We find evidence of this 
primarily in the Palestinian Talmud where the Palestinian amora, Rabbi 
Justini, is mentioned. 7 It should be noted that in talmudic literature, the 
forms of the names Simon, Justa, and Justini are attached only to 
Palestinian amoraim of the third, fourth, and fifth generations, S that s, 
those living in the late third and the fourth centuries. Two inscriptions in 
which the name Simon appears at Beth She'arim were discovered in a buri 
hall dated to the fourth century C.E.1" These facts suggest that the inscri 
tion under consideration likewise derives from the fourth century—a period 
when the names Simon, Justa, Justini, or Justinos were common among 
the Jews of Palestine. " 

  

  

   

169 Examples of the appearance o the name “Simon” ss a ewish name in the second- 
templ period abound inthe wrtings of Josephus, s Schalt, Josephus,p. 113. Fo examples 
fiom tamudic ltcraure, see the many pasages conceming Rabbi Simon in the Jerusaem 
Talmud, collcted by Omansky in Omansky, Sages . 121 

170 Sclwabe and Lifhitz,pp. 35-36, Incrigions #5360, 
171 See, for cxample, Frey, vol. 2, Nos. 880, 920, 1173, 1184; as wel as Ovadiah, 

“Sarcophagus,” p. 225230, 
172 This name appears once in a Jewish inscription fiom Palstine—in a dedication 

inscription writn in Aranaic in @ mosaic floo of a public srucure tha Sukenik uncovered 
at Beth Alpha; sce Sukenik, Berh Alpha, pp. 43-47. However, in this insance i s clear 
beyond any doub tht the person by this name mentioned in th inscipion i one of the 
emperos known as Jusinos;and See Naveh, Mosaic, pp. 72-73. 

175 See Teherikover, Jews, . 192; Schwabe and Lifsit,p. 9. 
174 See, for exampe, Y. BB 6, 16b. And fordetais, see U 

P17, notc 20 
17 See Albeck, Intrducion, pp. 669-681 
176 Schwabe and Lishitz, p. 35 Mazas, Beth She‘arim, p. 97 
177 1 should e pinted out that the combinatio of the forms of the name Simon with 

Justi() appears i th tamuds in the ame of th fourt-century Paletiian amora-—(third 
cacrsion—Albck, Inroduciion p. 46), Rabbi Jst ben Rabbi Simon (Y. Erubin .5, 23 
. Sheqalim 21, 46c; and perhaps also in Y. MS 423, 4d). Without detilng the viriant readings regarding the name of tis sage, let us point out that the orm of the name as it appears above derives from the main readings 35 well 55 varints with which we have dealt clscwhere (see Urman, “Kazin Inscripions.” p. S17, note 20). Was there a family 
relationship of ny sor beween th aora R. Justiben Rabi Simon and Simon ben Jusinos 
orJustind) mentioned in this inscription? To this question, ve have no answer. But it should 
e clear from my comments that it s question worth pursing. 
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Inscription #2 
‘The stone upon which this inscription was engraved was not found i its 
original site.1”¢ It is 56 cm. long, 35 cm. high, and 23 cm. thick. It is a 
fragment of an architrave decorated on its upper portion with a relief of a 
vase from which there is an emerging leafy vine branch with a cluster of 
grapes (see PL. 36b). On the fragment’s bottom portion appears the follow- 
ing inscription, engraved in Hebrew letters (7-9 cm. high): 

amYIvIHN 
FIG. 4 Inscription #2. 
‘This should be transcribed as 

J. Naveh speculates that this is a segment of a text in Biblical style: 
e 71 91—{You shall not stray from observing 

[his laws and doing his commandments].”™> 
Itis difficult to reconstruct it content, as Naveh has indicated, in spite 

of the relatively large number of letters that have been preserved. 
Nevertheless, until an additional fragment of the architrave is discovered, we 
suggest also weighing the possibility that this inscription comes from the 
list of the 24 Levitical courses that served in the Temple along with the 24 
Priestly watches during the second-temple period.1® I suggest the following 
reconstruction, ... A5E01.... It would be translated as *...the 
course] (of) Mush, (the) course [(of)....” Mush was the second son of Merar, 
son of Levi, 1 and the father of the Mushi family mentioned in most of the 
‘genealogical lists of the families of Levi preserved in the Bible.!%2 

  

  

    

  

  

    

  

  

178 Sec Epstein & Gutman,p. 269, Site 75, 
179 Naveh, Mosaic,p. 147, Insciption #109. 
150 Thers i clear evidence of the existence of Levitcal courses during the second- 

temple period. The most outstanding of these is Tos. Toa. 32-3 (pp. 336-337 in the 
Licberman cdition), “Moses ortained cight couses for the Priess and eight for the Levites. 
After David and Samuelthe see arose,they made them into twenty-four ristly coures and 
wenty-four Leviical coures, 3 is witien, ‘David and Samuel the seer csiablished them in 
thei offce of trust” (1 Chron. 9:22);these are th Pristly and Levitical couses. Came the 
Prophets. that were i Jeruslem and set twenty-Tour stands there pasalel 0 the rwentyfour 
Prestly and Levitical courses 3 i witen, Commnd the Isaelie people and sy to them, 
“My food which i presented unto Me'™ (Nom. 28:2). This canmt mean allthe szalits, but 
it teaches us that one's delegat is as himself, When it i time forthe coure, s Priets and 
Levites g0 up 1o Jerusalem, and the iaclies of hat course, who cannol go (o Jerusalem, 
gather in thie ciies and read the secton of the Creation and are excused from work that 
enire week.” (lalics mine) See lso Antiguites VIl §§ 366. 367; M. Taa. 4:2 Y. Taa. 42, 
6765 Y. Pesabim 4.1, 30¢; B. Taa 27 Numbers Rabbah 3:10. 

1811 scems that the form of the name mush appearing in the insciption (assuming my 
propossl is corret) i the correct form of the name, raher tha the form mushi, which s 
preservd in the gencalogical lss of the Levtes n the Bible (ee ollowing note). The mushi 
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‘The inscriptions (allfragmentary) of the list of the 24 Priestly courses so 
far discovered can be reconstructed on the basis of the list of courses in 1 
Chronicles 24:7-18.1%% By conirast, completing the above inscription s dif- 
fcult because no complete formulation of the 24 Levitical courses has been 
preserved in the Hebrew Bible, % certainly none similar to the courses of 
priests and musicians.'SS That a complete text of the Levites’ 24 courses 
was not preserved in the Bible may be explained by the fact that during the 
second-temple period, the Levites were forced out of their positions in the 
Temple courtyard by the priests. ® Itis also reasonable to assume that after 
the destruction of the Second Temple, some people (perhaps of the Levitical 
families?) wished to preserve the memory of the Levitical courses, ®? just as 
others preserved the memory of the 24 Priestly courses.'®$ 

  

Inscription #31%° 
‘This basalt fragment is 26 cm. high, 28 cm. wide, and 28 cm. thick. Four 
lines of a Greek inscription have been preserved (the average leter height: 3 
om.), Ttreads 

A1GONATO 
PIZONTAOP 
AQTAPN.M 
EYH.ON 

form is a possessive indicating “belonging 10,” and mesning “of mushi." Compare, for 
1 Chon. 63 (*And the sons of Kohath: Amram, Lzha, Hebron, and Uzziel.") 

mbers 327 (“To Kohath belonged th clan of the Ameamites (ha-anrai],the can 
of the Izhartes [ha-izhari), the clan of the Hebronites (Aa-hebroni, and the clan of the 
Uszieits[ha-uzziel); hese were the clans of the Kohathites [£a-koharhi]."). The 
phenomenon of th presevaton (o, more precsely,the “sborption”) of name forms that n 

Hher origin were possesives in bibical genealogica i is e common. Se, for example, 
the sons of Merai: Ethan son of kisi son of Abdi..” (I Chron. 6:29) in contrast 1o 
and ofthe sonsof Merai kit son of Abdi..” (2 Chron, 29:12). 

182 Sce Exod. 6:19; Num. 3:20, 333, 26155 | Chron, 624, 6:32, 2321, 23223, 2426, 2430, 
193 Sec Naveh, Mosaic, pp. 789, 91, 142:143, Inscriptions 51, 52, 56, and 106, 
184 And see onthis, . Liver undee the rabric “Course, Priestly and Levitical Course 

the Encyclopedia Biblica, vol. 5, pp. 569-580; Liver, Pricss and Leies p. 11-32 
185 Chron. 247-15, 259.31. 
16 See Safa, “Ritual,” pp. 370371 
157 Some support forthis prenise we fnd in the fac tht even though the carly paytanin 

Gewish liurgial pocts) devoted many of theit piyyutm (lturgcal poems) and lamenttions 
10 he memory of the 24 Prisly courses,lamentation-piyyatin devoted o the memory of the 
courss ofth Levitesmusicians have o been prescrved tll our day. Sce Siddur R. Saadja 
Gaon, pp.414-416 in Hebrew) s wellas the kerovor of Ha-Kalir pulished by E. Fleisher in 
“On the Couresinthe Piyyutim.” Sinai 62 (1968) 19 f. (i Hebrew) 

158 0n this s Urbach, “Mishmaro,”pp. 304-327. 
19 The inscripton was read and translated by R. C. Gregg. see Gregg and Urman 

Inscription #92. 
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“The inscription should be transcribed as: ..\ifov uopiCovra Sp(ov2)s 
Apva . cvlvav.... s translation: ...a stone demarking (the) boundaries 
o, 

The first two lines, no doubt oiginally preceded by several others, it the 
form familiar from a number of Diocletian boundary stones discovered in the 
Golan.1% I is difficult to know how OPAQY. s to be interpreted; it would 
be an unusual spelling of Spovs, the word tentatively proposed here. In the. 
third and fourth lines, we would expect the name of a landowner, a village, 
ora people, but the leters” llegibility makes reconstruction fule. 

To sum up our discussion of the Jewish finds from the village of 
Abmadiyye, we must note that despite the damage to the ancient site done 
by the nineteenth-century Turkoman settlers, we have no doubt that system- 
atic archacological excavations a the site willreveal remains of one or more 
Jewish public buildings from the fourth century C.E., and perhaps earlier.%! 

      

ED-DORA (KH. ED-DORA) 

“This abandoned Syrian army post was built upon the ruins of an ancient set- 
tlement and stands on a lofty spur at coordinates 2124-2664. 

Ed-Dira was first surveyed by G. Schumacher in 1884, who wrote: “A 
ruin with cight winter huts of the *Arab el-Wesiyeh, between the Wad el- 
Fikhira and the Wadi es-Sandber. In the west and south, where the city was 
ot o well protected by nature as in the east, there are basalt terraces of 
steep incline, and a triply thick wall of great unhewn blocks of basalt. It 
leads south to a pile of ruins, out of which stems of pillars and Doric capi- 
tals, and also a corner pillar, rises. This, I presume, was the old city gate 
From here the old city walls run in a sharp angle for a litle distance further 
towards the southeast. On the city gate carefully hewn stones, 6 feet long, 
are to be found; there are also capitas lying about in other places. In the vil- 
lage itself, which lies inside the ity wall, I noticed nothing of interest.”1% 

After the Six Day War, the site was surveyed by teams led by C. Epstein 
and S. Gutman, who reported that at the summit of the spur there are re 
‘mains of buildings built of hewn stones in secondary use, and that a carved- 

    

  

190 See, .., Greg and Urman, Inseripions #10, 1, 42, 43,200, 40 
191 Here we must note that Hiteameiste and Reeg expressed their opinion tht the 

segment of the architrave wpon which Tnscrpion #2 was found is characteristic of the 
architaves that were found n synagogues of te hird century (See Hiltenmeisier and Reeg. 
pp.4-5). Sil, in their opinion, on th tass ofthis fnd alone it i diffcult 10 be definit sbout 
T Tac that there was 4 synagoguc n Ahmadiyye. If these investgators had scen the 
abundance of architecura tems tht we found n 
Wwould certanly have ben diffrent. 

192 Schumacher, “Dscholan,” p. 279-280; Schumacher, Jaulin, pp. 130-131. 
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out ditch separates the settlement from the spur's south part.® Epstein and 
Gutman also reported that among the buildings on the spur there are shards 
from the Hellenistic, Roman, Byzantine, and Ottoman periods, whereas at 
the foot of the spur, in the trenches of the Syrian Army post, they found a 
great quantity of shards from the early Canaanite period (Early Bronze Age)% 

In 1968 and again in 1972, the author surveyed the site and found pottery 
from the Middle and Late Bronze Ages, and from the Middle Ages (the 
Middle Arab period)—in addition (o the periods noted by Epstein and 
Gutman.I5 In the survey it was possible to make out both the remains of 
the walls described by Schumacher and the ditch which Epstein and Gutman 
reported. I discussed these fortifications in a previous publication and 
pointed out that “without an archacological excavation it is impossible to 
determine to which period these fortifications belong.% 

At the location Schumacher identified as the city gate, we found many 
well-hewn, basalt stones (ashlars) as well as several column shafs. There is 
litle to indicate that this structure was a gate rather than a building. If sys- 
tematic archacological excavations are conducted there, perhaps remains wil 
be found there of a monumentl building from the second-temple and/or rab- 
binic periods. 

Near the ruins of the houses of the Arab village that preceded the Syrian 
Army outpost, we also found an abundance of ancient finely-hewn stones 
and several pillar shafts, as well as Doric and Ionic capitals of the types 
common in Jewish public buildings of the Galilee and the Golan during the 
second-temple and rabbinic periods. The quaniity of remains suggests that 
‘more than one public structure existed at the site. 

At the southern and westen edges of the ruin, we found parts from a 
number of olive-oil presses, and on the spur’s southern slope a complete 
olive-oil press was located in situ. The presence of several olive-oil presses 
at the site reveals that during the second-temple and/or rabbinic periods olive. 
oil was one of the staples, perhaps the only one, of the local economy. 

In October-November 1988, the site was surveyed yet once more by A. 
Golani, who reported finding Chalcolithic shards at the site, in addition to 
those found in earler surveys. %7 The surveyor estimated the area of the ruin 

      

  

  

19 Epsten & Gutman, . 270, Site #53 
19 S previous ote. 
195 D, Urman, “ed-Dir,” Special Surveys Reports, Archive o the Association for the 

Archacological Survey of Iael, Isael Aniiquities Autbority, Jerusalem (n Hebrew: D. 
Urman, "cd-Dirs” Reports of the Siaff Officer in Charge of Archaeological Afars in the 
Golan (1968-1972), Archive of the srael Antiquities Auhoriy, Jersalem (in Hebrew); 
Urman, List,p. 10, 

196 See Urman, Golan, p. 195, St #52 and the noteforthis site on p. 212, 
19 Golasi, “Golan,"p. . 
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as 75 dunams and reported uncovering the remains of a bath-house of the 
Byzantine period at the site. Nevertheless, his most important find, for our 
focus was a fragment of a basalt stone slab measuring about 30 cm. high 
and about 48 cm. wide. On it was incised an Aramaic inscription with let- 
ters some 4 to 8 cm. high. The inscription reads: 

a fon 
Tog 

  

   

Tt translates: “Amah (or Umath) daughter of Shim‘on.” 
“This is a fragment of a Jewish female’s gravestone whose father’s name 

was Shim’on, one of the most common Jewish names in the second-temple 
and rabbinic periods. The name Shimon also appears in other Golan in- 
Scriptions. 1% It seems that the man who incised the inscription first left out 
the third letter in the maiden’s o girl’s name and added it sometime after 
completing the next word. As a result it is unclear whether the letter is a1 
oran. If her name was Umath, this may be the Aramaic form of the name 
Edpdén, which also appears on a burial stone we unearthed at el-‘AL1% 

‘The find of the tombstone fragment of a Jewish female enables us to 
postulate that a Jewish settlement existed at ed-Diira during the second- 
temple and/or rabbinic. periods. This settlement, like most of the Jewish 
settlements of the time in the Golan, supported iself at least partilly by 
growing olives and producing olive oil, as the remains of the olive-oil 
presses attest. From the size of the site, the abundance of the ancient 
building stones (ashlar), and the quantity of architectural items identified by 
the various surveys, it i possible to suggest that this seitlement contained a 
number of Jewish public buildings. 

QISRIN (QASRIN) 

‘This abandoned Syrian village was built at coordinates 2161-2660, upon and 
within the ruins of a Jewish settlement from the rabbinic period. Today the 
area serves as a tourist park for the display of antiquities, near the new 
Tsraeli urban settlement of Qasrin which was erected in the mid-1970's. 

G. Schumacher, who viited the place in 1884, did not discern the Jewish 
remains and described the site ina few words: “A small Bedawin winter vil- 
lage, with a_group of beautiful oak trees and old ruins, south of el 
Ahmadiyye.”™® In 1967, the ste was surveyed by a survey team led by 

    

198 Sce Inscrption #2 in the section on “Ein Nashdt, ss well as Inscrption #1 in the 
section on Ahmadiyye, 

199 S the secton on el-*Al a wella Gregg and Urman, Inscription 461 
200 Schumacher, “Dscholan” p. 340; Schumacher, Jauldn,p. 194 
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Gutman. They were the first to report the remains of a Jewish public build- 
ing 201 

Tn 1970, the author and his team surveyed the abandoned village again, 
and determined that the area of the ancient ste had once spread out over 50 
dunams across a low hill with moderate slopes. This hill may actually be a 
tell containing construction remains to a depth of at least three meters. The. 
survey gathered small amounts of pottery from Middle Bronze Age IIb, from 
the Late Bronze Age, the Iron Age, (especially Iron Age 1), and the 
Hellenistic period. A larger quaniity of shards was collected from the differ- 
ent stages of Roman, Byzantine, carly Arab, middle Arab (Mameluke) and 
later Arab (Ottoman) periods 2 In the Syrian houses, the survey found a 
number of decorated architectural items in secondary use as building material 
that had gone unreported by Gutman's team. The origin of these items was 
apparently the Jewish public building complex. Of these architectural items, 
two basalt doorposts require further mention. On one of them, an eleven- 
branched menorah with a tripod base was incised (see PL. 372) %% On the 
second doorpast were found stone reliefs of a five-branched menorah and, be- 
side it,a peacock pecking at a cluster of grapes or a pomegranate (see PL. 
376).2% 

In April 1971, the author began to excavate the Jewish public building’s 
remains at Qistin. In two seasons of excavation, the boundaries of & large 

rectangular hall were uncovered (18 x 1540 m.), which our frst reports des- 
ignated as “the synagogue hall” (see PL. 38b) 5 Leading into the hall is a 
central doorway located in the center of its northern wall (sce PL. 384). This 
doorway, whose widih on the inner side of the wall is 1.90 m. and on the 
outer side is 1.45 m., has been preserved to its full 2.45 m. height. The 
doorway frame is composed of sculpted bands with a flat architrave, a 
convex frieze, and a cornice with an egg-and-dart design. On the lintel of the 
doorway, in addition (o these sculpted bands are alo reliefs of a wreath tied 
ina ‘Hercules knot flanked by two pomegranates and two vases (amphorac). 
At the foot of the doorposts, two Attic pilaster bases project from the wall. 
In the southeast coner of the hall, in the castern wall, there is a small 

  

  

  

   

  

  

  

tein & Gutman, . 270, St 484 
202, Urman, “Qisin,” Report o he StffOffcer in Charge of Archaeological Affis in 

ihe Golan (1968-1972), Archivs of the sral Antiqutes Auhorty, Jerusaem (i Hebrow); 
Uman, List, . 10, 

203 This engraving could be interpreted s a ‘ree of e, altbough the presence of the 
rpod base makestisinterpretaton less ikl 

284 See note 202, and aso Urman, “Golan—3." p. 5 
215 See Urman, “Qain Synagoe,” . § Urnan, “Synagogue Stcs” pp. 25-27; Urmsn, 

‘Golan—7," p. 2; Urinan, “Hellnisic,” pp. 460-462. As for the definton of the use of the 
ball 35 b Aneste, sce my comments in Urman, “Kazrin Inscipions,” p. 13, note 2,as 
well a in my artice “The House of Assembly and the House of Study: Are They One dnd 

the Same?” sppesving in vlume 1 of this coletio, p. 232-255 
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doorway whose width on the inner side of the wall is 0.85 m. and, on the, 
outer side, 1.05 m. This doorway, which narrows toward the inside of the, 
hall, leads to an adjacent room and provides evidence that the hall we 
excavated is only part of a large complex of a Jewish public building, 
Further evidence that the hall comprises part of a larger complex is the fact 
that the hall’s western wall continues southward across the corner formed 
where the hall’s southern wall converges upon it 26 

‘Within the hall, along all four walls, we found the remains of two rows 
of benches constructed of well-hewn basalt stones (ashlar). Parts of column 
shafts, as well as the bases and capitals of the hall's columns, were found 
Scattered in the rubble or in secondary use in the later construction within 
the hall, adjoining rooms, or nearby structures. It seems that the roof of the, 
hall originally rested upon two rows of columns—four in each row—and, 
upon a pair of pilasters found incorporated in the construction of the 
southern wall (see PLs. 39a-40a). It should be noted that the capitals we 
found in the Qsrin excavation are identical with those Schumacher found at 
Yahadiyye.?9” These capitals, which are a variation of the lonic capitals 
widespread in sites of southern Syria, are characteristic of the Golan's 
Jewish public buildings from the second-temple and rabbinic periods. 

  

  

06 1o 7. Ma'oz's wriings, he has published a plan of the hall in which he places an 
entranceway i the wester wll, argr in widih (acording o the plan) than the one in the 
Rorthern wal. (See Ma'oz, Qasin, . 4; Moz & Killcrew, "I982/1984, . 92; Moz & 
Killsbrew, *1983/1984," . 290, Fig 1; Ma'or & Killbrew, “Ancient Qusin” p. 8 Moz & 
Killcbrew, “Qusrin— 1" . 1423; Ma'oz & Killbrew, ~Qagtin—2," p. 1219). Receatly he 
‘wrot, “Traces of another entrance were found in the western wall Is linte bears @ double 
meander relief (swastka). A geometric elie of thomboids and triangls, with a ogete in 
he center probably belonged 1o 3 window above this entrance.” (Ma'oz & Killerew, 
Qtin2."p. 1220). In Ma‘oz & Killcbrew, “Qasrin—1," p. 1423 he paiats out that the 
width of the entranceway in the hall's western wall is only 1.20 m, and in Ma'oz & 
Killsbrew, “Ancicat Qarin” pp. 1819, note 7 he states, “Because this door was climinated 

in'a later emodeling, s presence was ndicsed only by a inner thresholdstone 
in the benches along the west wal of the prayerhal, Fragments of it, however, were found 
in sccondary use incorported nto  ecent e Siuctre adjacent (0 the $ynagogue in the 
‘west. These included th threhald stone and the dooramb stnes, one o which was incsed 
with & tee of ife” Ma'oz's identificaion of 4 door in the westcrn wal is unfortunately 
mistaken. In the {wo seasons of excavations we condueted at Qisrin—prior o Ma‘oz's 
excavations-—we uncovered the entire ayout of the hal’ oute walls and some tops of the 

hal’s walls and the rooms near it n the west, south, and cast. We also excavated the 
extemal surface ofthe hal's norther wll 10 the foundations and most of the length o the 
‘xtemal surface of its wester wall Therefore, 3 the one who was the fis to excavate in 
the structure, and who, among other things, excavatd the westwall of the halldesignated by 
Moz asa “prayer hall.” and 5 the one wh, i thecoure of excavaton, disassembled the 

late structure adjscent o the vestem wall of that hall | must note the hall’s wester wall 
contained no traces of an entrancewsy. Todsy's visito f the i, nfortunately, willfind an 
Cntranceay in the westem wal because of Ma'oz' nvolvement in the sit's preservation 
and reconstructon. 1 egre (0 sy, howerer,the door has no e scintific bais. 

207 See Schumacher, “Dschalan,” p. 303, Figs. 60-61; Schumacher, Jauldn, . 271, Figs, 
142-143; and see more aboutthis fathe on inthe chapteron Yahddiyye. 
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  From the stratigraphy s that were uncovered in the 
hall’s excavation and other areas of excavation around i, it became clear that 
this hall was built in the first half of the third century C.E. From then on, it 
went through several stages uniil the end of the thiricenth century. In its 
first stage, which lasted until the mid-fourth century, along its four walls 
there were two rows of well-hewn basalt stone benches. The hall floor, at 
this stage, was made of a laer of thick plaster grooved to imitate stone 
slabs. During the second stage of the hall’s use a mosaic floor was laid on 
top of the plaster floor (greatly damaged in later stages of occupation). At 
this time, a low platform near the center of hall's southern wall was also 
built. The date at which the second stage began is not clear, but it appears 
that it occurred sometime i the second half of the fourth century. The third 
stage opened at the start of the seventh century with the laying of a plaster 
floor atop the mosaic one. From this period, a cache of 82 coins dating from 
598-603 C.5. was discovered, near the northeast corner of the platform.2%5 A 
date for the destruction of the hall after the third stage is not known, but it 
is clear that it was destroyed by an earthquake. Sometime after its destruc- 
tion, the northern part of the hall was rebuilt and it appears that this rehabil- 
itated section served as a prayer hall at least uniil the thirtcenth century. 
‘When the northern part was restored, a wall containing a small niche was 
built facing south. The stones for this wall were taken from the ruins of the 
southern part of the hall (which was restored only afier our excavations). 
One of these stones contained part of an Aramaic inscription (see Inscription 
#1). A second, rectangular niche was opened in the inner side of the western 
wall, in the center of the northen part of the hall. Incised on a stone at the 
bottom of the niche was a five-branched menorah. 

It is difficult to ascertain the identity of the people who repaired the 
northern part of the hall and used it until the thirteenth century. Were they 
Jews or Muslims? Ma‘oz, in his various publications, ignores the incised 
candelabrum and the niche above it, and argues emphatically that the place: 
served as a mosque.2” During our excavations of this part of the hall— 
which examined the hall entirely—we found no artifactsor other evidence to 
support this conclusion (excluding the niche facing southward). It is possi 
ble, additionally, that some time afte the third stage of the hall’s history, it 
was also used by Chrstians (perhaps only in the twelth centry). The first 
indication of this is that on the upper plaster floor we uncovered in the 
northern part of the hall, ceramics were found typical of the Crusader sites in 
twelfth-century westem Palestine. The second indication is that a careful pe- 

  

  

  

  

208 The cache o coins was discovered during the preservation and reconstruction work 
at the stc under the supervision of M. Ben-Ar and 5. Bar-Lev. My thanks g to Mr. Bar-Lev 
ho placed this information t my disposal, 

29 See note 206. 
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rusal of the lintel over the central doorway of the hall’s northern wall reveals 
that the center of the wreath contins a carved cross. 

In the decades immediately preceding our excavations at the site, the area 
of the building complex was the cemetery of the Syrian village, and just 
outside the doorway in the hall’s northern wall, a large structure of a sheik’s 
tomb had been built, which we dismantled at the start of the excavations 
there. A platform built in recent decades served as a base for the sheik’s 
tomb using building stones and decorated architectural items taken from the 
complex surrounding the Jewish public building. When we dismantled parts 
of this platform, we found an lonic capital upon which a three-branched 
menorah was incised, as well as a fragment of a window lntel containing a 
bas relief of a ive-branched menorah (see PL. 416)210 

Upon the conclusion of our excavations at the site and after a new road 
was paved nearby in preparation for the new urban center of Qastin, many 
interested parties began 10 visit the site. At the beginning of 1974, near the 
ruins of a Syrian house east of the Jewish public building complex, one vis- 
itor accidentally discovered a basalt stone on which was carved a complete 
Hebrew inscription (below, Inscription #5). In September 1975, the author 
together with D. Groh, conducted another survey of the ruins of the Syrian 
village houses and the site’s agricultural periphery.2'! In the course of the 
survey, a number of architectural items hitherto unknown t0 us were discov- 
ered, including two lintel (7) fragments with segments of inscriptions 
(below, Inscriptions #2 and #3). In 1975-1976, M. Ben-Ari and S. Bar-Lev 
completed the excavation and restoration of the hll and supervised the clea 
ing of part of the ruins of the Syrian village, when the place was turned into 
a tourist site, as mentioned above. In the process of this work, two Aramaic 
inscription segmens were discovered.2? One of these belongs to Inscription 
#1, and we shall therefore designate it as Inscription #1a. The second in- 
scription will be identified as #4. 

This history of archacological investigation at Qisrin has unfortunately 
been abbreviated in the entry on “Qasrin’ in the New Encyclopedia. In the 

article’s opening remarks, Z. Ma'oz writes: 

  

  

  

    

  

  

In 1978, a strtigraphic probe was conducted under the synagoge floor by 
Bar-Lev and Z. Ma‘oz. A new series of excavations was carried out in the 
synagogue from 1982 to 1984, on behalf of the Isracl Department of 

  

210 Iy coninustion of the mosque thory which Ma'oz especially developed i his 1988 
aticle with Ann Killerew, he inssts that th. platform upon which we found the sheikh's 
fomb is " 13th century platform outside of the mosque; this was used for prayer in the 
Summer” (Ma‘oz & Killcbrew, “Ancient Qastn.” p. 5). We can only note that this 
determination has no bsi. 

211 See Urman, “Qastin” pp. 23 
212 \y thanks t0 5. Bar-Lev her 

inscription segments. 

  

  

5o, who generously allowed me to publish these
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Antiquites and Museums (today the Israel Antiquties Authority), under the. 
direction of Ma‘oz, R. Hachiili, and A. Killebrew. Excavations in the vil 

lage were begun in 1983, directed by Killebrew. An arca of about 1250 5q. 
m. was cleared in the northem part of the village, including the synagogue 
and domestic buildings 213 

This paragraph leads the reader to several inaccurate conclusions. First, 
Ma‘oz and Bar-Lev were not the first to carry out exploratory stratigraphic 
excavations beneath the so-called “synagogue floor.” The excavations I car- 
ried out in the northern part of the hall over two seasons conducted such 
probes. M. Ben-Ari and S. Bar-Lev carried out similar excavations in 1975- 
1976, in both the southern and northern parts of the hall 214 Second, the ex- 
cavations conducted by Ma‘oz, Hachiili, and Killebrew in the years of 1982- 
1984 were primarily in the rooms cast of the synagogue and not within 
it.2'5 Third, in the final sentence of the quote, Ma‘oz atiributes to himself 
and Killebrew the excavation of “An area of about 1,250 sq. m....in the 
northern part of the village, including the synagogue and domestic build- 
ings.216 Butin 1988 he wrote: “During the 1983-1986 seasons, we opened 
a 1200 square-meter segment (40 meters north-south and 30 meters east- 

  

  

213 Thus in Ma'oz & Killebrew, “Qasrin—1," p. 1423 and Maoz & Killebrew, “Qusrin—2,"p. 1219, Parentheses e 
21470 qur regre, from the mid-1970's il the wiin of these lne, M. Ben-Ar and . 

Bar-Lev have not published the reolts of thir sasons of excavation there, for the two 
ceased their archacalogical work and turned to other things. Perhaps ther new work i 
important for Bar Lev became a leader of the lsreli setlments in the Golan and has 
Served as hesd ofthe Qasrin Chy Counclsoce his new city was etabished. Sl it 1 (0 be 
hoped that when they free themselves of these occupations,they willpublish the results of 
theisexcavaions at the st 

215 See noe 1 on page 18 of Ma‘or & Killebrew, “Ancient Qastin,” “Rachel Hachili 
was also one of those sked by the council(he local council of Qasrin—D.U.) t0 begin & 
new excavation (a Qsrn—D.U). The spring 1982 season concentated o the clearing ard 
recording of the architecural fragments.~ (cmphasis mine—D.U) This lat senten 
ndicats thal, in the first season, the excavators did ot concen themselves with excavation 
a the area but only with cleaning and recording the archacological tems. Unfortunately, 
Ma‘oz fils o give proper crdit to th archacologists who stdied the site priorto him. His 

pication tht the author,as well as M. Ben At and S. Br-Lev in thir tum, did not clean 
and regiser all he archacological artfscts that were discovered in the excavations snd 
various surveys conducted at the site is preposterous. Indeed, a filing cabinet ful of 
material—reportsconcerning these it and athers, including photographs—was trasferred 
by M. Ben-Ari and S. Bar-Lev to Z. Ma'oz when h bcame the achacologist for the Golan 
Distict n the ssael Antiqities Authorty. He continues his lack of courtey o previous 
excavators when he says, “The latr, medieval addiions to the synsgogue were recorded 
examined, and partilly dsmantleds” Who did the work he il to give creit for? Primarly 
the expeitions led by the suthor, Ben-Ari, and Bar-Lev—not by the team Ied by Ma'oz. 
Hachlii, and Killebrew. He goes on 10 say, “In 1983, investgations of the village 
commenced, From 1983 through 1987, excavations of the villge and synagogue have been 
under the diretorship of the authors.” Agan, he fls o acknowledge the site's provious 

216 See note 213, Emphasis mine 
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west) east of the synagogue.”" Thus, although M 
excavated the ancient village of Qistin, the synagogue was | 
by others well before their arrival on the scene. 

Finally, it should be noted that a final report detailing the shard finds and 
the plans of the stratigraphic cross-sections has not yet been published from 
the “stratigraphic probe” conducted in 1978 by Bar-Lev and Ma‘oz 1% 

To summarize our criticism of the publications on the excavations at 
Qisrin by Ma'oz, and Ma'oz and Killebrew, we emphasize that the problem 
is not one of giving credit to previous excavators but rather one of the relia- 
bility of their writings. One hopes that Ma‘oz and Killebrew, instead of 
overlooking archacological excavations prior to their work in the Golan 
area, will dedicate their efforts to full and reliable publication of the excava- 
tions they conducted around the complex of the Jewish public structure at 
Qisrin. Until such a publication appears, it is better that the readers and pub- 
lishers of encyclopedias be aware of the incomplete and misleading character 
of the Ma‘oz-Killebrew reports on the excavations at Qisrin. 

‘We shall now turn to the various inscriptions discovered at the site, from 
‘which we can learn more about the Jewish community that lived there dur- 
ing the rabbinic period. 21 

  

  

    

  

  

Inscription #1 

FIG. I Inscription #1 

217 Ma'oz & Killebrew, “Ancient Qagen” p. 11, Emphasis mine. 
218 Intead of such a report, e find in Ma'oz & Killebrew, “Ancient Qasrin,” p. 7, the 

following statement by Ma‘oz, “Inthe surmer of 1978, Bar-Lev and | excavated a snall 
probe in the souh-westem comnr of th tynsgogue. Three main floors and one working 
Surace tha was related to the use snd consruction of the synagogue were ecovered. Based 
o the ceramic cvidence from this probe and on my survey and excavations at the 
Synagogies of Horvai Kanaf and "Ein Nashon, 1 ave concladed tha the synagogue (at 
Qisin D) was first erectd i the. Byzantin period (approximatly the th-6ih centuries 
(.5 (Emphasis mine—D.U) T seems tha thre s nothing beter than tis statement (o 
et 0 the scietific tandard of s author and his ability, 4 an archacologis, o provide 
rescarch with irmly based dats 

2191 discussed these insciptons at ength about en years ago, but in Hebrew. Sec 
Urman, “Kastin Insciptions” pp. $31-544. Ther the reader will b sble to find copies snd 
photographs which, for technica reason, we ar prevenied from presening here 
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“This portion of an Aramaic inscription was engraved between two 
paralle straight lines on a well-hewn basaltstone. The stone's exact place 
in the public structure is unclear; it may have served as an architrave in the 
hall’s first stage. The stone fragment is 1 m. long and 32 cm. high. The 
height of the inscription’s letters is 5-7 cm. The reading of the inscription is 
clear: ...}y [T 

At the first reports of this find, we suggested completing the reading 
thus:220 " That is: ...X son of Ulzzi made (in the 
sense of “donated to make”) this accommodation].... 2! J. Naveh, who in- 
cluded the inscription in his book, accepted our reading and added: “There is 
10 way of knowing the nature of this accommodation mentioned here; it 
‘may be that it was some architectural part of the synagogue structure. 222 

‘After a prolonged study of this inscription, we suggest interpreting this 
2137 (“square”) as a room or hall in which it was customary to have ‘mv31" 
thatis, ‘T, group meals or ritual repasts. These meals often followed 
the fulfillment of an obligatory religious ceremonial 2 1. N. Epstein and 
. Licberman have already shown that the ‘1237 (feast) is mentioned in Y. 
Shabbat 4:2, 7a: “R. Yonah and R. Yose visited the house of study of Bar 
Ulla where there was a ‘feast”” And in Y. Shabbat 20:1, 17c, they found, 
“In the days of R. Judah b. Pazi there was a ‘feast’ in the house of study...." 
In his book Ha-Yerushalmi ki-Peshuto, S. Licberman further explained the 
second passage: “It seems that the regular ‘reclining’ (at a meal) in the tal- 
‘mud and the special place where one reclined during the meal was called 

2. 24 The revuah should therefore be explained as “a known term for 
some sort of gathering with food and drink at which people were re- 
clined”2$ 

Y. Megillah 3:4, 74a, suggests that some sages held that synagogues and 
houses of study should not be a place for cating:22¢ “Houses of assembly 
[that s, synagogues] and houses of study, one does not behave in them 

    

    

  

   

    

  

    220 Urman, “Golan—7," p. 2 Urman, “Helleisic, 
21 See Naveh, Mosaic, p. 91 
22 Navch, Mosaic,p. 147, Insripion #110, 
223 Conceming group meals and meals associated with religious oceasions in the 

traditions and customs of the Jews of the Land of liracl in the rabbinc perid, see A 
Oppenheimer, “Groups that were in Jeruslem,” in A. Oppenbeimer, U. Rappaport and M. 
Stem, cds. Chapers in he History of Jerusalem daring the Second Temple—In Memory of 
Abraban Schait Gerusalem, 1981), pp. 178-190 (in Hobrew). Se, especally, pp. 135-185, 
and the references there to carier rsearch, On the 7537, se also Meilis, “Revus.” pp 65.466. 

224, Lierman, The Literal Jerusalem Tabnud (esasalem, 1939), . 213 in Hebrew) 
225 5N, Bpstein, “On the Remains of th Jeruslem Talmud,” Tarbiz 3 (1932): 243 (in 

Hebrew; S Licberman, “Jerasalem Talmd Fagments.” Tarbi 6 (1935): 234 in Hebrew); 
2N, Epsci, “On the Jirusalem Talmud Frsgments.” Tbiz 6 (1935): 236-237 (in Hebrew). 

726 See J.N. Epstein, “On the Jerusalem Talmod Fragments,” Tarbiz 6 (1939); 236 (n 
Hebrew) 
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frivolously, one does not eat or drink in them....”2? There seems to be sig- 
{ nificant disagreement on this matter, however, for Y. Pesahim 1:1, 27b, re 

lates the following story. “R. Jeremiah inguired: ‘What of houses of assem- 
bly and houses of study regarding checking for leaven?” It s required because 
(leaven) is brought in on Sabbath and New Moons.” Y. Moed Qatan 2:3, 
81b (=Y. Sanh. 15:2, 26a-b) relates: “R. Yohanan said: ‘One may borrow 
money even at interest for a society [whose purpose is fulfilling a specific] 
religious commandment and for sancifying the New Month....” R. Yohanan 
would go to the synagogue in the morning and collect crumbs, eat them, 
and say: ‘May my lot be among those who ate here last night.”” These pas- 
sages reveal that on Sabbaths, New Moons, and gatherings of the “religious 
‘commandment societies,” it was customary 1o feast in the synagogues and 
the houses of study. These meals linked to religious ceremonies, as well as 
other meals, 228 were probably hel i special rooms or halls set aside for 
this purpose in the synagogues and houses of study of the rabbinic pe- 
riod. 22 

Until the inseription’s continuation is found, we will not know how to 
complete the word 2:37— [ or [Tnl13>—for this i the first time that 
this word occurs in Jewish dedicatory inscriptions. Support for the comple- 
tion [n]212 comes from the appearance of the word w1531 in Nabatean ded- 
ication inscriptions. In a bilingual inscription—Nabatean Aramaic and 
Greek—that was discovered in 1866 in Sidon, the editor of the CIS reads:™ 

    

  

  

    

           

        

        
    
          

      
       

G Aovoapi 6 Setva ZloiNow oBpar 

  

and completes the Greek formula: [ 
¥és [dvéabnloev. 

Similar formulas have also been found in an inscription at Haraba, near 
31 

  
27 nd lso e Tos. Meg. 3207 (gp. 2 

Licherman ediion); s wellas B. Meg. 54 
228 See sbove, note 223 
29 Following a conversation on this mtter with my tescher Professor S, Licberman, he 

wrote me the following .. From the souces (eruslem Talmud Shabbat 4, 7220, 176) it is: 
clear that in the houses of study there were ‘Tz places where they ate"—fom his letier 
o of Wednesday,Roeh Hodeh Evl (1l 11573 (1973] 

30 See Corpus Inscriptionum Semiicarum, vol. 2 (Pari, 1893), pp. 188185, Inscripion 
160, 

51 R, Dussaud and F. Macle, Voyage archéologique au Saf et dans le Djcbel cd-Druse 
(Pais, 1901),p. 195, Inscripton 477, dem, Misson dans les régions déseriques de la Syrie 
moyenne (Pais, 1903), p. 313, Insciption #19, 

  

25 in the Zackermandeledion . 353 inthe 
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‘These three inscriptions are undoubtedly dedicatory inscriptions. In all three, 
the names of the donors who contributed for the erection of the N> are 
mentioned. From the Sidon inscription, we also learn that the X2 was 
dedicated tothe god Dushara, the head god of the Nabatean pantheon. 

‘The scholars who dealt with these three Nabatean inscriptions had diffi- 
culty translating the word §n527,2* and have in fact provided no satisfa 
tory explanation. But this has no impact on our study, for I brought these 
inscriptions to point out the ending ‘\n—" at the end of the word KA 
This suggests that Inscription #1 should be completed [Tn]127. And fur- 
thermore, our analysis which links Qisin’s [1]212 or [1}:137 with the 
Nabatean w131 sheds light on the latter’s meaning—it signifies a hall for 
fitual meals 234 

  

  

  

     

    

Inscription Segment #1a 
“This second inscription fragment forms part of Insription #1. s ltters 
were carved between two straight parallel lines, with a space of about 10 
am. between them—just like the letters of Inscription #1. The manner of 
formation and the style of the two fragmenis” leters is quite similar, and 
their heights are identical, about 5-7 cm. The length of the second stone 
fragment is 38 cm.,is height is 33 cm., and its thickness is 22 cm. 

  

FIG.2 Inscription #1a. 

32 & Liumann, Publcations of he Princeton Univesity Archaeological Expedition to 
Syria in 1904-1905 and 1909, Division 1V, Senitc Inscriptions, Section A, Nabatean 
Inscripions from he Southern Houran (Leyden, 1914) p. .59, Inscrption #71. 

233 See the publictions mentioned in notes 230-232 and cspecilly that of E. Litmann 
(ot 232), p. 45 

234 On dhe halls for feasts and riual feasts among the Nabateans sce, for cxample, 
Nelson Gluck's comments n his book Deires and Dolphins (New York, 1965),pp. 163191   
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    We suggest completing it as either Tts reading is clear: 
3  That i to say, “...two minabs....” or Mip...” or * 

      

twenty minahs 
Of course, two or twenty may not be the entire number. It may be that 

before the number “two” or “twenty” there was another number indicating 
“tens’” (before the two) or “hundreds,” similar to that written in Daniel 6:2, 
“It pleased Darius to set over the kingdom one hundred and twenty satraps, 
who should be throughout the whole kingdom....” Still, this possibility de 
pends upon the value of the minah coin at the time of the inscription. The 
minah, or maneh in Hebrew, as we know, is mentioned many times in the 
talmudic lterature, but s exact value in Palestine at different times during 
the rabbinic period has yet to be ascertained ™5 This makes it difficult o es- 
timate the position of this inscription fragment relative to Inscription #1. It 
may be that Ben Uzzi was the donor of a number of minahs, but this re- 
mains speculation at the present. For answers to these and other questions, 
we must wait until other parts of the inscription are uncovered. 

Let us further point out that this s the first time that the minah appears 
in a dedication inscription of a public Jewish building of the rabbinic period. 
In the rabbinic-cra Jewish dedication inscriptions found thus far in Palestine, 
the only contributions mentioned are of “one fremis,”% “three grams 
“a half dinar."% “one dinar “three dinars,”® and “five gold dinars."™ 

   
  

  

  

    

  

Inscription #2 

FIG.3 Inscription #2. 
  

D. Sperber, “On the Value of the Manch,” Talpioth 9 (1970): S91.611 G 
Hebrew), especaly p. 611, note 

236 See Naveh, Mosaic, p. 5, Inscrpton #33; . 60, Inscripion #34; p. 62, Inscripion 
435, 114, Inscription #7 

25 Naveh, Mosaic, p. 57, Inscription 53 
238 Naveh, Mosaic,pp. 62464, Insription £35. 
239 Naveh, Mosaic, p. 60, Inseripion #34. 
240 Naveh, Mosaic, pp. 9293, Insciption #57. 
241 Naveh, Mosaic, . 54, Inscription #32 

      

   



     

          

   
    

      
   

   
    

    

    

a7 URMAN 

“The original use of this basalt fragment is unclear. The stone was found 
with its upper part and sides broken; only on the bottom can the remains of 
the original edges be scen. The length of the stone fragment is 42 cm. and 
it height is 30 cm. It thickness is unclear because it was examined while 
part of the wall of an abandoned Syrian building. Of the inscription, the re- 
mains of two lines were preserved (leter height, 4-6 cm.): 

“The reading of the upper line is difficult since it leters were severely 
damaged when the stone fragment was set into the wall of the Syrian 
building. In the bottom line we read: “...]nsompH[..." T suggest 
completing it s, *...73]21 BN Pi{N...,” that is, ... Halafta contributed 
and made. "4 

‘The formula 721 pinoa (“contributed and made”) has been known for 
some time from the Jewish dedication inscriptions in Palestine. For exam- 
ple, the Aramaic dedication inscription discovered by J. Braslavi 
(Braslawski) at ‘Ibillin has been deciphered by Naveh as follows 244 

  

     
  

  

  

  Naveh translates it as, “May he be remembered for [good] Barukithe 
Alexandrian (2) who (?) here/contributed and ma[de] Ah[is] gate/[Ame]n 
Peace” 

Another Aramaic dedication inscription contains this formula. Tt was un- 
covered in the mosaic floor of a Jewish public structure at Jericho. Naveh 
renders it as follows 24 

  

242 In vansating the word 7 
Naveh, Mosaic p. 10) 

243 Sce . Braslawski, “The New Inscripion of ‘Abelin,” Yed'or 2, no. 1 (1934): 31 (in Hebrew); *A Synagogue Inscripion at "Abelln,” ¥edi'ot 2, nos. 3-4 (1935): 10-13 (in 
Hebrow) 

See Naveh, Mosaic pp. 4344, Inscrption #21, And also sce what H. L. Ginsberg and . Klein noted about this nscripion, ¥edi‘or2, nos. 3.4 (1935) 4748 (in Hebrew). 45 Naveh, Mosaic, pp. 103-105, Insciption 469, For a recent discussion of this inscrption, see N. Wieder, “The Jericho Inscripion and Jewish Litugy,” Tarbiz, 52, n0. 4 (1983): 557-57 in Hebrew) (and especially se there pp. S63-565); and similarly in the ‘comment of M. A. Fredman, “The Verb ‘e’ in Palestinan Synagogue Inscriptions, Tarbiz 5, no. 4 (1984) 605-606 in Hebrew), 

  " (Ccontibuted) we have followed Naveh 
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Naveh translates it as: 
Remembered for good. May their memory be for good. All 
the hiolly congregation, adults and children, who 
with the King of the Universe’s help contributed and built 
the mosaic. He Who knows their names, and their children’s, and of the 

members 
Of their households, may He inscribe them in the Book of Life [with all 
the righteous friends of al Iracl. Pealce. Amen.” 

Similar formulations have been found in other Aramaic dedication inscrip- 
tions uncovered at Beth-Shean, at Na‘aran, 2 and at Khirbet Susiya. %5 

‘The name 71551 appears here in its Galilean form. 4% This name is 
Known from rabbiniclitrature as the name of a number of palestinian fan- 
naim and amoraim® tis also found in Greek in a buril inscription from 
the Jewish cemetery of Jaffa 5! 

If the suggested completion of the botom line of Inscription #2 i cor- 
rect, then the inscription was writtenin Aramaic. It was a dedicatory inscrip- 
tion' which identified a donor named ns5m who contributed to_building 
some part—or perhaps all—of a Jewish public structure at Qistin 

  

  

  

  

Inscription #3 
‘The inscription was discovered incorporated in secondary use in the same 
abandoned Syrian building in which Inscription #2 was found. It may be a 
‘continuation of the other, but this is uncertain. The inscription was carved 
on a basalt stone whose location and function in the ancient building re- 
mains unclear. The stone's dimensions: length—36.5 cm., height—29 cm., 
thickness unknown (the stone is embedded in the wall of a Syrian b 

    

FIG. 4 Inscription #3. 

Mosaic, p. 778, ascipion 446 
osaic p. 93101, Insciptions 45, 60, 64, 6. 

243 Naveh, Masai, .17, Insciption #76; pp. 122-123 nscritions #53-84. 
249 Sec Y. Kuticher, Hebrew and Aramaic Sudies Gersalem, 1977),pp. 178 . (n 

    

    
Hebew). 

250 See Hyman, Toldoth, vl 2, pp. 452454 
251 See Kiein,ha-Yishu, p. 81, Inscription 913,  
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‘The inscription contains two lines, the height of its leters: 4-8 cm. The 
ranseription i 

. 

From the transeription, it is clear that we have here only a segment of an 
inscription. To our regret, most of the letters in the top line were damaged 
when the stone was set into the wall of the Syrian building, and we there. 
fore cannot complete anything there. I suggest this completion of the lower 

  

    was widespread among palestinian Jews during 
the rabbinic period and need not b discussed here 2 The name ', by con- 
trast, has so far not been found among the inscriptions of the period. It may 
be that it comprises a nickname based on a place-name, like the fourth gen- 
exation tanna, R. Simeon Shezori, who is named after the Galilean village 
Shezor* Another possibiliy is that it consttutes a form stemming from 
the biblical name “Shobi” or “Shobai.” Shobi is mentioned in 2 Samuel 
17:27 as one of the men who supported David when he fled from 
Absalom—Shobi son of Nahash from Rabbath-Ammon. The second form, 
Shobai, appears in Ezra 2:42 and in Nehemiah 7:45 as the name of a family 
of Levite gatekeepers. It is possible, therefore, that the Eliezer or Elazar 
‘mentioned in the inscription was called "3, “(the) Shobi,” because of his 
relationship to this family. If ths explanation is correct, we might expect to 
find the definite article, ha," with this name-form, but it is often missing, 
as in the case of R. Simeon Shezor 

The name “Shobi” or “Shobai” appears in a number of archacological 
finds. In 1914, P. Schroeder published a Hebrew seal that seems to have 
been found at Usha. Upon it appears the inscription 15158 /3 *3%25¢ The 
name “Shobi” also appears in a Hebrew letter from the seventh century 
B.C.E. uncovered at Mezad Hashavyahu. In lines 7-8 of the letter, the name. 
0 s written 2% J. Naveh, who deciphered the lette, theorizes that 
the Hasbayyahu who is mentioned was a Levite 56 Finally, the name 

    

  

  

   

  

252 We shall only point out that thes e forms hav aleady been found i the Jewish 
dediction nsrptions from the Golan, and see the secton on Dabia,Inscriptions #1 and 46 

253 Maimonides, in i itroduction tothe Order of *Seeds, exlsined tht he was called 
“Shezor” becsuse of his crat bu recen generatons have explined it s did the author of 

  

  

Kaftor va-Ferah,ie. *he was caled Shezari aftr the name of his city...” And see Kaftor 
va-Ferah (Lunz ediio),p. 614. See Margalith, pp. $1-872, andalso Kien, a-Fishuv, p. 
154 

354 p. Schrede, “Vier Segelseine mit semitischen Legenden,” ZDPY 37 (1914): 174- 
s, 

3. Naveh, “A Hebrew Leter from Meyad Hashavyahu,” Yedior 25 (1961): 120 (in 
Hebgew) 

25 i, pp. 123,16,
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“Shobi” or “Shobai s also found incised on two ossuaries from the second- 
temple period, publshed by E. L. Sukenik in 1932, On one ossuary 
Sukenik read, * and on the second,     

Inscription #4 
“This basa architeave fragment is decorated with a elef band in the egg-and- 
dartstyle. The fragment’s dimensions ar: length at the top—27 ., length 
at the bottom 23 cm., height—25 cm., and thickness at the bottom: 
m. Of the Aramaic inscription, only one word survived, 
can be translated as, *...tht s from the outside.” From the fact that afer the 
word, for a length of about 10 cm. uniil the break in the stone, there s no 
indication of anything written, we deduce that the inscription originally had 
a second line under the word that now remains; indeed, the bottom part of 
the stone is missing. 

     
  

  

N0 

FIG. 5 Inscription #, 

  Tt seems that this fragment derives from a dedication inseription concern- 
ing an unknown donor who contributed to building something outside the 
walls of a public Jewish building in Qisrin. A description of a place, a part, 
or an item contributed in a public Jewish building during the rabbinic period 
i not new among Jewish dedication inscriptions discovered in Palestine.2 

In an attempt 1o assess what might be set outside a public Jewish struc- 
ture in Palestine in the period under discussion, we turn to the Y. Erubin 
1:1, 18c: 

Rabbi permits an exedra in Beth-She'arim, How many columns did it have? 
R Jacob bar Aha said, “(This is a dispute between) R. Hiyya (and) R. Yose 
—one says “six’ and one says ‘eight” Said R. Jacob bar Aha, “They do 
not differ: he who says “six’ s not counting the two ourside; he who says. 
“eight” is counting the two ouside.” (Emphasis mine.) 

  

In line with this passage, perhaps the anonymous donor of Qistin con- 
tributed to the building of “outside columns 

  

57 L Sukenik, “Two Jewish Hypogea” JPOS 12 (1932): 2627 
25 Thebeghtof it Iters s 25 cm. 

" S, fo example, the section on Dabira, Inscription 1. 
e s it 

public Jewish buidings of the abbinic period in Paletine. Typical are those discovered at 
Rabratin, Eshtemo, Bar'am and also &t Unm el-Qandie in the Golan. And s Avigad, 
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botiom part of the inscription is found to determine whether our suggestion 
is correet. 

  

    

  

Inscription #5 

    

On a basalt stone slab discovered lying between the houses of the Syrian 
village and out of its original location, the Hebrew inscription copied below 
was found:        

  

FIG. 6 Inscription #5. 

  

    

    

    

        

     

    
      

‘The slab s 108 cm. long; 28 cm. high, and 22 cm. thick (sce PL. 40b). 
The height of its letters ranges between 3 and 9 em. The inscription is 
whole and its transcription is clear 

e 
a3 e 

The translation is: “Rabbi Abun, may his resting place be in honor.” 
‘The formulation “may he rest in honor” makes it clear that this is a 

burial inscription. The form of the stone slab, crafied with great simplicity, 
indicates that the slab was set in a memorial structure erected over the grave. 
‘The location of the grave has not yet been discovered because, as tated, the 
slab was not lying in is original site. 

Among the Jewish burial inscriptions discovered previously in Palestine, 
only one bears an inscription with a similar formulation. This inscription 
was discovered in Catacomb 20 at Beth She'arim and is dated between the 
late second century and the mid-fourth century C.E2! It reads 262 

  

  

Nabratein, Eshtemoa, Bar'am and lso at Unim cl.Quni i the Golsn, And see Avigad, 
Bar'am,” p. 148; Yeivi, “Eshtemoa,” . 423; Meyers, “Nabrsen,” p. 1077-1079. And for 
Umm el-Qanii see our discussion of the site below. 

251 Avigad, Beth She‘arm, . 115 
i p. 243, Inseription #16, 
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Avigad translates it:2% “Rabbi Joshua, son of Rabbi Hillel, son of Ation 
(may his) res[ting place] be in pes 

The dates of the corpus of the Hebrew burial inscriptions at Beth 
‘She‘arim in general, and the date of the “Rabbi Joshua” inscription in par- 
ticular, suggest that the date of the “Rabbi Abun” inscription belong (o the 
same time frame, namely, between the second and the fourth centurics. We 
could propose a more precise date for the inscription only if we could iden- 
tify more precisely the “Rabbi Abun” mentioned. 

‘The rabbinic lterature, especially the Palestinian Talmud, and the pales- 
tinian midrashim, reveal how common the name Abun was among the 
palestinian and babylonian amoraim26¢ Yet only two amoraim, whom 
scholarship identifies as father and son 265 are cited as “Rabbi Abun” with- 
out further specification % Rabbi Abun, the father, lived from the late third 
century into the early fourth century,®” and Rabbi Abun the son who was 
apparently born close to the time of his father's death?® and lived, then, in 
the second half of the fourth century 269 

It is possible that this inscription belongs to the grave of Rabbi Abun 
the father. Two points suggest that it is the father rather than the son. First, 
it is logical to assume that on the tombstone of Rabbi Abun the son thero 
would have been some a ward or symbol to differentiate him from his fa- 
ther. Second, Bacher and others have shown that Rabbi Abun the son is the 
Rabbi Abun whose relationships with Rabbi Mana were strained 70 One of 
the passages which alludes to the controversies between them indicates that 
Rabbi Abun the son resided in Tiberias, not in the Golan27! Qohelet 

  

6 e, hid 
264 See Albeck, Inroduction, pp. 663651 
65 See Albeck, Inirodction, p. 55: W. Bacher, Die Agada der Paldstnischen Amorier, 

@ vos. 1892-1899), vol. 3, Part 3, p. 13 Margalioth, pp. 782-786; and also Y. D. Gilat, 
“Avin,” EJ, ol 3, p. 71 

266 When we write “without urther specifcstion” we mesn there s designaion neither 
of the futher's name, s, forexample, in he cas of R. Abun bar Bisna (Y. Yeb. I:1 20, nor 
of his ancesty,such as R. Abun the Levie (. Ber. 640). 

2657 An amora of the third and fouth gencration. See Albeck, Introduction, p. 352 
Bacher (above note 265) pp. 1-6 Margalioth.p. 52, 

268 See “Said R. Abu, 1 am fre of the obligaion to Honor Thy father and mothe 
“They sad that when his meiher conceived him, i faher died, When she gave bith t0 i, 
she died " (Y. Peah 11, 15c; Y. Qiddushin 18, 611); “The day Rav Abin died (shenste 
reading: Abun) R. Abin alieaie reading: Abun.) his son was born...” (Genesis Rabbah, 
582, p. 620 inthe Theodor Albeck eiton), 

79 fith-genecation Palestinian amora; see Albeck, Introduction, p. 385; Bacher 
(above, ote 265), p.1; Margalioth, . 784. 

270 Albeck, Iniroduction pp. 385-3%6; Bacher (see above, noe 265), . 7; Margaliot, 
Pp. 784785 

271 “Rabii Abun made these gates of the Great House of Study. Came to him Rabbi 
Mana and asked, ‘Father-n-law, what have you done?” Answered h, ‘sracl has ignored his 
Maker nd buill temples—Are there 1o people who wil i themselves i the study of 
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Rabbah to Qohelet 11:3 even hints that he died in Tiberias and was buried 
there: 

         

          

      

        

      
    
    
    

  

     

   

              

    
   
   

    

    

     

    

R. Isaac said: “If you see troubles approaching, [know that] they come 
upon the earth, meaning, on account of Israel who are called earth, as it 
s said, ‘For ye shall be a delightsome land.” (Malachi 3:12). IF the time 
has come for a rabbinical scholar to depart from the world—ss, e., R. 
Mona (Mana) in Sepphoris and R. Bun (Abun) in Tiberias—in the south, or 
i the north, in the place where the tre fallth, there shall it be. There will 
all Tsrael [gather] and bestow loving Kindness upon him....” (Emphasis 
mine) 

  

By contrast, later sources suggest that Rabbi Abun the father lived not only 
in the Golan, but specifically in Qisrin. The Midrash ha-Ne'lam to the Book 
of Ruth (29a), states, “Rabbi (A)bun spent his whole life in Qisrin.” 
Without becoming entangled in the problems of the accuracy of the informa- 
tion about Palestine in the Zohar literature,2” let us only say that in this 
citation, it is possible that the author of Midrash ha-Ne'lam 10 the Book of 
Ruth had an authentic tradition—for it is written in Palestinian Aramaic and 
with the palestinian custom of dropping the initial ‘aleph’ of a name. If 
Rabbi Abun had not “been in Qistin all of his life,” he certainly would not 
have been buried there, for—in the words of Qohelet—in the place where 
the tree faleth, there shall it be” (Qoh. 11:3). 

If our argument that Inscription #5 belongs to the tombstone of Rabbi 
Abun the father, then this inscription dates (o the middle of the fourth cen- 
tury CE. 

Finally, let me point out that the Qistin in the Golan is the same Qistin 
mentioned in our sources s the residence of a number of the most important 
palestinian sages in the third and fourth centuries. Following the discovery 
of the inscription of Rabbi Eliezer ha-Qappar's academy at Dabira, I sug 
gested that Qistin in the Golan was the Qisrin where the Academy of Rabbi 
Hoshaya the Great was located % The late Prof. Lieberman, in his work, 
The Talmud of Caesarea, concluded at that time “that the Qistin Academy 

  

    

  

   

  

Torah?™ (Y. Shekalim 5:7, 49, From  barita a Y. Sashedsin 17:1, 28 (o its paralie 
Y. Shabbath 62, 2)-—a person shovld not vear new shos or sandals unless he has walked 
in them doring the [previous) day. How fur should be walk in them?...The Tiberins say, 
“The distance from the Great House of Study until Rabbi Hoshaiyah's shop.” And ikewise 
from additonal places i our sourcs, it i clea that “the Great House of Study” was 
Tiberia. Ao see S Klein, “When was Mosaic Pictorial Art Inroduced into Paestine’ 
Yedior 1, 0.2 (1933) 15-17 in Hebrew). 

272 icher also held the same opinion (sce o, bote 265), p. 7, noe 3 
273G, Scholem, “Questions in the Criique of the Zohar from His Knowledge of 

Palestine, Zion 1 (1926): 40-55 in Hebrew). 
%14 Sce Urman, “Bar Qappara—2.” pp. 163-172; Urman, “Elcser ha-Qappsr.” pp. 7-25 

Y recommend that the inerested reader . esd the 1985 aice and only then tht o 1983, 
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did not cease (to function) from the time of Rabbi Hoshaya Rabbah (and 
perhaps even Bar Qappara) unil the days of R. Yose bar Bun. ...’ He also 
suggested that “perhaps R. Yose b. Bun also resided in Qisrin,” and brought 
support for his theory.?’ Now that the inscription of the tombstone of 
Rabbi Abun has been discovered at Qisrinin the Golan, it is time to re-cx- 
amine the tangle of the references to Rabbi Yose bar Abun in our sources?”” 
and to determine if there is any ground for the conclusion of the researchers 
who postulated that Rabbi Yose bar Abun was the son of Rabbi Abun, the 
father.7 In any case, it seems to me that the proof which is the most sup- 
portive of the ientity suggestion, s the picture of the density of Jewish sel- 
tlement around Qisrin of the Golan during the rabbinic period."> 

    

  

    

SELEUCIA (Sehebiela) 

‘This Golan city, founded in the second century B.C.E., was apparently 
named after a Seleucid king who ruled the region during that time,2* The 
city was captured in 83-80 B.C.E. by Alexander Jannacus?$! and after the 
conquest Jews apparently began to setlle there 252 Its tatus as a city disap- 
peared over time, 2 and by the Great Rebellion against the Romans in 66- 
74 C.E. it is mentioned as one of the two Golan villages (in addition to 
Gamala) that Josephus fortified when he commanded the rebellion in 
Galilee: 2% From Josephus' description it appears that Seleucia was well-de- 
fended by nature, but despite it natural defenses—improved upon by 
Josephus—he relates that the villagers decided not to fight 255 As a result, it 
played an unimportant role in the rebellion and earns only a brief descrip 
tion—not enough to learn anything significant about this Jewish Golan set 

  

  

  

  

    

775 Licherman, Cacsarea, p. 10. 
216 icherman, Cacsarea p. 10. 
277 Albeck, for example, theorizd tht thee wee two amorair by this name, and see in 

s book Albeck, troducion, pp. 336-337. And lso see Z. W, Rabinowitz, Sha'are Torath 
Babel: Notes and Commenis on The Babylonian Talmud, E. Z. Melamed, ed. Qerusalem: 
Jewish Theological Seminary of America, 1961), p. 446 (i Hebrew), 

78 See, for exampl, Hyman, Todoth, vo. 2,p. 1. 
219 Sy the map of th Jewish st in the Golan sccompanyin this aricle and se that 

around e ew ciy of Qasn——ithn 3 radius nt Cxeecdin thre milks, thre have been 
discovered to dte ten st containing the remains of Jewish publc buidings. Unil now. 
Scholas remained unaware of this grcat density of Jewish seulements in Paesine in the 
rabbinc priod t was known either from arhacologcal findsnor from lcrary sources. 

280 See Avi-Yonah, Palesine, p. 35 lln, Golan, . 191 
351 Sec Ant, XIIL §5 395395, War 155 104-105: ynells 155 558.559. 
22 Sec Stem, “Judea,"p. 3. 
283 S Avi-Yonah, Palstine . 49 
284 yar 1§ 574 Via § 187, 
35 ar1v 54 
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tlement. He reveals only, in War IV § 2, that “Seleucia was near Lake 
Semechonitis (=Lake Huleh)” and this remark makes clear that the site of 
Seleucia should be sought o the slopes of the Golan facing Lake Huleh. 

Despite Josephus’ comment in War, Schumacher in the 1880's suggested 
identifying Seleucia with a ruined called SelOkyeh, near which the Syrians 
later established a village called Qusbiyye el-Jdeideh (sometimes designated 
as Seldkiyeh or Seldkiyye). In this identification, he followed an carlier 
suggestion by W. M. Thomson. Schumacher describes it as follows: 

  

  

Seldkiyeh—A ruin on the same named widi, not far from a spring also sim. 
ilrly named, situated on a small hill with a number of large unhewn build- 
ing stones. The ancient remains, spreading over a large area, appear lier- 
ally 10 have been made level with the ground, for i is only at the highest 
point that one can perhaps distinguish the foundations of a large square. 
building and some smaller ones. On the southern bank of the widi extended 
remains are also to be found. At the present day only cattle folds rise out of 
the ruins. Although without any further evidence than that presented by the 
affinity of names, I nevertheless believe (o have found again the old 
Seleucia, built during the dominion of the Selenkiden, according to 
Josephus...a fortified city on the border of Agrippa’s kingdom, It is true 
that the place of modern Selikiyeh does not exactly correspond with the 
statement of Josephus, that Seleucia lay on the Lake Semechonitis, 
Whereas in fact by its postion the place is naturally protected....286 

  

The identification suggested by Schumacher and Thomson was accepied un- 
(il the Six Day War (1967287 After the war, the site was surveyed by a 
team headed by S. Gutman; they named the site, at coordinates 2190-2633, 
“Tell Seleucia”™** Gutman reported a ell with a rin on i, and (o the west, 

at its foot, he described springs, some of them hot. At the northern and 
western part of the tell, Gutman and s team made out the remains of a ity 
wall with a number of entrances in it. At the tells southern end, the team 
found foundations of buildings, and at its northern end, the remains of a 
large building of hewn stones. Most shards at the site, according to 
Gutman’s publication, were found in the tell’s southern area, and derive 
from the Early Bronze Age. They also found flnt tems from the Early and 
Middle Paleolithic periods 2 

In 1968, the author surveyed the site and found that the ara of the an- 
cient site was about 35 dunams, yielding shards from the Hellenistic, 

  

    % Schumacher, “Dscholan,” p. Schumacher, Jauldn, p. 237. At the end of the 
secton, Schumache pints out that te resen Slikiveh hd bee aliady mentoned by W 
1. Thomon n s book, The Land and e Book (New Yok, 1859 p. 40, 

237 e Avi-Yonah, Plestine, p. 152 
258 Epgtein & Gutman, p. 271, Site #87. 
29 See previous note. 

  

     

    

   

 



       

   

                            

     

   

    

                

  

     

    

LOWER GOLAN 483     
Roman, and Byzantine periods as well as the Bronze Age.2%0 An examina- 
tion of Gutman’s unpublished original report shows that he too found shards 
from the Roman and early Byzantine periods near the remains of the monu- 
mental structure in the site’s northern section,?* but for some reason this 
was omitted from the survey's final publication 2%2 Within the 
lage of Qusbiyye el-Jdeideh we found no antiquities, but occasionally we 
could see ancient building stones in the houses of residents that had been 
taken for secondary use as buildi 

‘The conclusion of our survey's report siated that without systematic ar- 
chacological excavation at the site, it would be difficult o date either the 
remains of the wall at the site or the monumental building whose remains 
appear at the site’s northern end % 

Three years after our survey of Seleucia, and following our survey at 
nearby Kh. Qusbiyye (see this uin’s discussion below), we suggested that 
the location of Seleucia should be identified with Kh. Qusbiyye. 2 Today, 1 
am no longer sure of this suggestion. Z. Tlan’s suggestion that Seleuci 
should be identified with Dabira is appealing, for Dabdra is naturally well 
fortified and is near Lake Huleh. 5 

‘Today, then, three sites are candidates for identification as the ancient 
Seleucia. First, “Tell Seleucia,” was proposed by Schumacher and Thomson 
primarily because the name of Seldkiyeh was preserved there. Second, Kh. 
Qusbiyye was suggested by the author because of the survey’s finds and 
cause the name Seldkiych was preserved nearby. Third, Z. Tlan suggested 
Dabira primarily because of its proximity to Lake Huleh and its natural 
fortifications. To decide among these candidates is difficult. Systematic 
archaeological excavations at the sites may not solve the puzzle, but it 
would certainly increase our knowledge of Jewish communities on the 
Golan in general, and at these sites in particular,in the second-temple and/or 
rabbinic periods, 

  

  tones.   

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

      
      

                  

290 b Unman, “Seldkiyye,” Special Surseys Reports, Achive of the Associstion forthe 
Archacologieal Survey of Tiac, Ieael Aniquitis Authority, Jerwalem (in Hebrow): 
Urman, Lis p. 11; U, Golan, p. 195, Site 485 snd e the nte for tis st on p. 212- 
213 

391 The origina report i in the site fil in the Archiv of h 
Aschacologcal Survey of lral, Isae Aniuities Auhory, lerusale 

22 Eptin & Gutman,p. 271, Sic #57. 
293 Sce D, Urman, “Selikiyye,” Specil Surveys Reports, p. 11 (s note 290, 

294 See Urman,“Symagogus Sie.” . 25 U, “Gelan7,"p. 2. 
95 ln, Glan,pp. 150151 
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KH. QUSBIYYE (EL-KUSBIYEH, EL-KUSEBIYEH) 

  

   

  

“This ruin stands on a high hill west of the Yahidiyye—Khushniyye road, at 
coordinates 21732645, 

‘The ruin was first surveyed in 1884 by G. Schumacher. He described it 
in these words: 

     

         
El-Kusbiyeh—also called el-Kusebiyeh, is a heap of ruins south-west of 
eldkiych. The highest point is occupied by a totally destroyed square 

building, on the slopes of which several foundations are 1o be seen, built 
of unhewn stones and fitied without mortar. A quanity of building rubbish 
and stones cover the immediate surroundings. At the western base of the 
hill a spring set in careful old masonry rises, which is overshadowed by @ 
wild fig tee, and in the sbundance, clearmess, and purity of its water leaves 
nothing to be desired 2 

In December 1971, the 

    
      
         

  

    

      
       
          ite was surveyed twice by the author and his 

team. 27 These surveys revealed that the ruin’s arca covered about 35 
dunams, and that it primarily contained shards of the Roman and Byzantine 
periods. Throughout the ruin, the tops of ancient walls could be made out; 
on its western edge remains of an olive-oil press were found, apparently in 
siu. Tn the center of the ruin, we discovered a fragment of a basalt lintel 
which had a relief of an eagle, wings deployed, with the tail of a snake or 

the end of a wreath clutched in its beak. Iis appearance recalled the snake-ca- 
gles reiefs found on the lintls of Dabra % On the lintels edge, there is a 
relief band with the egg-and-dart moif. A bit south of this find, another 
cagle reliefin stone was found; which may have stood at the head of the fa- 
cade wall’s gable. In addition to the two items with the cagles, i the area of 
the center of the ruin yielded sections of columns, an Ionic column basc, an 
Tonic capital, cornice fragments, and an abundance of ashiar building stons 
These finds led us to suggest at the time that a search for remains of a 
Jewish public building from the rabbiric period be mounted* The vlidity 

of this suggestion received further support when additional items were dis- 
covered at the site, among them alintel on which an eleven-branched meno- 
rah was incised 2 

     

   

  

     

   

      

     

  

   

  

     

  

    

  

    

  

25 Schumacher, “Dscholan” p. 308; Schumacher, faulin, p. 215, 
297 Sce. . Urman, “Kh. Qusbiyye,” Reporis of the Staff Officer in Charge of 

Archacological Afuirs i the Golan (1968.1572), Archive of the Isael Antiquiies Authority 
Serusalem (i Hebrew); Urman, “Golan—7,” p. 2 Urman, Golan,p. 195, Site 167 and the 
ot for this s on page 213 

29 Sce the secton on Dabi 
299 See sbove, note 297, a5 well as Urman, “Synagogus 

“Hellenistic” p. 467 
300 Ben.Ar and Bar-Lev, “Golan—1 

  es." p. 28; Urman, 
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Z. Tian surveyed the ruin twice more, in 1974 with D. Ben-Ami, and in 
1986 with H. Ben-David and Y. Kentman. In these surveys, the artifacts 
which we had leftin the arca were registered, along with a number of new 
items. Outstanding amor was 2 basalt column fragment with a relief 
of an eagle standing upon a pedestal ! Concerning the location of the pub- 
lic building at the site, lan initially wrote, “Approximately in the center of 
the ruin we made out a building with broad foundations, apparently  syna- 
gogue, the dimensions of whose interior hall is about 10 x 7.5 m. Near the 
place where the reliefs of the eagles were discovered the heads of 2-3 hewn 
stones are visible, perhaps a wall of the local public building."% Butin his 
Iast book, Tlan only made brief reference to the wall section buit of hewn 
stones, and indicated that its orientation was east-west.0* 

Tlan's suggestion brings us back, in fact, o the “totally destroyed square 
building” mentioned by Schumacher. Hopefully, the remains of this struc- 
ture will soon be excavated and its use clarified. But already it s clear that 
the remains at Kh. Qusbiyye are those of a Jewish setlement from the sec- 
ond-temple and/or rabbinic periods. The inhabitants of this settlement, like 
those of most of the Jewish settlements in the region, earned their liv 
hood in part from growing olives and producing olive oil—as the remains of 
the ancient olive-oil press can attes. 

  

      

    

ASALIYYE (L *ASELIYEH) 

  

‘This abandoned Syrian village was built over part of a Jewish setllement 
from the rabbinic period. The village is about three kilometers southwest of 
the modern town of Qastin, at coordinates 2134-2636. Northwest of the vil- 
lage, at its foot, a spring spills its waters into an ancient pool known in 
Schumacher's time as ‘Ain esh-Sheikh Mdsa 2% A second, nameless, 
spring flows south of the village. 

G. Schumacher was the first to survey the village and the ruin, but his 
reports mention no Jewish remains %95 In 1968, the place was surveyed by a 
team headed by C. Epstein % This survey likewise revealed no Jewish re- 
mains; but the team did report “architectural items in secondary use (in the, 

    

   
501 Sce tlan, Galiee and Golan, pp. 106-108; an, 
302 g0, Galilee and Golan, pp. 107-105 
303 la, sz, p. 108, 
304 Schumacher, “Dscholsn” p. 285; Schumacher, Jauldn, p. 96 
305 Schumacher, “Dscholn,” p. 287-238; Schumacher, Jauldn, pp. 9697. 
306 This survey was done within the framework of Phase B of the Golan Survey under 

the auspices of the Associaton for the Archacalogical Survey of Israel (See Kochavi, 
Survey,p. 12). The resuls of the Phase B Surveys have notyet received proper scientiic 
publicaion, bt the surveyors reprts are preserved in the Association’s Archive—now in 
he careof the srael Aniqities Auhorty, Jerusalem. 

Quiyye.” pp. 2021 
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Syrian village houses), including bases of columns and a segment of a stone 
decorated with a likeness of a branch. "7 Some time afier the survey, Y. 
Gal reported on the finding of an engraved five-branched candelabrum at one 
of the village houses. %% 

In July 1976, T. Eshel, an instructor at the Golan Field School, reported 
the “discovery of the remains of a large public building, apparendy a syna- 
gogue, at “Asiliyye.”? In the wake of this announcement, M. Ben-Ari, . 
Bar-Lev, and H. Ben-David conducted another survey at the site, where they 
examined the ruins of the public structure and discovered the remains of 
many ancient buildings and an olive-oil press. 19 In and near the ruins of the 
public building, they found an abundance of decorated architectural items 
typical of Jewish public buildings from the Galilee and the Golan in the 
rabbinic period. In the houses of the Syrian village, the surveyors found 
more omamented items in secondary use. Especially noteworthy among 
these was a basalt door lintel with an aedicula relief at its center and two 
seven-branched candelabra engraved on its two sides. Another architectural 
item was discovered in the Syrian village with an engraved seven-branched 
candelabrum, as was a basalt fragment with a partial Aramaic (?) inscription 
(see below). 

A short time after the 1976 survey, the author visited the sie to examine 
the remains of the public structure and the inscription 3! 1 discovered that 
only a section of a wall (the northern wall?) of the structure remained stand- 
ing—o a height of 7 courses. This section, about 6 m. long, was built of 
basalt ashlars and incorporated into a later Syrian house. Barring a system- 
atc archacological excavation (including the house’s destruction), archacol 
gists cannot determine the plan of the structure’s walls, its entrances, its 
orientation, or ts dimensions. In the area of the ruin not covered by the 
Syrian village, I made out Tonic and Doric capitals—a type prevalent in 
Jewish public structures in the Golan. One may then hypothesize that the 
abundance of architectural items scattered at the ruin and among the Syrian 
village houses, as well as those incorporated into village houses indicates 
the presence of several Jewish public buildings at the site."2 The area of the 
arly site extends over 25 dunams, and according to the shards found  the 

    

  

  

  

  

  

   

    
  

  

  it 

397 C. Epstein, **Asiliyye,” Golan Survey—Phase B, Repors in the Archive of the 
Assocition for the Archacological Survey of lsae, Iral Antiqities Autharity, Jersalem 
(in Hebrew) 

308 lan, Golan, . 163 
309 B Avi & Bar-Lev, “Asiliyye.” p. 7. 
310 Ben.Ari & Bar-Lev, “Asliyye.” p. . 311 The author’ thnks g0 10 5. Bar-Lev, who in thse days sved as the Deputy Staff 

Offcer in Charge of Archacological Affairs in he Gola. He showed me the findings of the sureyin which he paricipted. 
312 See 2. lan, lrae, p. 105, 
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seems that the settlement was occupied throughout the Roman and 
Byzantine periods 313 

  

FIG. 1 Sketch of the lintel 

In 1978, Z. Maoz also investigated the public structure and afterwards 
published a suggested reconstruction of the building’s plan and its entrance. 
His suggestions, unfortunately, are based more on imagination than on evi- 
dence found at the site.*1* The height of his speculation appears when he 
adds egg-and-dart relefs (for which there is no evidence) to the lintel (see 
FIG. 1). On the basis of the similarty between the style of this imagined 
lintel from *Asdliyye and that from the public structure at Qisrin—as well 
as between the imagined dimensions he attibutes to the *Asdliyye structure 
in comparison to those of the Qisrin structure—he also suggests that the 
structure at *Asdliyye “was built at around the same time (as the one of 
Qisrin), probably at the beginning of the sixth century C.E."?'5 The date 
proposed for the Qistin structure, however, finds no basis in the stratigraphy 

' revealed by its excavations. It is regrettable that serious investigators have 
in good faith used Ma'oz’s baseless reconstructions and suggestions. ¢ 

    

      
    

          

      

  

        
        
     

The Inscription 
“The precise use of the stone tablet on which the inscription was engraved 
remains unclear. Based upon the relef of a narmow, vertical band on the right 
edge of the stone fragment, we could hypothesize that this is a segment of a 

: ‘memorial tablet that had been set in a structure’s wall (see PL. 42a). Yet it 
could alteratively be a lintel fragment which had a setting for the inscrip- 
tion carved out 317 The stone fragment is 29 cm. high, 38 cm. wide, and 20 
cm. thick. 

      

313 See Urman, Golan, p. 196, St #90 
{ 314 See Maoz, Golan, pp. 17-18; Moz, “Astliyye,” pp. 185-188; Ma'oz, 

“Synagogucs,”p. 105; Moz, “Goian Synagogues.” pp. 159-161 
315 Ma‘or, “Golan—1." p. 296; Ma'oz, “Golan—2," . 544 Parentheses mine. 
316 S, for example, Hachll, At p. 200 f.and passi; llan,Israel, p- 103105, 
317 Compare i 10 the fragrment from the il of the Jewish public buiding discovered at 

' Kokhay-Hayarden. See Ben-Dov, “Kokhav Haysrden,” p. 9. 
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FIG.2 A section of the Aramaic (?) inscription. 

  

   
   

   
‘The stone tablet was carved in very porous basalt. This fact certainly 

made the task of incising the inscription difficult and can explain the differ- 
ences that existin the shape of the same leters. The fragment was exposed 
10 the forces of nature for many generations and therefor is difficult to read 
without a hands-on examination. The ltters of the inscription are not carved 
in deeply, and their average height is 4.5 cm. OF the inscription, the remains 

of six lines have been preserved, the left part of which is broken; the top and 
bottom lines are broken along their entire length. O the six lines, only the 
fifthis legible with any degree of certainty: 

    

       

        

    

   

      

   

    
    
      
      

      
    

  

    

  

   
Withoutthe ending of the word *1p,” it i difficul to determine whether the 
inscription is Aramaic or Hebrew.3'8 However, from a reading of the line it 
is possible to conclude that it is a dedication inscription from a public build- 
ing; it mentions the donor who contributed part of his wealth toward the 
building’s completion,”1” or toward its decoration 3 The line before us has 

  

  

318 1. Naveh a few years ago suggested a eading for this nscription which he called 
“conjectural and temporary” (see Naveh, “Aramaic and Hebrew.” pp. 305-306). His 
suggestion shows that he sces this inscription as Aramaic. Regrtably, his rading is based 
upon  photograph and ot on 3 hands-on “reading” and o remains “conjectural and 
temporary. 

19 The verb 5722 (i the 5253 mode), which i of Akkadian origi, appears in Biblical 
Aramaic in the sense of o complete” see Rosenthal, Aramaic p. 52 #157. Thus we also 
fnd in Hebrew, for example, in Pesika Rabbai 2 (6 in the Is Shalom dition),“Shall you 
(uildthe Temple) that you are aying the foundtion for t? You shll ot buld i, for you 
sall o fish i (55525).” (Also compare Yalkut Shimoni on the book of Samacl, 4144), 

20 The verb 5522 in the sense of "o decorate” s found many times in rabbinic 
Hirature. For xamples, “R. Joshua ben Levi ssid, “The heaven was adomed [5+27) with 

the sun, moon, and plancs; the earth was adorned [55=r%3] withtees, hrbs,and th garden 
of Eden..™ (Geness Rabbah 10:5, Venice edition); ..speaks of Solomon. When he had 
bult the Temple and decoratd it (55527, he arrnge a seven-days’ dedication and then 
brought in his guests...” (Numbers Rabbalh 17:2); . lke  king of flesh and bood who built 
palaces and decorsied them (155> and prepared & banguet and then brought in his 
Buest...” B. San. 359 
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no identical parallel in the Hebrew or Aramaic dedicatory inscriptions pub- 
lished thus far. Its formulation, however, is reminiscent of the formulation 
found in the (Aramaic) dedication inscription of Chorazin: *.who made this 
colonnade and the staircase from his possessions,” that s (0 say, *...who 
contributed of his wealth to the construction of the colonnade and it stair- 
case.”32! It also recalls the formulation of the (Aramaic) dedicatory inscrip- 
tion at Eshtemoa: *...who gave one Tr[emis (a Roman coin) of his 
wealth.”$22 

  

  

  

KH. ERRAFID 

Now lying in ruins, this abandoned Arab village was built atop ancient re- 
‘mains above the east bank of the Jordan River at coordinates 2092-2624. 
‘The ruin was first surveyed by G. Schumacher in 1889. He reported the ex- 
istence of twenty-five Bedouin winter houses at the site, as well s ancient 
remains 2 Schumacher published drawings of several decorated architectural 
items he found at the site; they include a fragment of a cornice, a fragment 

of a frieze with a reief of a vine branch and clusters of grapes, another frieze 
fragment with reliefs of two fishes and a flower, and an Tonic capital. 24 

C. Watzinger, in his preface to the account of the German excavations of 
synagogues in Galilee, suggested that the remains at Kh. er-Rafid,like those 
excavated at Kh. ed-Dikkeh further o the south, were synagogue ruins 325 

On September 28, 1933, E. L. Sukenik visited the ruin. He describes 
what he and his staff found there as follows: 

     

  

We found only one Bedouin family living there in a hut. Unfortunately we 
were only able to stay there a lile over two hours as we had to retum carly 
on account of the bad weather. We were ot able in this short space of time 
1o locate the synagogue among the many other ruins, but we managed to 
examine a number of architectural fragments belonging to it. Some of 
these have already been described by Schumacher, but others were not 
found by him. The stone with the fishes (Fig. 32) we found buill into a 
straw bin, together with other ancient remains: viz. the base and pedestal 
of a column in one piece (Fig. 33), a portion of an Tonic capital (Fig. 34), 
part of a lintel (Fig. 359), a fluted frieze-stone (Fig. 35b), a fragment of 2 
frieze omamented with a vine (Fig. 35¢), and two small bases (Fig. 35d and 
©). More important than all these were three carved stones which were 
found lying on the ground in about the centre of the ruins (PL. XXIID): ) 
‘The greater part of a stone decorated in its lower middle with a shell sur- 
rounded by guilloche, asiragal and cgg-and-dart, and crowned by a gable. 

  

            

T Naveh, Mosaic,pp. 3637, nscription 1. 
322 Naveh, Mosaic,p. 114, Insciption 474 
2 Schumacher, “Tiberias,” p. 71 
324 See Schumacher, “Tiberias.”pp. 717, Figs. 4-10. 
325 S Kohl and Watinge, p. 2 
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‘The blank spaces were originally occupied by carvings of living creatures, 
which at one time were deliberately defaced. Within the gable there arc 
traces of a frontal view of  standing bird. To the right of the bird, part of 
an animal, apparently a lion, is visible and, o the lef, the outline of some. 
unidenifiable beast. b) A smaller stone, aimost completely preserved, or- 
namented with the same elements as (b) but now entirely lacking the ani 
‘mal figures which probably also decorated is upper part c) A still smaller 
stone omamented with a shell enclosed in a guilloche.’26 

  

Sukenik concluded the description of his findings on the spot by saying, “A 
thorough exploration, even without excavation, will surely reveal many 
other parts remaining of the synagogue of er-Rafid." 3?7 Regretfully, 
Sukenik’s vision has not been realized. Thirty years after his visit to the 
site, it was surveyed twice: once by a team led by C. Epstein®? and the 
second time by the author.%2* In neither insiance, however, were “many 
other parts” found, nor even the location of the building itscl. It seems that 
the rubble of the Syrian houses (abandoned at the end of the 1940's, when 
the area became the front-1ine between Syria and Iracl) covers the remains 
of the building; without systematic archacological excavations it will never 
be found. 

Our survey estimated that the area of the ancient ruin occupies about 15 
dunams and we identified shards from the different stages of the Roman, 
Byzantine, and Arab periods. At the eastern part of the site remains of an 
olive-oil press were identified. Northwest of the olive-oil press two items 
were recorded that may have originally belonged to the structure defined as a 
synagogue: one, a large basalt doorpost, with lovely profiles, that originally 
stood at the building’s main entrance, and second, a fragment of a pedestal 
like the illutration published by Sukenik (Fig. 33 in his report). In various 
places at the center of the ruin several items were found that had been pub- 
lished by Schumacher and Sukenik, as well a fragments of lonic and Doric 
columns and capitals, all of basalt. In the ruin's western part, another con- 
centration of column and capial fragments was found % (See PLs. 42b- 
43b) 

326 Sukenik, “cl-Hammeh," pp. 179-180. For further discussion of these finds see 
‘Gondenough, vol. 1, p-211. Some of the items mentioned by Sukenik can b seen in PLs. 42b 
and 438 

527 Sukenik, el Hammeh” p. 150, 
328 C. Bpstein, "Kh. er-Rafid," Golan Survey Phase B, Reports in the Archive of the 

Association for the Archacological Survey of Trael, Israel Atiqites Authoriy, erusalem 
(in Hebrew). 

529 D, Urman, “Kh. er-Rafd,” Special Surveys Reports, Archive of the Associaton for 
the Archacological Survey of Isacl, sral Antiquities Awhority, Jersalem (in Hebrew: D. 
Unman, Reporisof the Saf Office in Charge of Archacological Affirs inthe Golan (1968 
197), Aschiv of the lcael Antiquiies Auborty, Jerasalom (in Hebrow). Se also Urman, 
Golan, . 196, Site 9. 

330 S previous noe 
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In two further surveys conducted at the site laer on—one in 1979 by Z. 
Ma‘oz, and the other in 1987 by Z. Tian—the location of the structure was 
still not found. Ma‘oz wites: “The synagogue was probably located in the 
eastem sector of the site, but its walls were completely robbed and is archi- 
tectural elements scattered.”™! Ilan suggests that if it becomes clear that the 
place of the doorpost that we registered in our survey is not the place of the 
structure, then “the synagogue should be sought on the western side of the 
ruin, opposite the Jordan gorge.* 

  

JARABA 

“This abandoned Syrian village was built in part on the remains of an ancient 
settlement upon a hill located west of Nahal Meshushim, at coordinates 
21122617, 

G. Schumacher, who visited the village twice (in 1884 and 1913), saw 
that it contained ancient remains, but did not report upon them in detail % 
After the Six Day War, the village was surveyed by a team, headed by S. 
‘Gutman, which reported that the ancient ruin extended southwest from the 
cemetery at the center of the village. The village itself revealed many hewn 
stones, remains of columns, bases, capitals, and other architectural 
pieces. 

In 1968, the author and his team conducted a systematic survey of the 
abandoned village and the ruin. ™ In the course of the survey it became clear 
that the area of the ancient ruin extended over about 25 dunams and that 
there were a few shards from the late Hellenistic period, a large number from 
the different stages of the Roman and Byzantine periods, as well as a few 
from the early Arab up to the modern periods 3% In the area of the ruin and 
in the houses of the village, we registered the remains of many ancient 
walls, several of them had been built with carcfully hewn basalt blocks. 
‘Two walls deserve further comment: one was found in the northwest part of 
the cemetery of the abandoned village, of which two courses, 8.5 m. long, 
were preserved; and the second on top of the cemetery hill, was about 11 m. 
Tong, and had only one course preserved on the surface. In both walls, which 

  

p. 541, Sce aio, Ma‘az, “Golan Synagogues,” p. 155 Ms'o, 

  

332 an, Lorael, p 12 
333 Schumacher, “Dschalan,” p. 273 Schumacher, Jauldn, p. 163 Schumacher, 

“Osgordanlande.” pp. 157155 
334 Epscin & Gutman, p. 274, Site #95. 
335 See . Urman, “Jurabd,” Special Surveys Reports, Archive of he Association for the 

Aschacological Survey of e, iracl Antiquities Authoiy, Jeruslem (in Hebrew) 
36 See provious ote and also Urman, Lst, p. 11; Urman, Golan,p. 197, Site 498 
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belonged to two different buildings, we found in stu doorpost-stones of the 
type common in Jewish public buildings of the Golan. On the basis of 
these walls, the existence of fragments of basalt benches, and the abundance 
of decorated architectural items in the village, we predicted in our report that 
any future excavations near the aforementioned walls would uncover Jewish 
public buildings of the rabbinic period.**" 

  

FIG. 1 Fragment of an eagle. 

Among the architectral items that we registered in the survey, three are 
especally noteworthy: a basalt capital with its upper part carved in lonic 

style and its lower in Corinthian style; a basalt fragment with a relief of an 
eagle (see Fig. 1 and PL. 44a), which from all appearances, was part of the 
gable decoration on the facade of one of the village’s magnificent structures. 
(the quality of the cagle reief s reminiscent of a elif from Chorazin); and 
alintel fragment, also made of basalt, on which a seven-branched menorah 
isengraved. 

In 1979, the site was examined by Z. Ma'oz, but his publications reveal 
1o new information 3% In the years of 1987-1989, Z. Ilan surveyed the site 
and registered an item not previously observed: this was a fragment of a 
convex frieze made of basalt with “a continuous design of winding foliate 
branches forming medallions.” The image or images that had been on the 
medallions of that section had been destroyed 33 On the basis of this find, 
Tian hypothesized “that perhaps the synagogue at Jaraba belonged to the 
‘group of synagogues of Chorazin, Capernaum, Kh. Khawkha, and Kh. ed 
Dikkeh that had been decorated by a single group of crafismen, or that these. 
were buildings whose decoration had been influenced by one another.”0 It 

  

  

537 Sce note 335, as wellas Urman, “Synagogue Sites,”p. 15 
338 Matoz, Golan (rev. ed.). p. 33; Ma'oz, “Golan Symagogues.” p. 17; Ma'oz, “Golan—1.” p'294; Moz, 
359 e lan, Israel, . 75, Fig. | 
340'See previous noe 
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  is difficult 0 decide between Ilan’s two hypotheses. In any case, his last find 
undoubtedly is one mor in the series of archacological finds from Jarabd 
that attest 10 the existence of Jewish public buildings on this site in the 
rabbinic period 

  

KH. ZUMAIMIRA 

“This small abandoned Syrian village was built upon an ancient ruin lying at 
coordinates 2139-2613. The site was first surveyed in 1968 by a survey 
team headed by C. Epstein, which discovered the remains of a Jewish public 
building 4 

Between 1968 and 1972, the village and the ruins were surveyed a num- 
ber of times by the author and his staff 3% These surveys revealed that the 
area of the ancient site was about 20 dunams. Its pottery remains were pr 
marily from the Roman and Byzantine periods. At the edges of the ruin a 
number of olive-oil presses were preserved, sufficient to attest that one of 
the sources of livelihood for the ancient village was growing olives and pro- 
ducing olive oil. This may have even been their main source of income. 

In the western part of the site, remains of a Jewish public building were 
found, which Epstein’s team identified as a synagogue. Of the structure, two 
to three courses of its western external wall were well preserved above 
ground level, while one or two courses remained of its other walls. The 
building’s dimensions were 19.00 x 15.50 m. and it was oriented east-west. 
‘The building stones are of well-hewn basal (ashlar). The west wall revealed 
remains of an entranceway sbout 1.65 m. wide. The lower stones of the 
doorpost were preserved in situ with well-crafied profiles. Near the entrance 
were stones, also with lovely profiles, preserved from an arch that had ap- 
parently been set over the entrance’s lintel. In the rubble filling the build- 
ing, ope can discern an Attic base, sections of columns and Doric capitals— 
all carefully crafted from basalt. The rubble also contains a stone slab with a 
fine relief of a lion resting upon a pllar with a base and a capital. This item 
may have been partof the structure’s facade or its Torah Ark—if excavations 
ever indicate that the building once contained an ark. 

In the walls of the Syrian houses, we found many building stones and ar- 
chitectural items taken from the ancient ruin. Some of them perhaps came 

  

    

  

  

  

  4T C_Eptcin, “Kh. Zominira’” Gola Sunvey—Phase B, Reports n the Archive of the 
Association fo the Archacological Survey of sae, Isael Antiguites Authoriy, Jeusaem 
(in Hebrew). 

542D, Urman, “Kh. Zemdinics'” Reports of the Staff Officer in Charge of 
Archacological Aflurs in the Golan (1963-1972), Archive of the Itsel Antiquities Authory 
Jerusaem (i Hebrew). See also Urman, List, p. 11 Urman, “Synagogue it 
Urman, “Golan—7,”p.3; Urman, “Helleistic,” p. 467; Urman, Golan, . 197,        
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from the so-called synagogue. These include a basalt slab with a seven- 
branched menorah on a tripod base incised upon s face and astylized lulav 
and ethrog on s sides. Another basaltslab depicts a similar seven-branched, 
tripod-based menorah, but with two circles incised on its sides > 

In 1978, Z Ma‘oz surveyed the site again, but we found nothing new in 
his reports 3 

Finally, let us point out that Hilttenmeister and Reeg suggested dating 
the structure identified as a synagogue to the third and fourth centuries C.E., 
although with a question mark 3 Without systematic archacological exca- 
vation, however, it is difficult to determine its date. Perhaps it was erected 
before the third century 

ET-TAIYIBA (ET-TAIYBEH) 

   
The ruins of an ancient settlement on a low hill above Wadi Yahdiyye, at 
coordinates 2178-2614, provided the site for this small, now-abandoned, 
Syrian village. 

G. Schumacher, who visited the village in June 1913, was enthused by 
the view of the landscape it provided, and related the presence of 14 Bedouin 
houses butdid not mention any ancient remain 6 

‘The village was first surveyed in 1968 by a survey team headed by C. ‘ 
Epstein, who briefly reported that the Syrian village was built on an ancient 
ruin and that there were a number of ancient architectural items in secondary 
use as building blocks in the modern houses 7 A short time after Epstein’s 
survey, this author surveyed the site. He found the area of the ancient ruin to 
be about 20 dunams and that the shards there were primarily from the vari- 
ous stages of the Roman and Byzantine periods.** Most of the houses of 
the Syrian village were built of stones taken from the remains of the ancient 
structures. Among them we could ideniity many dressed basalt ashlars, 
whose source was one or more public buildings. In the southeast part of the 
ruin, an area not covered by modem construction, we registered a number of 
sections of basalt columns and Tonic capitals similar to those usually in the 

  

38 Sce provious ot 
344 Moz, Golan,p. 15; Moz, “Synsgogucs” p. 103 Ma'or, “Golan Synagogues,” p. 

156; Ma‘o, “Golan—1." . 292: Moz, “Golan—2. p. 541, 
45 Huenmeister and Recs. p. 518 
46 Schumacher, “Ostordanlande” p. 15 
347°C. Epscin, et Taiyiba" Golan Survey—Phase B, Repors in the Arhive of the 

Associaion for e Archacological Survey of Il el Antquites Authorty, Jerusalem 
(in Hebrew). 

348°D, Uman, “etTaiyiba.” Reports o the S Officer in Charge of Archacological 
Afairs i he Golan (19651972, Archiv ofthe Ircl Aniuiis Authorty, Jerusalem (i 
Hebrew). S also Urman, Golan . 19, Site 4100 
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  Golan's Jewish public buildings. This last find caused the author to con 
clude his report by suggesting that these remains were from a Jewish set- 
tlement of the rabbinic period that had at least one public building, perhaps 
a synagogue 

In 1977, H. Ben-David and G. Peli found a lintel ornamented with re- 
Tiefs, incorporated as construction material in secondary use in one of the 
Syrian houses in the middle of the village (see PL. 44b). In the center of the 
lintel appears a relief of a wreath with a ‘Hercules knot” accompanied by a 
relief of a rosette at its center. On both sides of the wreath there are rliefs of 
round medallions with geometric rosetes within them. Alongside the medal- 
Tions with the rosettes are two reliefs of stripes between which are engraved 
two trees of life (or palm branches). The entire complex of reliefs and en- 
‘gravings are enclosed in a relief framework of with the egg-and-dart motif, 
itself enclosed in a relif framework of a stripe on both sides of which, at 
the edges of the lintel,there are two additional rliefs of rosettes 

Z. Ma‘oz, who surveyed the site in 1979, found near the above-men- 
tioned lintel two consoles decorated on the front with reliefs of acanthus 
Teaves and on their sides with S-like spirals (see PL. 45a). This find, along 
with that of the lintel, led him to theorize that the later Syrian structure in 
which the lintel had been found was bult on the foundations of a syna- 
gogue; and since this structure is oriented north-south and the lintel was 
found in the base of its southern wall, it seemed o him that the synagogue 
had also been bult north-south and that its facade wall had been the south 
wall 35 It clear, however, that without systematic archaeological excava- 
tion, Ma'0z’s suggestion remains mere speculation 

In the 1980°s, Z. Ilan visited the site and apparently in the southeast of 
the site made out some of the sections of the columns and the onic capitals 
that this author had registered in the report of the 1968 survey. In his last 
work, the late Tlan wrote as follows: 

In the southeast of the sie thre stand two columns 60 cm. i diameter, and 
the distance between them on a cast-west axis i 2.60 m., which i the reg- 
ular distance between columns in the synagogues. Near them lies a large 
Tonic capital, mostly buried. Near it li a carved cornice stone. It may be 
that these two columns are snding n situ and tha it ws the site of a syn- 
agogue. In this instance i is possible (o posit tha the structure’s facade 
was in the west. I i clear that this was an extremely fine siructure, most of 
whose stones are still bured in the ground ! 

  

349 Sce previous note 
350 Ma'oz, Golan p. 33; Ma'oz, “Golan Synagogues,” p. 158; Ma'oz, “Golan—1," p. 

204 Moz, “Golan-—2.p. $42. 
351 an, Il p. 9.  
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To sum up our discussion of this site let us point out that even though no 
Jewish inscriptions and/or stones decorated with menorot have yet been 
found in the village or the ruin, no one doubls that his site is a Jewish set- 
tlement of the rabbinic period. This settlement had at least one public build- 
ing whose architectural items have been registered by surveyors and visitors 
10 the village in 1968 and later. Sill, until systematic archacological exca- 
vations are conducted, we will not know whether the public building was at 
the center of the Syrian village o in the southeast section of the ruin; it is 
even possible that remains of Jewish public buildings may be uncovered in 
both places. 

  

    

YAHUDIYYE 
(EL-YAHODIYYE, EL-YEHUDIYEH, YARABIYYE) 

   
‘This abandoned Syrian village was built upon an ancient ruin at the end of a 
spur below the Nahal Yahadiyye (Wad l-Yahidiyye) clff at coordinates 
2162-2605. Apparently, when Schumacher visited the place in 1885, the 
site showed no signs of modern habitation. But in the 1950's, the Syrians 
established a village, using the walls and building stones of the ancient 
structures in the new houses. During the first decade of the village’s exis- 
tence, the Syrians preserved the ancient name of the site, Yahidiyye, but in 
1961 they decided to change it on their maps to Ya'rabiyye. 

Schumacher reported, inter alia, a 6-foot thick wall surrounding the 
ruin 352 and this fact led to suggestions identifying this place as Sogane 
(Swyavn), mentioned by Josephus as one of the villages he fortified in the 
Golan (Vita 187)3 It s still possible to make out sections of this fortifi- 
cation wall, but without systematic excavation it difficult o date it 

In his description of the ruin, Schumacher writes: 

  

  

     
    

In the north the mountain ridge widens to  plateau, upon which there are 
indistinct traces of the kind described, whereas remains of former buildings 
on a square plan are stll o be found. The chamber enclosed by the wall is 
covered with ruins of all kinds; most of all one sees large hewn basalt 
building stones, lying in heaps near greatly weather-worn shafts of 
olumas. Besides these, most peculiar capials (Figs. 60-61 in the German 
text; Figs. 142-143 in the English tex) are o be found, which exhibit a 
very primitive application of the combined lonic and Corinthian styles. 
These are already very weather-worn, and like the other ruins point to 4 
ereat age. Near the column remains two well preserved top stones lic; they 
are of the same shape and stll in their original position, opposite one an- 
other (Fig. 62 in the German text; Fig. 144 in the English text). If the ru- 
ins on the surface are not importan, they at any rate exhibit characteistic 

  

    

  

352 Schumacher, “Dicholan” p. Schumacher, Jauldn, p. 210 
353 e the secion on Sogane.
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construction and peculiar forms found nowhere else in the Jaulin. 
Excavations will certainly bring to light more important discoverics, and 
by this means yield information as to whether el-Yehudiyeh, its name and 
tradition, are of Jewish origin of not 3 

  

It should be pointed out that the figures of the capital published by 
Schumacher (Figs. 60-61 in the German text and Figs. 142-143 in the 
English text) clearly show an lonic capital ideniical in decoration and din 
sions 10 capitals uncovered by the author in his excavations of the Jewish 
public building at Qisrin. Perhaps the capitals at Yahadiyye and those at 
Qisrin were made by the same crafisman. Another architectural item pub- 
lished by Schumacher (Fig. 62 in the German text and Fig. 144 in the 
English text) is hard to identify. This stone may have been incorporated 
above the lintel of a window in a monumental building. Its relief of concen- 
tric geometric forms is common among remains of Jewish public buildings 
uncovered in the Galilee and the Golan. It may be possible, then, to con- 
clude that Schumacher apparently found the remains of a public Jewish 
building—the shafts of the columns, the capitals, and the gabled stones— 
butlacked the knowledge o define it as such 

In 1967, the village and the ruin were surveyed by a team headed by S. 
Gutman. They reported that “in the center of the village there is a concentra- 

  

      

  

tion of capitals, columns, and architraves, and that scattred throughout the 
village there are hewn stones with five-branched menorah decorations, 
rosettes, and other decorations "5 Gutman also saw the remains of the wall 

  Schumacher had reported, as well as flint uensils of the Early Neolithic pe- 
riod and shards from *“the Roman-Byzantine period. ™% 

In 1968, the author and his team surveyed the site.}s? The survey deter- 
mined that the area of the ruin is about 40 dunams. It found shards from the 
different stages of the Roman and Byzantine periods as well as a few from 

the Hellenistic period and the various Arab periods. At the southwest edge of 
the site there were well-preserved remains of an olive-0il press in it 

At the time of the survey it was possible to make out the tops of walls 
of ancient structures throughout the Syrian village and the ruin. These had 
occasionally been integrated into lter construction. This phenomenon i s- 
pecially common near the cliff. There, we could tell that a number of an- 
cient walls were built of well-hewn basalt ashlars. In addition to the items 

  

  

  

  

354 Schumacher, “Dschols 
Parethess mine. 

5 Epcin & Gutman, . 275, i 102 The v rched mesreh appers i P 46 
6 See previous note. 

357 . Urman, “Yahidiyye,” Special Surveys Reports, Archive of the Assocition for the 
Archacologial Survey of Jaracl, el At Auhory, Jeuslem (n Hebrew: Ui, i, . 11U, Gl .19, #102. 
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Gutman registered and published, " this survey located and recorded about 
twenty decorated architectural items that had originally belonged to public 
buildings from the second-temple and/or rabbinic periods; most of these lay 
in the ruin or were placed in secondary use in the modern structures. Of 
these items, four Tonic capitals deserve mention (one identical to that pub- 
lished by Schumacher), as well as two pedestals with Attic column bases, 
anTonic column base, and fragments of a corice with a meander relief. 

I should also note a decorated lintel with high reiefs, found with its up- 
per section partially broken, which we transferred to the museum in 
Quneitra (see PL. 43b).3% At the center of this lintel appears a relief of a 
wreath with a rosette of six leaves within it. On both sides of the wreath are: 
reliefs of pomegranates and branches. The lintel’sright end reveals a elief of 
a square frame with a four-leaf rosette within it, all surrounded by a vine: 
branch. The lintel’s left section has a relief of a vase with vine branches 
emerging from its two sides. 

‘The stone with the five-branched menorah (reported by Gutman and trans- 
ferred by us to the Quneira Museu, see PL. 46a), and the great similarity 
existing between the architectural items we found in Yahtdiyye and those of 
other Jewish public buildings from the rabbinic period in the Galilee and the: 
Golan, led us at the time to conclude that there had been a Jewish commu- 
nity in the village with at least one public structure, perhaps a syna- 
gogue 0 

From the mid-1970's, the site has been surveyed by a number of investi 
gators who reported the same finds registered by Gutman and myself 6! In 
1979, D. Ben-Ami noticed one of the ashlar walls near the cliff and sug- 
gested that this was a wall of the synagogue. ¥ Z. lan suggested that the 
remains of a different building near the cliff were the synagogue’s re- 
mains %3 Without archacological excavation of these buildings and others 
nearby, however, it is difficult to decide between the two suggestions; it is 
even possible that several Jewish communal buildings existed at the sie. 

In 1980, Z Tlan published an item taken from the site before the surveys 
of Gutman and the author 264 The item, which served originally as a vous- 
soir, bears a relif of nine-branched menorah and a ripod base, with a relief 
of a shofar on one side and a shovel on the other (see PL. 46b). Given the 
similarity between the decorations of this stone and the illustration of an ar- 

  

  

  

  

3% Epstcin & Guman, p. 275, S #102. 39 Today it s nthe caletion of Golan anquicsa th Qusrin Muscum, 360 See note 357, and also Urman, “Synsgogue Sits.” p. 22; Urman, “Hellensic” p. 
@, 

361 or cxamples, sceHan, e, pp. 95.96; Ma'or, “Golan— 32 See previous ot 
36 ta, lrael, p.%. 
364 lan, “Menorot”pp. 117-115 
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chitectural item found at Ahmadiyye published by Schumacher (sce Fig. 1 
i the section on Ahmadiyye), lan suggested atfirst tha they were the same 
item, “that was perhaps shifted to Yahadiyye since Schumacher's sur- 
vey.” 5 In his last book, however, he added the possibiliy that these are 
two similar items made by the same artisan.%% I find this possibility more 
probable. 

Undoubtedly, the item published by Tlan dovetails with the architectural 
items attesting to the carly Jewish settiement at Yahidiyye, at least in the 
rabbinic period. If systematic excavations were carried out at the site and at 
the remains of the wall that surrounds it, it might become evident that the 
Jewish settlement was bult in the second-temple period. 

  

  

  

   

“HORVAT ZAWITAN" 

‘This nameless ruin was discovered in 1968 by M. Inbar and Y. Gal. After 
the remains of a public building were identified there, it was given the name 

of “Horvat Zawitan.” The ruin, about eight dunams (2 acres) in area, lies on 
the bank of Nahal Zawitan near its confluence with Nahal Meshushim, at 
coordinates 2131-2595. 

A short time after the ruin was discovered, the author viited the site and 
dated the shards found there to various stages of the Roman and Byzantine 
periods 397 During that visit, which took place during stormy winter 
‘weather, the ruins of the public building built of ashlars were also discov- 
ered but it was impossible to examine them thoroughly or to measure them. 
At some distance from the building’s remains, I also made out remains of a 
moat 6% 

In 1979, Z. Ma'oz surveyed the site and he was the first o identify the 
remains of the public structure as those of a synagogue. According o his 
reports, the orientation of the public building was east-west, and its length 
about 13.10 m* In the south wall of the structure, Ma‘oz made out the 
remains of an entranceway whose doorposts had Attic bases. He also re- 
ported finding several Doric capitals in the river bed at the foot of the 
ruins 310 

Zvi Tlan, who visited the site during the 1980" 
tion of the building is northeast-southwest and that its dimensions are about 

    

laims that the orienta-   

   
n, Menoro, 

an, e, . 6. 
37 See Unman,Golan, . 19, s 104 
8 Sce previous ot 

269 Ma'oz, Golan, p. 3% Ma‘or, “Golan Synagogucs” p. 155 Ma'oz, “Golan—1." p. 
294 Ma'or, “Golan—2," . 342 

10 See previous ot 
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13 x 8 m"! Since the entranceway which Ma'oz reported as being in the 
south wall is found on the lengthwise wall of the structure, Tlan assumes 
that the main entrance to the building was in the west wall.> 

Itis quite possible that thes e of a Jewish public building— 
the location of the ruin is at the heart of an area of Jewish settlement in the 
Golan of the second-temple and rabbinic periods, and it has yielded architec: 
tural items that are characteristic of Jewish public buildings uncovered in the 
region. Nevertheless, until systematic excavations are conducted at the site 
in general and on the public structure in particular, the identification of the 
building as a synagogue remains hypothetical, 

  

  

  

  

ES-SALABE 

This abandoned Syrian village was built near an ancient ruin, re-using the 
stones of the ruin’s buildings. The village and the ruin are located on top of 
alofty spur at coordinates 2170-2596. The spur i surrounded on three sides 
by wadis: on the north by Wadi el-Khirig, on the west by Wad el-Batrd, and 
on the south by Wadi Nakheile (also known as Wad es-Salabe). 

The village and the ruin were first surveyed in 1968 by a team led by the. 
author, and again by Y. Gal in 1969.7 These first surveys showed that the. 
houses of the Syrian village were built from ancient stones and architectural 
items taken from the ancient rin. Among these were found several column 
sections and Doric capitals. The ruin’s arca was about 10 dunams. The 
shards found were mainly from the Roman and Byzantine periods ¥ Several 
buildings were identified that had walls of well-hewn ashiars; among their 
debris sections of columns, a few Tonic and Doric capitals, and parts of 
olive-oil presses could be seen 7S 

About ten years after the first surveys, Z. Ma‘oz visited the site. From 
that time, he has identified one of the structures on the site’s northwest 
slope as a synagogue 7 In his words: 

  

  

  

  

Itis a small building (8.50 by 11 m.) built on a terrace formed by large 
boulders and incorporating parts of olive presses. Only the facade of the 
building, in the southwest, was built of ashlars; it has survived o a height 
of five courses. In the center was a single entrance (170 m. wide) with 

  

74 lan, rae,p. 86 
2 See prvious not, 

313 S . Urman, “s-Salsbe,” Special Surveys Reports, Archiv of the Association for 
ehscologcal Survy of Tral, sral Aiiqites Auhory, Jerusalem (n Hebrew). 
4 S proviousnote and also Urman, Golan, p. 198, it #105. 
S See prvious not. 

576 See Ma‘oz, Golan, p. 34 Ma'oz, “Golan Synagogues,” p. 159; Moz, “Golan—! 
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plain doorposts and a lintel. The prayer hall was divided by two rows of 
three columns each into a nave and two aisles. An unfinished lonic capital 
and a Doric capital are visible in the building’s debris. In the northwestern 
wall were traces of a doorway leading o a narrow space running along the 
entire length of the hall 7 

  

  ewhere he adds: 
The synagogue at es-Salabe is a small unadomed building; such simple 
synagogues, which are difficult to identify in ruins, were probably more 
common thin once believed 7% 

  

In March of 1989, Z. Ilan visited the site. In the building identified by 
Ma‘oz as a synagogue, he found another onic capital 3™ On the slope 
north-west of the structure, Ilan made out a basalt crosspiece 120 cm. long 
29 cm. high and 20 em. thick. with various engravings on it, one of which 
is,in his opinion, a three-branched menorah with a shofar o its eft. % The 
bottom part of the stone is fractured along its entire length, but ths fact did 
not prevent Ilan from suggesting “that it served as a lintel which perhaps be- 
longed (o a private home or to the nearby synagogue.”*! At the center of 
the ruin, a short distance from Ma‘oz's so-called synagogue, Tian noticed a 
high knoll with the remains of  large building built of ashlars. In hs opin- 
on, this building also served as a public building “not only because of the 
large size of its stones but because among its debris and near it are buried 
about ten column sections of which one was apparently carved with the 
base."352 The architectural items that Tlan found in this bulding (the sec- 
tions of the columns and the large doorposts) are, in his words, different 

oz, and from this he concludes 

  

  

    

  

   

  

  

from the synagogue items identified by M 
that they were not transferred from the synagogue o be reused in this build- 
ing, but that they were originally part of the building. Ilan concludes his de 
scription of the building at the center of the ruin thus: “The lengthwise axis 
of the building, as far as it can be ascertained without excavation, is north 
west to southeast. The location of the building is excellent—it is buit at 
the center of the settlement, whereas the earlier building (Ma‘oz's so-called 

3 In his opinion, “The possibility that we have 
should not be 

  

         

   

  

     

  

synagogue) is at its edge. 
here a public building, another synagogue or house of study 
ruled out3% 
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No new information concerning this sitc has appeared since the visits of 
Ma'oz and Ilan. Our 1968 survey report had registered the structures de- 
scribed by Ma'oz and Tlan—as well as another building on the ruin's north- 
west slope built of well-hewn, ashlar, basalt stones 3 We hesitated to iden- 

tify them as Jewish public buildings, however, since no decorated architee- 
tural tems and/or dedicatory inscriptions had yet been found supporting such 
an identification. The possibility tha the rin at es-Salabe is the remains of 
a Jewish village of the rabbinic period is quite plausible. Afier all, the site 
lies at the heart of the area of Jewish settlement n the Golan during that pe- 
riod. It s also possible that Ma‘oz and Ilan may be corrct in their theories 
concening everything related to the buildings they described. But it i clear 
that without systematic excavation of the site and the buildings discussed 
here, we cannot determine with any certainty cither the village's identifica- 
tion as Jewish or the function of the buildings. 

  

Wik 

  

HARA (HORVAT BET LAVI) 

An ancient ruin about 2.5 kilometers northwest of Gamala (coordinates 
2189-2588) provided the location for a small, now-abandoned, Syrian vil- 
Iage. G. Schumacher, who visited the site in the 1880’s, described the vil- 
lage as a Bedouin winter village. He briefly mentioned the presence of a few. 
antiquites, but faled to describe them. 6 

Allthe survey teams of the Association for the Archacological Survey of 
Istael—those led by C. Epstein, S. Gutman, and the author—skipped the 
site in their surveys of the region. It remained unstudied until 1979, when 
Z. Ma‘oz surveyed it " From the surveyor's report, it appears that there arc 
remains of an ancient building built of hewn ashlars near the southwestern 
edge of the Syrian village. s facade wall, which has been preserved only to 
a height of two courses, faces south. Even though the other walls of the 
building, in the words of Ma‘oz, “had mostly been robbed,"* he claims 
that the dimensions of the building are 13.10 x 10.80 m. In his reports, 
Ma‘oz observed that the building’s central entrance (1.60 m. wide) was not 
in the middle of the south wall. He explained this unusual placement by 
saying that the entrance “was moved from the central axis i order to allow 
for building the Torah Ark in this wall from the inside.”*® Without a sys- 

  

  

  

35 See v, note 37, 
396 Schumacher, “Dicholan,” . 362 Schumacher, Jaudn, p. 68, 
37 Matoz, Golan (rev. ¢d), p. 34 Ma'or, “Golin Synsgoges.” p. 156; Ma'oz, 

“Golan—1" p. 292; Ma'az, “Golan-2"p. 541 
38 sec the previous note 59 Thus, for exampl, in Ma‘oz, “Golan Synagogucs.” p. 156 and also, in Ma'oz, ‘Golan—1"p. 292 
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tematic excavation of the building, however, we do not and cannot know. 
whether the building contained a Torah Ark, let alone whether its location 
explains that of the door. 

North of the hewn ashlar building that Ma‘oz calls a synagogue, he 
found a basalt lintel broken at both ends. It depicts a lion in relief, its body 
viewed from the side and its face from the front. Only the outine of the 
body and the mane have been preserved; the head has been mutilated. To the 
right of the lion's head was a tabula ansata containing a badly worn Aramaic. 
inscription that has not been deciphered ! 

Around this building and in the houses of the Syrian village, Ma‘oz 
found additional architectural items which he believes were originally in the 
synagogue. Among them he lists a pedestal, parts of Ionic and Corinthian 
capitals, part of a conch, parts of a convex frieze with floral scrolls and 
rosettes, a comice decorated with floral moiifs, and a relief of a wreath 
around a rosette 

Zvi Tlan, who visited the site afier Ma‘oz’s survey, pointed out that the 
designation ‘Horvat Bet Lavi’ was given the ruin in light of the find of the 
lintel with the image of the lion ** Ilan also reported finding other items at 
the site whose origin would seem to be from the so-called synagogue. These 
include a small Doric capital, (that he suggests may have belonged to the 
second story o to the Torah Ark), and a doorpost (?) fragment with parts of 
arelief of vine branches and an egg-and-dart decoration 

‘Whether or not the structure served as a synagogue, it is plausible that 
these are remains of a Jewish settlement which includes at least one public 
building. I is to be hoped that in the future Ma‘oz will publish a full eport 

of his finds at the site, including details about the area of the ruin and the 
dates of the shards found in it. This will enable other scholars to know 
whether it is from the second-temple and/or rabbinic period. The proximity 
of this ruin to Gamala makes imperative a clear answer to this question. 

  

  

KH. ED-DIKKEH 

During the rabbinic period, a Jewish settlement was built on a low hill near 
the east bank of the Jordan River. Its ruins now lie at coordinates 2087- 
2588. 

90 Seq Ma'or, “Golan—2," p. 541 
391 Ma'oz, “Golan—2. p. S41. Here we must ot that t i notclar upon what My'oz 

bases his decision that the inseipion i in Atamaic. One hopes that in the future e will 
publis a least & photogeagh o the nscrition, i not s full reading 

392 See above, note 387 
393 an, Israel, p. 71 
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L. Oliphant viited Kh. ed-Dikkeh in December 1884 and was the first to 
report its archacological remains. He identified a particular area of the rubble 
as the remains of a Jewish public building. In his description, Oliphant de- 
sribes his difficulty determining that the remains of the public structure 
should be identified as a synagogue. For this reason, I willcite his descrip- 
tion in full 

  

      

  

     
    

    
   

After following the course of the Jordan, on its east bank, for another mile, 
‘we reached a spot on the barren slope of a hill  few hundred yards from the 
iver, where some native huts had been recenly buill, and where 
stones, carved comices, capitals, and fragmens of columns were stzewn in 
profusion, while from the midst of them rose the walls of what appears o 
have been a synagogue; owing, however, (o a later superstructure having 
evidently been reared upon the original foundation, I feel Somewhat diffi- 
dent in pronouncing upon this point decidedly. 1 will, however, state my 
reasons for coming to this conclusion, while the accompanying sketches 
of the omamentation I found here may enable others more competent o 
form an opinion than myself 10 judge of their origin. The dimensions and 
ground plan of the building with the columns sill n siu closely resembled 
those of the small synagogue at Kefr Birim. The length was 45 fect, the 
breadth 3 feet. The building had an east and west orientation, and the door 
was in the centre of the wall on the westem sid. This does not, so far as | 
Know, occur in the case of any synagogue hitherto found, but it was doubt 
Tess due 10 the necessities of the case, s the site for the building was exca- 
vated from the hillside, the floor at the east end being about 9 feet below 
the surface of the earth at the back of the wall, while the slope of the hill 
‘would have made it inconvenient (0 place the door, as usual, on the south 
side. A more serious objection 1o this being a synagogue lies in the fact 
that the stones were set in mortar, which does not oceur in the case of other 
synagogues; but there were indications to show that these walls had been 
erccted upon older foundations. They were now standing to a height of § 
feet, There were no door-posts or lntel to the entrance. The floor, which 
was thickly strewn with building stones, fragments of columns, and of 
carved comices and capitals, was below the level of the ground, and was. 
reached by a descent of two steps, while opposite, running along the whole 
length of the eastern side, were two benches or sieps,the face of the upper 
one decorated with a thin scroll of omamental racery; these may have 
served for seats. The depressed floor and stone benches are both features 
which occur in the synagogue at Irbid [=Arbel). Upon the upper bench 
stood the fragments of two columns sbout 4 feet in height, and 1 foot 2 
inches in diameter. They were evidently not in situ, being without 
pedestals, and I can only account for their being in theif present position 
by the supposition that they had been placed there recently. The other two 
appeared (0 be in sifu, but their bases were much hidden by the blocks of 
stone heaped on the floor. These blocks averaged 2 fect 6 inches by 13 
inches. The capitals of the columns were in Corinthizn style, 2 feet 3 
inches in height, and consisted of a double row of leaves, which differed 
somewhat from the usual acanthus, apparently of a laer of more composite 
order. The ornamentation and character of the niches (sce figs. 4 and 5) so 
closely resembled those found a the synagogue at Kerazeh [=Chorazin] and 
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elsewhere, being of the same florid and somewhat debased type, that they 
seemed (o me (0 set at rest the question of the original character of this 
building, though it may subsequently have been diverted (o other uses. 
“Time did not allow me to do more than make rough drawings of the archi- 
tecture, but I rust they are suffcient o enable a comparison (o be made be- 
tween them and the engravings in the “Memoirs."*% If | am right in my 
conjecture, this synagogue would probably date from about the second 
tury of the Chrstian eca. I also found a stone which consisted of the upper 
porton of two small semi.attached fluted columns with Doric capitals, al- 
most exactly similar to the one found at Irbid. Also one cut into  round 
arch, which may have been placed over the litel on the plan of the arch on 
the lintel over the entrance to the great synagogue at Kefr Biim. It mea 
sured 39 inches across the base of the arch (fig. 1). A most ineresting ob- 
ject was a winged female figure, holding what was apparently a shea (f 
2). The ornamentation of the cornice does not resemble any which I have 
observed cither in the “Memairs” or clsewhere, and is not unlike the so- 
called egg and dart pattern (fig. 3). Other specimens of the omamentation 
are seen in fig. 7. 1 have not been able o form any conjecture which should 
identify this most interesting spot with any Biblical or historical locality 
s modern name is ed-Dikkih, meaning platform, a name not inappropriatc 
o its position. It is possible that during the next dry season the natives 
may continue their excavations, as stones are needed. I have urgently im- 
pressed upon them not to deface or destroy any remains that may be un- 
carthed; bu they unfortunately watched my proceedings with an uncasiness 
and suspicion which I am afaid a gravity failed altogether (0 dispel 3 

    
  

  

  

  

  

Schumacher claims he visited ed-Dikkeh twice, in 1883 and in 1884—that 
s, before Oliphant” But since Oliphant’s 1885 report was reprinted as an 
addendum to Schumacher’s Across the Jordan, which appeared in 1886, and 
Schumacher's 1886 report on the remains at ed-Dikkeh refers to Oliphant’s 
report, scholars credit Oliphant as the discoverer of the ed-Dikkeh site. % 
Since Schumacher describes different aspects of the site from Oliphant, we 
will also cite his reportin is entirety. 

    

“This ruin, which is not extensive, but rich in ormamentation, lies close o 
the Jordan, and immediately north of the Batihah. Close by the stream one. 
sees a decayed mill with an aqueduct, whose consiruction is far better than 
that of the mills of modern Jaulin. The old place stood close by on a small 
clevation. One’s eye is first struck by a rectilinear building, 55 feet in 
length and 33 feet in breadih, whose surrounding walls project over the 
ins for several feet (Fig. 27 in the German edition, Fig. 28 in the English 

  

  

       
395 When Oliphant wrote “Memois he meant the publication by C. R. Conder and H. 

H. Kitchener, The Survey of Western Palsiine, Memoirs o the Topography, Orograph 
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one). On the north-west comer an entrance leads into the interior, which 
Hhas two lights of steps 18 inches in height, unning al round it There are 
traces of good ommamentation on the walls and also on the columns. 
Betwicen the outer wal and the steps on th cast sde are two basalt columns 
standing; they are only S fee high. Whilst in the inner room four more of 
these at irregular intervals tower forth out of the ruin. Thus the inner was 
supported by columns. The surrounding walls were 3 fet thick; the build- 
ing stones hroughout have been carcfully hewn. Near the two upper col- 
um shafs @ winged basalic figure (Fig. 28 in the German ediion, Fig. 29 
in the English one=Oliphants Fig. 2), cut in bas elif,lcs, which, in op- 
positon (0 the other omamentation, Tis upon a low artifical sep. The 
stone is 19 inches long and 17 inchts broad. Outside the buildings e to 
be found gablelike decorations adorned with grapes (Fig. 29 n the German 

30 in the English one=Oliphant’s Fig. 7). or with the Haurin 
moulding (Fig. 30 in the German editon, Fig. 31 in the English one 
=Oliphant’s Fig. ), beautiful “cgg and pearl” moulding with the native 
tooth omamentaion, especially found in ed-Dera'ah (Haurin), (Fig. 31 in 
the German editon, Fig. 32 in the English one=Oliphan's Fig. 3), and 
severl tisted double colamas (Fig. 32 i the German cditon, Fig. 33 in 
the English one; Oliphant did _not publish this deta, also some with 
smooth shafts. The ruins present a Byzantine characer, Nevertheless, if 
one compares ihe discoveries in Western Palstne, in th distrits of Safed 
and Meiron, with thos in ed-Dikkeh, a most srking resemblance between 
the two appears. Afte a searching examination they there appear evidently 
as the remains of Jowish synagoaucs, and, threfore, perhaps it would not 
be 100 audacious to nclude ed-Dikkeh among the number of Jewish build- 
ings (see Across the Jordan, p. 243). Four winter huts of the *Arab et- 
Telawiyeh have becn erected on the uined place; their inhabitnts, how- 
ever, did no present a very rendly foce (o archacological rescarch. 

  

  

     

  

    

  

  

Oliphant and Schumacher both published a conjectural plan of the building. 
The plans differ on the location of the structure’s entrance. Whereas 
Oliphant sketches a wide entrance in the center of the building’s west 
wall, %0 Schumacher indicated only a small entrance in the northern part of 
the west wall, near the northwest comer of the building#! It is also impor- 
ant 10 note that Schumacher did not mention that the remains of the early 
building were covered by the remains of a later structure—which included ar- 
chitectural items from the early building in secondary use. 2 

‘The later building’s remains did not make the task of Kohl and Watzinger 
casy when they decided a brief exploratory excavation of the building. This 
was done as part of the project investigating the ancient synagogues in 
Galilee conducted by the Deutsche Orient-Gesellschaft in the years 1905 and 

        

  

9 Schumacher, “Dscholan,” pp. 278-279; Schumacher, Jauldn, pp. 120-123 Parcatheses mine. 
40 See Oliphan, “Lake Tiberias.” p. 83 
01 Schumacher, “Dscholan,” p. 278, Fig 27 
02 e, or example, Fig. 242 in Kobl and W, 
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1907. Kohl and Watzinger's team spent three days (April 29, 1905—May 1, 
1905) at Kh. ed-Dikkeh and managed to clean out the northern part of the 
early building down to its stone-slab floor.40? In general, Kohl and 
Watzinger's research concentrated on the architecture of the buildings which, 
following their predecessors, they called synagogues (=houses of prayer) 
without any reservations. They used this procedure at sites in the Galilee 
(Arbel, Chorazin, Capernaum, Horvat ha-*Ammudim, Meron, Bar'am, 
Nabratein, and Gush Halav), other stes in the Golan (Umm el-Qanti), and 
in the Carmel (Horvat Sumaga). At Kh. ed-Dikkeh, their work followed this 
same pattern. Their goal was (0 obtain a5 many details as possible of each 
building’s plan and its architectural elements. They did not occupy them- 
selves with systematic excavation, which is primarily concerned with deter- 
mining a structure’s stratigraphy and its dating. The later interest of course 
requires the study of poltery remains and other smal finds such as glass, and 
coins. Therefore the Kohl-Watzinger report was devoted primarily to the de- 
scription and analysis of architectural items found in and near the struc- 
ture %0 As the final result of their work, they present a conjectural plan of 
the carly building* and a suggested reconstruction of the wall of the struc- 
ture’s western facade. 405 

| Since the remains of the early building are no longer visible on the sur- 
face, it is difficult to verify the accuracy of the ground plan suggested by 
Kohl and Watzinger. According to this plan, the external dimensions of the 
building are 15.30 x 11.92 m. Comparing the drawing of the building’s un- 
carthed ruins with Kohl and Watzinger's hypothetical plan raises several 
questions difficult to answer without systematic excavation. The first ques- 

ion focuses on the presence of “the poriico,” or paved expanse, that Kohl 
and Watzinger's plan places west of the building’s westen facade. In the 
drawing of the remains, there appears a small paved segment at a distance of 
about a meter west of the facade wall, but there are no traces of the stairs 
apparently leading to the “portico,” or to the paved expanse that Kohl and 
Wazinger drew on the hypothetical plan. Indeed, Kohl and Watzinger them- 
selves put a question mark on the stairs drawn leading to the “portico” from 
the south. T think their reconstruction was influenced by the Jewish public 
structure at Capernaum which has a “portico” with stairs leading 10 it from 
both sides. There is no clear evidence, however, that the facade of the ed- 
Dikkeh structure was built in the same way. In addition, the complex at 
Capernaum influenced Kohl and Watzinger to add to their hypothetical re- 
construction of the ed-Dikkeh structure continuations towards the south of 

   

  

  

  

  

  

    

‘See Kol and Wazinger, . 120, Fig 27, 
404 Kohl and Watzinger, p. 112-124 
405 See Kohl and Watziner, Tafel XVI and ako se PL 478 
405 Kbl and Watzinger, p. 124, Fi. 251. Andalso ce PL. 47
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both the east and west walls. These suggested extensions likewise have no 
basis in the drawing of the remains. It is not surprising, then, that Kohl and 
Watzinger themselves either ignored or forgot the continuations of these 
supposed walls in their suggested reconstruction of the west wall of the 
structure’s facade. 7 

Another question concerns the presence of a second bench within the hall 
along its north and south walls. In the drawing of the remains, it is possible 
to make out the existence of only one bench. The east wall has a second 
bench, but this s insufficient (0 attest o the existence of a second bench 
along the north and south walls, 

As for Kohl and Watzinger's suggested reconstruction of the structure’s 
western facade wall, with its decorated architectural tems, there is no doubt 
that their contribution is important to future discussion. We shall not enter 
upon such a discussion here, % but shall only point out that prior to such a 
discussion, it is necessary 1o determine whether the west wall actually has 
three entrances. Oliphant and Schumacher reported the existence of only one 
entrance in the structure’s west wall (although they placed it in different 
locations), and in Kohl and Watzinger's drawing of remains it is hard to dis- 
cemn more than two entrances. Furthermore, whether another entrance to the 
hall existed in the building’s south wall should also be investigated—a ques- 
tion which Kohl and Watzinger did not solve, for they had insufficient fime 
to uncover the southern part of the building. 

‘Thanks to the Kohl and Watzinger team, which in three days managed to 
do what in our day sometimes takes a team of archacologists a week or 
more, we have important documentation about the remains of the public 
structure at ed-Dikkeh. Since 1905, most of these items have disappeared 
from their positions. Even though the German team uncovered no items 
with Jewish symbols (such as a menorah) nor any Jewish inscriptions, there 
is no doubt i the research that the structure was a public Jewish building, 
and that nearly al the investigators call it “a synagogu 

Immediately following the Six Day War in 1967, C. Epstein surveyed 
the site and identified a number of architectural items that had been reported 
by the earlier surveyors.{? A short time later, in 1968, the site was sur- 
veyed by the author and his team. 41 This survey, conducted when the site 
had been heavily overgrown, did not succeed in estimating the site’s arca, 

  

  

      

  

  

  

07 Sce previous noe 
408.C_ Goodenough, vol. 1, pp. 205.206 
499.C. Epscin, “Kh. ed-Dikkeh,” Golan Survey—Phase B, Report i the Archive of the 

Association for the Archacologial Survey of el Isracl Antiquites Auhority, erusalem 
(in Hebrew) 

410 Sce . Urman, “Kh, ed-Dikkeh” Reports of the Saff Offcer in Charge of 
Archacological Affais in the Golan (1968-1972), Atchive of theIael Antiquiies Authoriy, 
Senusalem in Hebrew): Urma, Lis,p. 13; Urma, Golan,p. 198, it #109, 

  

 



    

                      

     

   

  

   

      

    

    
    

          

      
    
      

   

LOWER GOLAN 509 

but we did find an abundance of shards from the different stages of the 
Roman, Byzantine, Arab and Ottoman periods. On the area’s surface almost 
nothing has remained of the public building, except for architectural items 
such as sections of columns, captals, and fragments of cornices that had al- 
ready been reported by Kohl and Watzinger. These items were found both at 

  

  

the site of the building and among the ruins of the later Arab houses north 
and east o the structure. It seems that the inhabitants of the Arab houses— 
which were erected after Oliphant’s and Schumacher's visits and Kohl and 
Watzinger's excavation—used building stones and architectural items from 
the public structure. After the war in 1948-1949, the place was abandoned 
because ofits proximity to the Isracli-Syrian cease-fire line. 

Hiltenmeister and Reeg visited the site in 1974 and dated the public 
structure to the third century CE.41! In 1979, Z. Ma‘oz surveyed the site 
and claimed that he documented “some additional architectural remains,” but 
did not detail them.*12 In his publications, he fails to mention that the 
building no longer appears on the site’s surface, but instead debates with 
Kohl and Watzinger (and with G. Foerster who discussed the building in his 
doctoral thesis [Foerster, “Galilean Synagogues,” pp. 53-541) about the 
building’s date. Ma‘oz has suggested several different dates: “he fifth cen- 

tury, ™13 “the fourth or the beginning of the fifth century C.E.,"14 “the first 
half of the fifth century C.E."1 and “the mid-fifth century CE416 

Z. Tlan, who surveyed the site in November 1988 and February 1989, 

      

  

  

  

    
  

  

found no new items. He suggested “that this synagogue was built in the. 
fourth or fifth century C.E17 

Itis clear that until a systematic excavation of the public building at Kh. 
ed-Dikkeh is conducted, we shall know neither the date of the building in 
general nor those of ts different phases in particular. Furthermore, a basic 

  examination of the extent of the site’s area is needed, for the impression ex- 
ists that the site is small even though the wealth of oramentation found in 
its public building suggests an economic wealth usually associated in a 
larger settlement. A large-scale excavation might also reveal the sources of 
the residents” livelihoods. In our survey, we found no remains of olive-oil 
presses that generally are found in Jewish sites in the Golan. These may. 
perhaps yet be found at the site. 

  

    
  

      

        

      
    
    

1 Hunenmeisier and Recg, p. 105. 
“Golan—L, p. 292; Ma'oz, “Golan—2," . 540. 
Golan (. 4., p. 12 
“Golan Synagogucs.” p. 155. 
Ancient Synagogues” p. 121 
“Golan—1." p. 292; Ma'oz, “Golan 
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DARDARA (KH. ED-DURDARA, EL-KHASHSHE) 

   
‘This small abandoned Syrian village was bult on an ancient ruin on the 
bank of Nahal Meshushim—also known by its Arabic name, Wadi es- 
‘Saffah—at coordinates 2114-2575. It seems that the Syrian village was only 
built in the twentieth century, for in the 1880's it did not exist. 
‘Schumacher, who visited Dardira in 1384, devotes only a sentence to it in 

his reports: “A ruin with scattered building stones on the Wad es-Saffah of 
the Batihah....” % Oliphant, who visited the site in December 1885, like- 
wise found no special finds there and wrote: 

  

From EI Hasaniyeh I procecded for a mile and a half up the WA cs-$affah 
o a uin called Dardira, but found nothing beyond rough basalt blocks, and 
traces of foundations.1? 

With the building of the small Syrian village (apparently in the late 1940's 
o the early 1950'), decorated architectural items and other antiquities began 
10 appear. When a team headed by C. Epstein first surveyed the site in 1968, 
they reported parts of an olive-0il press in a courtyard of a village house and 
several decorated hewn stones. 2 Epstein dated the shards gathered there to 
the Roman, Byzantine, and Ottoman periods. 21 

Shortly after Epstein’s survey, the site was surveyed once again by the 
author and his team. 2 This survey determined that the ruins covered about 
20 dunams. In addition to the pottery fragments collected by Epstein’s team, 
the site yielded a few shards from the late Hellenistc period and the Middle 
‘Ages. The Syrian houses and their courtyards revealed more parts from an- 
cient olive-oil presses as well as bases of two Atic colums, six column 
sections, three Doric capitals, and a fragment of a carved cornice. Al the 
items were made of finely crafted basalt 

In the southeast part of the village, I discovered that one of the Syrian 
buildings was erected upon the remains of an early monumental structure 
while making secondary use of its walls. Four to Six courses of the early 
building’s northern and southern wals survived in good condition, as well 
as a section of the eastern wal (including its corner with the southern wall). 
“The stones in the early walls were of basalt ashlar, and were laid using the 
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humacher, Dscholan” p. 261; Schumacher, 
419 Oliphant, “New Discoveris,” p. 74 
420 Bpcin & Guman . 277, St 4122 
21 e previous noe. 
422 b Unman, “Dardiea” Special Surveys Reports, Archive of the Assocition for the 

Archacalogical Survey of Iseal, Tsral Antiquities Auhorty, Jerasalem (i Hebrew); 
Urman, Lisp. 14, 
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“head-beam-head-beam” system.‘2¢ The building’s long axis was apparently 
east-west, but ts exact dimensions were difficult o determine without re- 
‘moving the walls of the later Syrian house and the systematic excavation of 
the site 

‘The remains of the monumental building and the well-crafted architec- 
tural items preserved in and around it, led us to suggest at the time that 
these remains were from a Jewish settlement of the rabbinic period, and that 
the structure may have served as a synagogue. Uniil further supporting 
evidence is found, such as Jewish inscriptions or architectural items deco- 
rated with menorot, this conjecture will remain only that. Hopefully, the 
remains of the monumental siructure will be excavated in the future, so that 
we will be able to determine a more precise date for it. 

  

  

  BATRA (‘BATHYRA,” “KH. BATRAH,” HORVAT BATRA) 

  

‘This ruin, whose area covers about 15 dunams, lis at the end of a spur 
north of the junction of Nahal Daliyyot (Wadi ed-Daliyye) and Nahal Baird, 
at coordinates 2138-2568. The ruin was first discovered in 1968 by survey 
teams led by C. Epstein and S. Gutman.# The surveyors found the ruin 
unnamed, but over the years, in light of the remains of a public structure 
identified by investigators as a synagogue, the names “Kh. Barah,” “Horvat 
Batrd,” “Bathyra,” or just “Batrd,” stuck to the site—names borrowed from 
that of the nearby wadi. Since the first survey by the Epstein and Gutman 
teams, the site has been surveyed a number of times by the author (from 
1968 10 1972),427 by Z. Ma‘oz (1978),% and by Z. Tlan (September 1984, 
April 198552 

Z. T theorized that the Aramaic name “Batri” which survived as the 
name of the nearby widi, was perhaps the early name of the site, and 
even proposed the theory that the site was one of the villages of the Bnei 

      

    

   

24 Sec Unman, Golan, p. 213 
425 See above, note 422. Alko see Urman, “Synagogue Sites.” p. 19, Urman, 

Hellenistic” p. 466. 
2 Epstcin & Gutman, p. 278, S 4117 
427 D, Urman, “Bateh” Special Surveys Reporis, Archive of the Association fo the 

Aschacological Survey of Israc, srael Antiquiies Authority, Jerusalem (in Hebrew); D. 
Urman, “Batr,” Reports of the SaffOfficer in Charge of Archacological Afirs i the Golan 
(1968-1972), Archive of the Isacl Aniiqutes Authority, Jersalem (in Hebrew):; Urnan, 
Lis,p. 14; Unman,“Synagogue Sites,” p.19; Urman, “Hellenistic,”p. 464; Urman, Golan, . 
199, Site 4114, 

28 Mavos, Golan (rev. ed), p. 33 Ma'ar, 
P 293; Ma'oz, “Golan—2,"pp. 541542 

i, Ancient Synagogues, pp. 137-144; la, Galilee and Golan, pp. 95-98; lan, 
Irael 9.7, 
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Bathyra who he thought setled around Gamala in the time of Herod ! Itis 
difficult 0 confirm or disprove Tlan’s theories without a systemati excava 
tion of the site, and such has yet to be conducted. Still to the credit of 
Tlan’s theories, it should be noted that the site has yielded a few shards from 
the early Roman period, in addition to those of the later Roman and 
Byzantine periods 432 

‘The public structure identified as a synagogue (not yet excavated), is lo- 
cated at the top of the hill on which the settlement was built. The remains 
of the settlement’s houses appear mainly on the hill's southern slope, but 
here and there one can make out the remains of ancient buildings on its 
westem and northern slopes. At the end of the latter slope, at the foot of the 
settlement, the remains of an olive-oil press have been well preserved. North 
of the community structure—indeed, upon it—and on the slopes of the hill 
it s possible to discern that the site was bult in a number of stages. But 
without archacological excavation, the dates of the stages of occupation and 
construction cannot be determined 4 
Of the public building, a section of the western wall about 8 m. long has 

been preserved t0 a height of one course, as well as the remains of a wall, 
visible on the surface for about 1.50 m., extending eastward from the north- 
e end of the western wall. The stones of these walls are well-hewn ashlars. 
Continuing northward in line with the building’s western wall is an addi- 
tional wall segment about 7.50 m. long. This wall segment, compared to 
the section of the western wall described above, is of inferior construction. 
At the northern end of the wall segment doorpost stones of an entrance 
about 1,35 m. wide were preserved in stu. Lying near the entrance, a basalt 
lintel about 190 m. long was found. Without excavation it i difficult to 
know whether the segment of wall continuing northward in line with the. 
wester wall segment indicates another room of the structure or that it be- 
Tongs to the remains of a wall of the public building’s courtyard—as does 
the entrance found at its northern end. The latter possibility seems more 
likely from the quality of construction. In the southern part of the structure, 
several areas hewn out of the rock were found. Without systematic excava- 
tion it s difficult to know whether they preceded the siructure, belong to the 
leveling process of the area before construction, or were hewn out as chan- 
nels for the foundations of the building’s walls £+ 

It is possible o estimate that the overall measurements of the public 
structure complex were about 17m. x 10 m., and that it was oriented cast to 
west. It s difficult to determine with any certainty which of the structure’s 

   

    
  

      

    

  

  

  

  

31 Sec llan, Ancient Synagogues,p. 139; also lan, “Bathyra™ 
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walls was the facade. Ma'oz suggests that it was the wall which he defines 
as southwestern, but later construction on this wall’s line makes it difficult 
to accept his idea without excavation 5 

In and around the structure, many architectural items were found, all of 
basalt and some decorated with reliefs. These include fragments of a lintel 
with a relief of a wreath tied with a *knot of Hercules” whose ends become 
leafy vine branches with grape clusters, as well as Doric capitals, half an 
Tonic capital, a capital with a relief of a vine branch emerging from a vase 
with a partridge-like bird standing between its leaves and the grape cluster 
Many parallels can be found to these arifacts and their decorations among 
the Jewish public buildings identified as synagogues in the Galilee and the 
Golan. Indeed, this fact caused the various surveyors of the site to suggest 
that the public structure there served as a synagogue. 

Itis clear, however, that until systemati excavation of the structure and 
its immediate area is conducted, we cannot know its date. Hiitenmester 
suggested attributing the building to the third century C.E.;#% but the struc- 
ture may predate this century. By contrast, the building may have undergone 
several stages of construction and/or periods of use. 

  

  

    

GAMALA (ES-SALAM) 

The remains of this Jewish city from the second-temple period can be found 
on the southern slope of a high spur above deep, dry wadis. The ruin, called 
es-Salam on Syrian maps, lies at coordinates 219-256. The top of the spur 
is shaped like a camel’s hump and, this seems to be the instigation for the 
city’s name in the second-temple period 427 

‘After the city's destruction during the Great Rebellion of 67 C.E 
‘Gamala remained unpopulated. At first, apparently, Roman regimes forbade. 
its reinhabitation, but later ts topographical situation mitigated against re- 
settlement. During the Byzantine period, however, a Christian village- 
known in the twentieth century as Deir Qrikh—was founded on the height 
overlooking the city from the east.#% 

During the Arab periods, the Jewish ruins of the city sank into oblivion. 
As a result, the investigators of Palestine from the nincteenth and early 
twentieth centuries struggled to identify the site of Josephus® fortified city. 

  

  

  

  

In addition to the writings of Josephus, the searchers also had a small 

  

935 See Ma'oz, “Golan Synagogues 
“Golan—2,"p. 582 

436 nenmeister and Reeg, pp. 3839 
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amount of information from rabbinic literature. Now that ts ruins have 
been discovered and the uncovering ofis secrets has been begun, there is no 
reason to discuss the previous suggestions concerning the location of 
Gamala. They are simply no longer germane. This site was correctly identi- 
fied as Gamala in 1968 by Y. Gal, who published his identification sugges- 
tion in 197199 

After Y. Gal’s discovery, S. Gutman surveyed the site, concluding that 
Gal's suggestion that this was Gamala was correct.* In 197172, the au- 
thor and Z. Tlan conducted further surveys at this site and at nearby sites 
where remains of the Roman siege camps may lie:* Our survey revealed 
that the site’s area was about 180 dunams. The site yielded large quantities 
of shards from the first century B.C.E. and first century C.E. as well as a few 
shards from the Early Bronze I and II periods.*#2 We also recorded the re- 
mains of settlement’s wall and a number of basalt architectural artifacts 
mainly colum sections. We also found catapult stones made of local basal. 
‘Two things in our survey convinced us that Gal and Gutman were correct in 
identifying the remains as the site of Gamala: the site’s topographical situa- 
tion fits Josephus’ description of Gamala, and the discovery of the wall’s 
remains with catapult stones near it 4 In his surveys, Z. llan also focused 
on the remains that, if excavated in the future, might contain traces of the 
Roman army camps that besieged the city; he even published a plan indicat- 
ing the place of these presumed camps. 4 

Josephus first mentions Gamala as a Hellenistic-Seleucid fortress cap- 
tured by Alexander Jannaeus on his expedition to conquer Gilead and the 
Golan in 83-80 B.C.E. (War I § 105; Aniguities XIII §§ 394-397). It scems 
that after this conquest, Gamala was inhabited by Jews, for after the Roman 
conquest in 63 B.C.E., Gabinius attempted to setle a non-Jewish population 
there (War 1 § 166), an unnecessary action if the town alrcady had non- 
Jewish inhabitants. This attempt was unsuccessful and during the reign of 
Herod and his heirs, it was again primarily inhabited by Jews. Furthermore, 
the Zealot movement develops out of Gamala. The leading figure in this 
movement—Judas of Galilee or Judas the Galilean (as he is called occasion- 

          

  

    

  

  

   
  

9 Seq Gal, “Gamala,” pp. 156-158, 
0 Guman, “Gamala.” 

41 See War IV § 13, On these separae surveys, see D, Urman, “es-Sdlam and Deir 
Quikn,” Repors o he Siaf Oficer in Charge of Archacological Affirs inthe Golan (1965 
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ally in Josephus and Acts 5:37)—is in fact from Gamala in the Golan. He 
founded this movement which Josephus labels “the Fourth Philosophy 
along with Zadok the Pharisce. In 6 C.E., he led the civil insurrection 
against the Roman regime doring the census of Quirinius (War VII § 253; 
Antiquities XVIII §§ 4-10). Judah’s son Menahem continued his father's ac- 
tivities in the Zealot movement and, from 66 C.E., led it until his death 
(War II §§ 433-449). Josephus relates that Eleazar, son of Jairus—who was 
the last leader of the Zealots including their final stand on Masada—was re- 
lated to Menahem and was a descendant of Judah of Gamala, but he provides 
1o details of that relationship or of his town of origin; he, to0, may have 
been from Gamala (WarII § 447; VI § 253). 

Despite Josephus' references to Gamala’s professed loyalty to the 
Romans at the start o the rebellion (Vita §§ 46-47), it seems that the city’s 
Zealot elements continued 1o be strong. King Agrippa tried to block the 
connections between Gamala and the Galilean rebels (Vita § 398) and even 
attempted to destroy the city's forifications (War IV § 10; Lie § 114). In 
the batle to break Agrippa’s siege, Josephus led the Galilean rebels (War II 
§568) and claims to have fortified the city (War IT § 574; IV § 9). Tt should 
be pointed out that Josephus knew the city well, for in his writings we find 
detailed descriptions of it andits fortifications (War IV §5 4-8). But he draws 
‘on both Jewish and Roman sources (War IV §§ 4-53, 62-83) for his descrip- 
tion of the Roman siege of the city, the heroic actions of the Zealots against 
it, and its capture and destruction by the Romans. 

‘Turning from ancient to recent history, from June 1976 to the end of the 
1980's, 5. Gutman conducted about fourteen seasons of excavations at the 
site.#45 In the first season, Gutman excavated two of the site’s most impor- 
tant finds—the city wall and the public structure today called the 
“synagogue.” 4 The city wall, which was apparently built at the start of the 

  

   

  

    

      

  

    

rebellion, is not uniform and was bult section by section. It extends about 
350 meters, surrounding the city’s eastern end. The builders used the outer 
walls of earlier buildings and occasionally erected it over existing structures,      
‘The wall’s thickness was achieved by making the rooms fully or partially 
impenetrable. Discovered along the length of the wall were. hundreds of cat- 
apult stones of different sizes, and large quantities of iron arrow-heads, and 
in some spots signs of forced entry—mute witness to the hard battle which 

  

45 For the excavators prelminary reports, see Gotman, Gamala—2; Gutroas, Gamala— 
3; Gutnan, Garala; Gutman, Rebellon. For furher biblography see Gutman, “Ganla-— 
p. 348 there i a full it thre alo including most of his publications on the excavation 
Hebrow), 35 well as Guiman, “Gamla—3," . 463 (a st restricted to his publications in 
English. 

44 See Gutman, Gamala—2 and ecently, in an abbeevited and updaed form, Gutman, 
‘Gamla—3," p. 460. 
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had taken place in 67 C.E. between the Roman forces and the defenders of 
Gamala 

‘The public structure identified as a synagogue lies at the eastern entrance 
to the settlement, and the city wall was erected adjacent o it at the start of 
the rebellion. It is a rectangular building whose exterior dimensions are 
2550 x 17 m., while the hall inside is 13.40 m. long and 9.30 m. wide. 
‘The center of the inside hall is unpaved, but it is surrounded by paved sur- 
faces as well a three or four rows of benches built from finely-hewn, basalt 
ashiars. (See PL. 48a.) We shall not describe all aspects of the building, for 
it has already been detailed in the excavator's reports.#* But we shall men- 
tion several issues and problems concerning this important edifice. 

With regard to dating, there is no doubt that these remains represent the. 
earlest Jewish assembly hall yet uncovered by archacologists in Palestine: 
and Syria. According to Gutman, the structure’s date ranges between the 
time of Alexander Jannaeus—aftr the capture of Gamala by his forces*#— 
and that of John Hyrcanus 11 (63-40 B.C.E).4%0 Z. Ma‘oz, by contrast, de- 
lays structure’s date to “sometime between 23 B.C.E. and 41 C.E4S! 
Unfortunately, we can only wait until the full report of the building’s ex: 
vation is published and hope that it will provide sufficient stratigraphic, 
ceramic and numismatic information o help decide the question. If 
archacological tools and methods do not provide a precise date, we will be 
forced to limit our conclusions to saying only that the structure was erected 
for certain sometime in the decades prior to the rebellion and was undeniably 
destroyed in 67 CE. 

There is an interesting link among Gamala, Masada, and the Zealot 
movement that deserves further exploration. First, Gamala was the home of 
the family that led Jewish opposition to the Roman government for three 
‘generations. Second, Gamala contains the carliest assembly hall so far dis- 
covered. Third, the next earliest assembly hall was found at Masada, which 
Menahem, the son of Judah of Gamala and the founder of the “Fourth 
Philosophy” used as a base in the early stages of the Great Rebellion. 
Furthermore, his relative Eleazar ben Yair, as I mentioned, commanded 
Masada during the last stages of the Rebellion. These facis suggest an av- 
enue of investigation to which until now has received litle attention. Is 
there perhaps a link between early assembly halls and the Zealot movement? 
Although the answer to this question lies beyond the scope of this artcle, I 

  

  

  

  

   

  

  

  

  

7See Gutman, Gartala—2 Guiman, Rebellion, pp. 8398 nd Gutman, “Gamla—3." . 
o, 

48 Sce ot 445, and especially Gtman, “Ganla” pp. 034, 
49 See Guman, “Gamla—3,"p. 460; Gutnan, Rebelon, . 109 
450 Sec Guman, “Gamla.” p. 34 
451 Sec Ma'o, “Gamla" . 35 
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will point out that a mover 
such as the Zealots—is precisely the kind of group that ne 
ing in which to meet 

‘Atthe present stage of research, we lack the data conclusively to demon. 
strate architectural continuity between this Gamala structure and later 
Galilean and Golan buildings. However, several items suggest such a conti 
nuity. First, the assembly hall at Gamala has benches built along the inside 
of its four walls, as do the Jewish public buildings at ‘Ein Nashét and at 
Qisrin, and perhaps also at Kh. ed-Dikkeh, Umm el-Qaniir and other sites. 
Second, at the Gamala structure, an Ionic capital was uncovered of a type 
common to later Jewish public buildings in the Golan and the Galilee from 
the rabbinic period (see PL. 48b). Third, a fragment of a lintel with a rosette 
decoration made with a compass—a widespread motif in the Jewish archaco- 
Togical finds of the second-temple and rabbinic periods—was also found 
there.452 This suggests that archacologists should be careful about dating all 
Jewish remains of this type in the Golan 10 the later Byzantine period; the 
‘Gamala finds suggest they could be as early as e first century. 

Adjacent 1o the assembly hall, Gutman uncovered two additional struc: 
tures important for the investigation of Jewish public construction in 
Palestine during the second-temple and rabbinic periods in general, and of 
the Golan region in particular. The excavator defines one structure as a ritual 
bath, a migweh. Its exterior dimensions are 4.50 x 4.00 m. and it was un- 
covered west of the assembly hall. The second structure is a small room east 
of the assembly hall. Benches were also built along its four walls. Gutman 
calls this room “the Study Room.” He concludes, “The synagogue, adjoined 
by a study room, a ritual bath, and a courtyard, thereby constituted a com: 
munity center of sorts for study and prayer, while the Temple in Jerusalem 
was still in existence.”*5 It seems tha if we understand this complex as 
center specifically for the men of the “Fourth Philosophy” (and compare it 
0 the finds at Qumran), we should refrain from expecting to find all these 
components around all public Jewish buildings that date from after the de- 
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struction of the Temple. 
During later scasons, Gutman excavated private structures as well as craft 

and production installations,including presses for olive-oil production.** Tn 
some of these buildings, evidence was discovered revealing they had been 
covered with stone roofs. A comparison of the presses of Gamala with the 

  For 4 photograph of the linte frsgment with the roset decoration, see Guima 
“Gamia," . 34, 

453 Guman, “Gama—3."pp. 461462 
454 See, for exampl, Z. Safe's 

requires more sty 
455 See above note 445 
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remains of presses found at other Jewish sits in the Golan shows clear con- 
tinuity of Jewish settlement in the Golan despite the events of the Great 
Rebelion. 456 

T conclude this discussion of the Jewish finds at Gamala by mentioning 
the coins first uncovered at ths instructive site. These are bronze coins on 
one side of which is minted the Hebrew word “ra>” (“For the redemption 
of") and on the other side *...p1 252" that is, “h{oly] Jerusalem. ™57 

  

“KH. DALIYYE" 

‘This nameless ruin lies on a slope of the southern bank of Wadi ed-Dliyye 
at coordinates 2201-2560. The ruin was firs discovered by Y. Gal and D. 
Peri. They reported its location to the author and he led a tea to survey it 

During the survey, it became clear that these remains were from a small 
village with an area of about 15 dunams. According (o the shards found 
there, the village had been inhabited from the early Roman to the late 
Byzantine period. Apparently, after the Byzantine period the site remained 
uninhabited +5¢ 

In the site’s southeast section, there were well-preserved remnants of a 
monumental structure whose walls were built of hewn basalt ashlars. Since 
the building was full of debris and vegetation, we were unable to measure it 
during the survey. Nevertheless, it was possible to determine that its length- 
wise axis ran east-west and that sections of its walls were sometimes pre- 
served to a height of three courses. Lying on the castern wal of the building 
was a basalt lintel, 170 x 50 centimeters, with a slighly blurred relief of 
three rosettes. Another lintel of the same size was found west of the build- 
ing. This lintel was carved with reliefs of vine branches issuing from two 
vases and forming in the center a plaited wreath with a ‘Hercules knot.” At 
ach of the lintel ends were a relief of a stylized rosette. |5 

Since the monumental structure was built of well-hewn ashiars and the 
decorations are similar o those found in public Jewish buildings of the 
Galilee and the Golan, I suggested at the time that this ruin was the remains 
of a Jewish village from the Second-temple and rabbinic periods, and that the 
nuin of the monumental building was originally a synagogue. 0 Without a 

  

  

  

45 Andsee my comments i the setion onhistaricalbackground. 
457 S the photographs in Guman, “Gamla—3."p. 461 
455D, Urman, “Kh. Diliyye." Reportsof the S Officer in Charge of Archacological Afirs n he Golan (1568-1972), Arcive o the Ival Antiguitis Auority, Jerusalem (i Hebrew): Urman, Golan, . 20, e #17. 
459 7 published the. photograph of the latter Tl which was found broken in two, in Unman, Golan, p. 101, Fig. 42 
460 Scc Urman, “Synagogue Sitcs.”p. 1; Urman, 
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systematic archacological excavation in the village and at the building, how- 
ever, these suggestions wil remain n0 more than that. Finally, it should be 
pointed out that near the monumental building our survey also found frag- 
ments of a sarcophagus, but to our disappointment these pieces contain no 
inscription or decoration which could reveal the ethnic identity of the de- 
ceased. 

  

BETHSAIDA 

‘This Jewish settlement of the second-temple and rabbinic periods is well 
known from written sources. It was situated somewhere in the Bateihah 
Valley (designated on today’s Isracli maps as the Bethsaida Valley), east of 
the spot where the Jordan River enters the Sea of Galilee. The exact location 
of this settlement, as we shall yet see below, has not been identified with 
certainty 461 

"To begin our discussion, let us examine the literary information concern- 
ing Bethsaida. Josephus states that at its beginning, Bethsaida was a Lower 
Gaulanitis village on the Sea of Galilee (War 11 § 168; Antiguities XVIII § 
28). A few years before the start of the Common Era, Philip, Herod’s son, 
raised the village to the status of city by adding residents and strengthening 
is fortifications. He named it Julias—after the emperor's daughter (War I1 § 
168; Antiquities XVIII § 28). 

‘The New Testament gospels describe the actvities of Jesus in and near 
the city. They also state that it was the home for the disciples Philip, Peter, 
and Andrew. See Matthew 11:20-24; Luke 9:10-17; 10:13-15; Mark 6:45; 
8:22:26; John 1:44; 6:5-9; 12:2022.42 

In 34 C.E, Philip, Herod's son, died in Bethsaida-Julias, and apparently 
was buried there. Emperor Tiberius annexed his territory to Syria 
(Antiquities XVIII § 108). But later we find that Bethsaida-Julias is included 
in the kingdom of Agrippa Il (War III§ 57). Under the rule of AgrippaI, it 
seems that the Jewish community at Bethsaida continued to exist unharmed. 
After his death, 400 years of rabbinic literature provides evidence that 
Bethsaida’s Jewish community existed. 

‘The lack of space in this essay prevents us from discussing all the many 
references to the Jews of Bethssida in the rabbinic material * But before we 

  

    

  

961 And this the reason why on the map accompanying tis aticle three different stes 
are marked around #40 (-Bethssida). 

462 1 ixth-century Chrisian tradidon, Bethsida ws alo considered s the home of the 
fisherman Zebedee and s sons James and John. Sce Theodosius, De Sit Terrae Sancae,in 
P.Geyer, . linera. Hierosolymitana (Vienna, 1898)§ 2. 

463 And here we must comment that S. Klein eroneously atributed sppearasee f this 
place name 10 the Jewish community of Sidon (Saida), on the coast of Lebanen. Sec Kie,    
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‘mention a few of them, we must indicate that the name Julias is nowhere 
included in them.%¢ From the time that Bethsaida began to play an impor- 
tant role in Christian traditions and writings, apparently, the Jewish sources 
refrained from even using its name. They instead called it Saidan (77°%) or 
Saidin (77°3). 

In the second generation of Yavneh (early second century C.E.), Hananiah 
ben Hakinai probably lived in Bethsaida, for Tosefta Niddah 6:6 says: “Said 
R. Simeon: I found Hananiah ben Hakinai in Saidan and he told me that 
when he went to R. Aqiba...”" 6 As is known, Hananiah ben Hakinai is 
considered one of the Ten Martyrs, and in the Babylonian Talmud, at 
Ketubot 62b, we find that his home was in a Jewish city on the bank of a 
river. This fits with Bethsaida, which lay on the bank of the Jordan River. 

During the persecutory decrees promulgated both during and after the Bar 
Kokhba Rebellion (135-138), Rabban Simeon b. Gamaliel hid in Bethsaida, 
and only after the decrees were rescinded did he move to Usha. During his 
stay in Bethsaida, Rabban Simeon b. Gamaliel found there an active group 
of sages. This experience explains his many comments about Bethsai 
his halakic discussions. For example, Y. Sheqalim 6, 50a reads: “Said 
Rabban Simeon b. Gamaliel, It happened that I went to Saidan and they 
brought me more than 300 kinds of fish....” Mishnah Gittin 7:5 states, 
“Rabban said, ‘It once happened in Saidan that a man 

Lo, this s your bill of divorce on condition that you give 
‘me my cloak,” and the cloak was lost. But the sages said, “Let her give him 
its value.” And Tosefta Gittin 1:4 reads: “Rabban Gamaliel said t0 the 
Sages at Saidan....” These passages make it clear that a group of sages lived 
at Bethsaida and made halakic decisions. This group may have included the 
Tocal sages such as Abba Gurion of Saidan who cited in the name of Rabban 
Gamaliel, the father of Rabban Simeon b. Gamaliel, as we find in the 
Midrash Abba Gurion on Esther (Buber edition 1): 

Abba Gurion of Saidan said five things in the name of Rabban Gamalil: 
When false judges increased, false witnesses also increased; when the 
brazen increased, people lost their glory; since the lessr say to the greater 

    

      

  

   

    

       

ha-Yishu, pp. 129-130. Z. Safs, who realized this, collcted many, but notal, of the 
references (see S, Stlement, pp. 37-39). 

464 No s this anyihing o be srprised a1, a Z. Safr comecly noted (S, Serlement, 
p. 35), for the rabbinic sources generaly refin from callng sculements n he Land of 
Trac by the Greek or Roman names given them. For example, Acte (ALKo) remains AKko 
in abbinc iterature and ot Polemai; Emmaus remsins Emsaus and not Nicopolis 

465 1 the Toseta versions of this story (7)appears, but the Hasdei David spels it 
) The stoy also oceurs in B. Niddsh $2b. 

    

  

  

¢      
 



    

  

   

      

LOWERGOLAN 521 

“Lam greater than you," men's years were shortened; since beloved children 
angered their Father in heaven, He set over them a wicked king 465 

Another sage of this group may have been Abba Yudan of Saidan who s 
mentioned in Tosefta Yebamot 14:7 and Oholot 18:7. 

In the amoraic period, Rabbi Yose Saidania is mentioned (Y. Ketubot 
1157, 34e; Y. Berakot 4:4, 8a). We also find that Resh Lagish taugh the 
Law at Saidan “on a menorah that is removed by hand” (B. Shabbat 45b), 
Even this limited selection of passages clearly reveals that a Jewish com- 
munity existed in Bethsaida and at one point during the rabbinic period it 
had a rabbinic academy 

In the modern period, the rin was visited by Sir Laurence Oliphant, the 
pioncer investigator of the Jewish settlements in the Golan. After his stop 
there in 1884, he wrote the following 

1 commenced my investigations immediately on crossing the Jordan, at the 
point of its debouchure into the lake. Here, at a distance of half a mile cast 
from its mouth, are situated the ruins of el.*Araj, which consists of founds. 
tions of old walls, and blacks of basalti stone, cut and uncut, which hae 
been used for building purposes. The ruins cover a limited area. A litle 
over a mile north of el-*Anj there fises from the fertle plain of el-Batcihah 
‘2 mound sirewn with blocks of stone, and remains which cover a consider- 
able area, This is et-Tell,  spot which it has been sought by more than one 
traveler to identify with Bethsaida Julias. 1 will not here enter into the 
much vexed question of whether there were (wo Bethsaidas, as insisted 
upon by Reland and many others, or only one; or whether ‘the desert place 
apart,” upon which was performed the miracle of the five loaves and the 
two fishes, was on a desolate spur of the range immediately to the north of 
this Tell, which would necessiate two Bethsaidas, or whether it was not, 15 
Dr. Thomson supposes, at the northeast corer of the Lake on the shoulder 

Mes'adiyeh, upon which assumption he constructs a theory 
which would involve only one; or whether, as suggested by Capta 
Conder, the Sinaitic Manuscript is right in omitting the definition (Luke 
9:10) of the desert where the 5,000 were fed, as “belonging o the city 
called Bethsaida,” in which case the necessity for a second city of that 
name ceases to exist, and the miracle may have been performed in the plain 
at the south-cast of the Lake. It is possible that cxcavtions at et-Tell 
might enable us to deside positively whether it is the site of Bethsaida 
Julias, which we know was in this viciniy.$67 

  

  

  

    

  

But 110 years afer Oliphant wrot these remarks—and despite the sysiem- 
atic archacological investigations have been conducted in recent years at et- 
“Tell—many of the questions this pioncer investigator artculated remain. 

465 Other information concerming this sage has been prserved. 
Tos Yeb. 47; Tos. Oh. 18:7, and B. Yeb. 1220, ec 

467 Oliphan, “Lake Tiberias” p. 82   
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Most carly investigators of Palestine in recent centuries were interested 

in the question of the location of Bethsaida and Julias mainly because of its 
appearance in the New Testament. But we wish to know the location of the 
Saidan o Saidin of Hananiah ben Hakinai, Abba Gurion, Abba Yudan, and 
R. Yosi. So we shall not survey here the extensive writings of Christian 
clerics and researchers who concerned themselves with the location of 
Bethsaida over the last 1400 years (1). 4% 

‘We shall only examine, following Oliphant’s remarks, what we know. 
from the archacological point of view about each of the three 
mentioned. 

  

     
       

    
        
   

  

     

  

el 
“The remains of this uin lie on the shore of the Sea of Galilee between the 
Jordan River (10 the west) and Wadi ez-Zakiyye (1 the cast), at coordinates 
2082-2554. Oliphant saw there foundaions of old walls and basalt blocks 
but he described it as a small area.6? Schumacher, who also surveyed the 
site i the 1380's, was more impressed by the ruin’s size and described it as 
follows: “A large, completely destroyed sit close to the ke in the Batihah. 
‘The building stones of basalt are unusually large; also the foundations, 
which are still visible, and are built in part with white mortar. ™70 

At the start of the twentieth century, G. Dalman visited the place and 
found shards which he attibuted 1o the Roman period and remains of a 
monumental structure which he identified as a synagogue. ! In the 1930's, 
R.de Haas reported on the existence of remains of a mosaic floor near “Beth 
ha-Beq” mentioned by Schumacher in his description as the “Hsil of the 
famous leader of the Mecca pilgrims, Muhammed Sa'id Pasha.™72 

Between the years 1950-1967, the place served as a position of the 
Syrian Ammy and was designated on maps s cl-Hisel and “Beth ha-Beq.” 
After the Six Day War in 1967, the site was surveyed by the author and his 
team. 7 In these surveys, it was difficult o estimate the fll area of the site 
since some of it was covered by lagoons and swamps, while other arcas were 

  

       

        

    

    

  

     

   

        
    

       
   
   

   

  

    

  

468 For some of ths litrature, the reader should consult the aricle by Bargi Pixacr 
“Searching for the New Testament Site of Bethsaida” Bibiical Archacologis (December 1985): 207-216, and this anticl’s accompanying biblography. I i not clar why Pisner did not mention the works of Oliphant nd Schumacher, 

469 Oliphan, “Lake Tiberias” p. 82 
470 Schumacher, “Dscholan,” pp. 286-287; Schumicher, Jaul, . 93, 

Dalnan, “Bethsaida,” pp. 4548; Dalman, Jes, p. 173 
cc R. de Has, Galile, he Sacred Sea: A Historical and Geographical Description (erusalem, 1933),p. 114, Se also Schumacher, “Dscholin,” p. 257; Schumacher, Jaulan,p. 54 

   
  

  

   

  

   

  

473 See . Usman, "l Ars, el-Hisel, and Beth ba-Beq,” Reporis of the Staff Offcer in 
(Charge of Archacological Affairs in he Golan (1968-1972), Achive of the Istel Antiquiies Authority, Jerusalem in Hebrew):; Urman, Lst, p.14; Urman, Golan, p. 200, Site #115.   
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covered by the Sea of Galilee; yet other areas of the ruin were covered by 
tangled vegetation. 

Tn any case, it seems that Schumacher was correct in judging that this is 
alarge ruin. In the areas of the site we could examine, we found the tops of 
walls of a number of buildings, although we did not locate the remains of 
the monumental building Dalman reported. In addition to a few shards from 
the end of the Hellenistic period, we identified many shards from different 
stages of the Roman and Byzantine periods as well as the Ottoman period. 
We found two coins at the site; one was identified as a coin of Philip from 
29 or 33 C.E. and the other as a coin of Agrippa II. (The latter has a sec- 
ondary minting.) Near the ‘Beth ha-Beq_ structure, we found a concentration 
of architectural items. These included the remains of a limestone Corinthian 
column, a limestone Atic pedestal, and a drum of a heart-shaped comer col- 
umn as well as fragments of column drums made of limestone and basalt. 
Since we found no items with obviously Jewish decoration (such as a meno- 
1ah), we concluded ou report by pointing out the possibilty that two mon- 
umental buildings once existed at the sit, one built of basalt and the other 
of limestone (although it could have been a single building in which two 
types of stone were incorporated). Without archacological excavation at the 
site, however, it is difficult to know whether the remains stem from a 
Jewish public building or a Christian church "¢ 

In 1974, M. Nun surveyed the site and wrote: 
In 1974 the author found near Beth ha-Beq architectural tems—a capital, a 
base, and a comice stone that belonged (o a public building of the Roman 
period whose exact location s not et known. There is reason to theorize 
that these are the remains of the Bethsaida synagogue, that was built as 
were all the other synagogues on the shores of the Kinneret, in the second 
and third centuries c.E. The building was outstanding with its white stones 
against the black basalt seting, like the synagogue at Capernaum.¥75 

   

  

        

In 1983, the site was examined once again by Mendel Nun and Bargil 
Pixner, and in this visit they found the drum of the heart-shaped comer-col- 
umn that had already been reported in the author’s survey. 6 

In the course of March and April 1987, R. Arav conducted a limited e 
ploratory dig in the site area. Unfortunately, he has yet to publish a full re- 
port on the excavation; he has written only the following 

EL-“Araj is a low mound extending over 10 dunams near the mouth of the 
Jordan River, Remains of 2 monumental building are visible. The excava- 
tion of el-"Arajrevealed a single level, dating from the fourth (o the sixth 

centuries C.£. A few Helleaistic and medieval shards testified to some sort 
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of activity during these periods. It is noteworthy that we did not find a 
Hellenistic or Roman city level at el-‘Ary. In the light of the finds from 
the probe excavations, it seems more reasonable to identify ancient 
Bethsaida with et-Tell than with el.'Arj 77 

  

      
    

  

   el-Mes'adiyye    

  

‘This Syrian Army position (now in ruins) was built upon the remains of an 
ancient site on the shore of the Sea of Galilee south-ast of el Araj, 
dinates 2088-2548. The similarity of the Arabic name of the site to the 
names Saidan and Bethsaida drew the attention of many Christian re. 
searchers, but none of them reported the existence of antiquites prior to 
Schumacher. Schumacher, who surveyed the site in the 1850's, described it 
as: 

            
         

    

    

    

     

       

   

                  

    

     

  

     

A ruin and winter village of the *Arab et-Tellawiyeh, on an artificial eleva- 
tion of the Bateihah on the Lake of Tiberas. The ruins with a fow palms 
‘and frut tres, the last remains of a once large vegetation, are unimportant, 
although extensive; the building stones are mostly unhewn. The place is 
surrounded by marshes, and consequently unhealthy. The Wadi el- 
Mes'adiyye or Widt es-Saffah, bouches west of the Wadi ed-Diliyye, and 
east of the ruins, into the Lake. To me it appears that the old site corre- 
sponds 1o the Biblical Bethsaida Julias, because, at the present time, it lies 
quite close to the Lake, and in earler times must have lain immediately on 
the Lake (e, however, under et-Tell) 478 

  

  

        

After the Six Day War, the Syrian outpost and the site were surveyed by the 
author and his team.#" Despite the thick vegetation that covered the site at 
the time of the survey, it was possible to determine that the houses of the 
Syrian position were built in part on the tops of the walls of ancient struc- 
tures, with many ancient building stones in secondary use. e did not find 
any architectural items worth mentioning here. But it was possible to make 
out on the shoreline the remains of an ancient fishing anchorage. Among 
the shards that were collected at the site, there were few from the late 
Hellenistic period and an abundance of shards from the different stages of the 
Roman, Byzantine, Arab, and Ottoman periods. In the survey’s report, we 
raised the possibilty that this ancient site is a direct continuation of the site 
at el Araj.# The fact that at the time of the survey the outflow of 

  

  

77 pra, “l-*Ar.” pp. 187-188. See sso Kubn and Arav,pp. 9395 
478 Schumacher, “Dscholan,” pp. 310-311; Schumacher, auldn, p. 21 
479 See D. Urman, “el-Mes'adiyye,” Special Surveys Reporss, Archive of the 

Assocaton fo the Archacological Survey of Isacl, Ismel Antiquiies Auhority, Jerusalem 
(in Hebrew); D. Urman, “el-Mes'adiyye.” Reporis of the iaff Officer in Charge of 
Archacological Affis in the Golan (1968-1972), Archive of the lsacl Antiquiies Authoity, 
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480 S previous note and especally th nct on it 4128 i Uran, Golan, p. 214 
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kiyye separated the two sites does not affect this suggestion, for 
Schumacher states that the Wadi’s outflow (which he calls Wadi el- 
Mes'adiyye or Wadi es-Saffah) was east () of el-Mes'adiyye. 

  

     

erTell 
‘These ruins of a Syrian military position were built on the remains of an 
ancient site at coordinates 2093-2574. In the past, an Arab village located 
here was designated on the maps by various names: el Amiriyye, et- 
Tellawiyye, and Mashfa’. Oliphant, who visited the place in 1884, noticed 
that the Arab village was built among ancient ruins but he did not tarry to 
examine them. He wrote: “A small native village has been built among the 
ruins, which do not at present afford to the passing traveler any indications 
of former magnificence; but I was unable at the time to examine 
them..." 452 

Schumacher, who surveyed the site thoroughly, was well aware that 
many investigators were trying to idenify this as Bethsaida-Julias, wrote: 

     

  

   
A large winter village of “Ardb-ct-Tellawiyye, who take their name from 

this ruin. It contains 60 carelessly built huts on the north-west margin of 
the Bateihah. These huts, with extremely few antique remnants, cover the 
south-west slope of a small hll, past the foot of which the spring, *Ain 
Masmir flows, turning a mill at the Jordan. From ten to fifteen persons 
from et-Tell have built huis round this latter, which they inhabit permi- 
nenly; they have also laid out some gardens. At the foot of et-Tell, on the 
spring “Ain-Masmir, stands the tomb of the Sheikh ‘Abdaliah; it is sur- 
founded by a great stone citcle and overshadowed by bramble bushes. East 
of etTell rises a volcanic hill, between which a small wadi stretches. Et- 
Tell has been frequently connected with Bethsaida-Julias by Seetzen, 
Smith, and others. But this place sppears to me to be (00 far inland for a 
fishing village, being one and a quarter miles distant from the Lake. From 
this point of view cl-Mes'adiyye has manifestly more recommendations. 
Besides which, up to the presens, there have not by any means been more 
ornaments or inscriptions discovered in ¢t-Tell which would lead 1o con 
clusions as 1o the past of this place than in el-Mes'adiyye. In one respect 
only, etTell favours the widely spread assumption, viz., i its elevated 
position commanding the plain. I it not possible that el."Araj marks the 

fishing village: eLTell, on the other hand, the princely residence, and that 
both places were closely united by the beautiful roads still visible? In this 
case, i the industry of carlir days had disappeared in the former, the glory 
and the splendour of the seat of the Tetrarchs would have given way to o 
heap of wreiched huts ¥ 

    

81 Schumacher, “Dicholan,” pp. 310-311; Schumacher, Jauldn, p. 221 
482 Olphant, “Lke Tiberis" p. 82 
48 Schumacher, “Dscholan,” pp. 318:319; Schumacher, Jau, pp. 245-246. Emphasis  
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‘The survey teams led by C. Epstein and S. Gutman surveyed the site in 
1967 and reported that it is possible to make out within the defense trenche 

of the Syrian Army position the remains of ancient walls. The shards that 
were collected in this survey were dated to the following periods: Early 
Bronze Age II, Middle Bronze Age Iand I, Iron Age I, Iron Age IT, Roman, 
Byzantine, and Ottoman 4 

In 1968, the Syrian position and the ruins of the Arab village were sur- 
veyed by the author and his staff.** This survey estimated the area of the 
ancient site at about 45 dunams * In addition to shards from periods identi- 
fied by the previous teams, we also found a few shards from the Hellenistic 
period and a large number from the various stages of the Arab period. In 
concluding our report, we commented that “we share Schumacher’s disap- 
pointment over the finds at the site, for at a place identified by many 
rescarchers as Bethsaida, we expected o find many decorated architectural 
artifacts and inscriptions—as are found at almost every one of the Jewish 
sites in the Golan that are not mentioned in the sources.”" 

In 1970, M. Nun reported to us that he found a broken lintel among the 
ruins of the Arab village. The lintel had reliefs of a meander moif and 
fosettes. % This single find, which may have originally belonged to a 
Jewish public building, has been attributed by R. Arav to a siructure he 
dates 10 the Late Hellenistic-Early Roman period and whose remains were 
unearthed in Area A of his excavations. % Arav claims that in this structure 
he found additional decorated stones % Aray has yet to publish any details 
or photographs of these stones, however, so it i difficult to assess whether 
he is correct in “adopting’ the lintel fragment for the building excavated in 
Area A, 

  

    

  

  
4 Epsein & Guiman,pp. 276-277, St #111. 
455 See D. Urman, “ecTell, el Aniriyye,” Special Surveys Reports, Archive of the 

Associaton fo the Archacological Survey of Israc, liracl Antiquiis Authority, Jerusalen 
(in Hebrewy: D. Urman, “eTel, el Amiriys, e Telliwiyye and Mashis's” Repors o ih 
Staff Offce in Charge of Archacological Afairsin the Golan (1968-1972), Archive of the 
Istael Antiquiies Authority, Jerusalem (i Hebrew); Urmnan, List, p. 14; Urman, Golan,p. 
199, it 112 

56 Here we must indicae that R. Arav,the excavator at he sie in recent years, clsims. 
that its areais about 80 dunams (e, for cxampl, Ara. “el-"Ar” p. 187). Practically 
speaking, he includesthe hilcalled et Tell, which s bsically  volcanc mound. Since at tis 
siage his excavation i focused only on the center of the i, we are not yet sure that he is 
corectinhis asessment 

7 See D, Urman, 
a5 

55 o a hotograph ofthe e, see Nu, Kinneret, p.21 s well a Pixne, “Bethsaida,” 
p.201, 

5 See Ara, “Bethsaida1,” p. 185, 
0 Avay, “Bethsaida-1" . 155. Se slso Kubn and Arsv, pp. 9597, 
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Since March 1987, R. Arav has been excavating this site. With regard to 
the location of Bethsaida-Julias, Arav is convinced that at et-Tell he is exca. 
vating its remains.1His first reports reveal that he has found strata from 
the Early Bronze Age, Iron Age I and I, and from a period he calls Late 
Hellenistic-Early Roman 42 Most impressive are his finds from Iron Age I 
and I which he relates to the Geshurites mentioned in the Bible as a king- 
dom that had special relationships with King David % By contrast, his 
finds from the Hellenistic and Roman periods are spotty. I should note that 
Arav has found several coins of Alexander Jannacus and Philip, son of 
Herod, %% but he has not yet raised the possibility that one of the late 
Hellenistic strata at the site was from the time Bethsaida was either de- 
stroyed or resettled by Alexander Jannacus (a5 Z. Maoz found in his excava- 
tions at Mazra’at Kanaf). 9% 

‘To conclude our discussion of the archacological finds uncovered at ¢l- 
*Araj, el Mes'adiyye, and et-Tell, let us again point out here that we wish 
o find at one of these three sites either the remains of Bethsaida-Julias from 
the time of Philip son of Herod and of Jesus, or the Saidan or Saidin of 
H, )ananizh ben Hakinai, Abba Gurion, Abba Yudan, and R. Yosi Saidanis. 
To our regret, the excavation of R. Arav at el-*Araj was brief and limited, 
his excavations at et-Tell have thus far not yielded the finds we hoped for, 
and at el-Mes'adiyye he has not excavated at all. In the light of our knowl. 
edge of these sites and of our experience with the el-Krst excavations— 
where we found the impressive remains of a monastery and a church com- 
pletely buried under the silt of Wadi es-Samekh—we suggested to R. Arav 
and the members of his expedition®® that they return and renew the excava- 
tions at el-*Araj, inaugurate excavations on a broad scope at el-Mes'adiyye, 
and in the area between this uin and el-*Araj. This could become a continua- 
tion of their fruitful work at etTell. For it is possible that the silt of the 
streams of the Bateihah Valley still hides the missing remains of Jewish 
Bethsaida at el-Mes'adiyye and el-‘Araj. Whether or not they follow our ad- 
vice, we hope that the Bethsaida Expedition uncover clear Jewish finds at et- 
Tell 

  

    

        

And s itis that in all of his recent aices the name etTel has dissppesred from the 
ik and in s place only Bethssida appears. S below, note 492 

992 See Arav, “el-Ar"; Arav, "ECTEI—1"; Arav, "ELTell—2"; Arav, "ELTe 
Ana, “Bethsaida 1"; Arav, “Bethiaida—2"; Aray, “Belhsida—3"; Aray, “Bethsaida—"; 
‘Ara, “Bethsaida—S"; Arav, “Betbsaids—6'; K and Ara, pp. 94-106. 

493 See Arav, “Bethsida—3," p. 173 
9% Sec Arav, "ELTell—1" p. 178; Ara, "ELTel—2." p. 100; Aav, “Bethsaida—3," p. 

173; Arav, “Bethsaida-4," . 5, Arav, “BethsaidsS." p.5; Kubn and Arav,p. 97 
495 See the section on Mazra'at Kana. 
495 The suggestion was made duing my lectur in  special session enttled “New 

Testament Archacology and Bethssida” at the 1993 Sociery of Biblical Literature 
Totemational Mesting held July 2525, 1993 in Minser, Germany. 
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EL-HOSEINIY YE (EL-AHSENIYEH, HOSNIYAT ESH-SHEIKH ‘AL 

‘These ruins of a now-abandoned Syrian village lie on the north bank of 
Nahal Yahildiyye at coordinates 2114-2559. The ancient site was first re- 
ported by Sir Laurence Oliphant who visited the village in December, 1884 
and saw how its Bedouin residents were digging among the remains of the 
ancient structures for any dressed stones that seemed worth taking for their 
buildings **7 Oliphant estimated the area of the ancient site as larger than 
that at Kh. ed-Dikkeh (which he had visited prior to his visit to E) 
Hiseiniyye), “and that it was in ancient times probably the centre of a larger 
population.™%8 

In describing the remains of a monumental structre uncovered by the 
Bedouins, he wites: 

  

  

    

  

   
The character of the remins now exposed to view is very diffcult to dter- 
mine, owing to the confusion which has becn creatd by ther representing 
o periods,the buiding of the lter having apparenly been placed diago- 
wally on the one that preceded i. They were ituaed upon a terace of solid 
masonry about 5 fect high, now strewn with bulding stones. The uppe or 
more recent chamber measured 2 fect across one way, but there was noih- 
ing to deternine its engih, 10 walls having been Ieft tanding; the dimen- 
sion in one dircction, however, could be gathered from the cement floor 
which il remained, a considerable porton of which was visible at a 
depth of 18 inches below the surface of the carth. There appeared, 18 
inches below it @ floor of soid ston, and this was evidently a porion of a 
buikding of some size, o judge from the blocks of stone which apparenly 
were the foundations for the pedestls o columas. These consised of five 
cubes of stone, each 2 feet every way, and 6 fect apart. As the tone floor 
on which they stood was 3 fet below the surface of the ground, the upper 
Surface was 1 foot below it an there may thercore have been more in con- 
inuaton of the line in which they were, which the excavations of he il 
lagers had not revealed. They ran north and south, and diagonally o the 
upper flooring of cement. There were some fragments of columns, 
pedestals, and carved comices and capitals Iying among the ruins of the 
Viinty, but they e mch broke, and 7ot suficinty noteworhy to 
stop to sketch 49 

    

Oliphant’s description is important, for today’s visitor to the site can no 
longer see what this pioneering investigator described. From what he wrote 
it is clear that the site contains the remains of a monumental structure 
which, at ts bottom stage, has a north-south lengthwise axis, and its floor 
was built of stone slabs. From the description of the stones of the stylobate 
of the row of the five columns which Oliphant saw and from the compari- 

  

  

  

7 Oliphant, “Lake Tiberss,” pp. 3586, 
8 Oliphant, “Lke Tiberiss.” . 85 
9 Oliphant, “Lake Tiberas,” pp. 3586, 
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son he made between the remains of this structure and those at K. ed- 
Dikkeh, there is a reasonable possibility that the structure, at least in its 
bottom stage, served as a Jewish public building 4 

G. Schumacher, who visited the village some time after Oliphant, appar- 
ently did not sec the remains of the monumental building. He reported, by 
contrast, finding remains of a bath-house on the sit, as well as wals with 
cell-work and, near them, decorated items that seemed to him 10 be of the 
Roman period 501 It may be that some of the items that Schumacher saw 
originally belonged to the Jewish public building; one of the items was dec- 
orated with a relief of a wreath with a ‘Hercules” knot” that had grape clus- 
ters atits edges. At the center of the wreath there is an additional reief of a 
rosette. 02 

In December of 1885, Oliphant leamed that the villagers had uncovered 
more decorated stones on two of which there were lions carved 0 In light 
of this information, Oliphant visited the village again and found that the vil- 
Iagers had incorporated a relief with a lion’s head into the wall of a granary 
which had been built since his previous visit, whereas the second relief had 
not yet been taken for use in building again and showed the body of a lion 
but its head was missing 3¢ The two architectural items with lions 
strengthen the probability that the public building which Oliphant repored 
was Jewish, for on many of the Jewish public buildings in the Golan and 
the Galilee of the rabbinic period relefs of lions were found. 

Since the 1880's, the village has apparently undergone many changes— 
especially since 1950, when it began o be used as a military outpost on the 
front line against Isracl. In 1968, the author and his staff surveyed the vil- 
lage and found that the arca of the ancient site was about 15 dunams %05 The 
shards scattered there attest o the settlement's occupation off and on from 
the ancient Roman period and up until the time of the survey. 5% It seems 
that the location of the public building described by Oliphant became the 
later village’s cemetery; today it lies north of the ruins of the mid-twentieth 

   

  

  

590 Oliphan, “Lake Tiberis,” p. 55 
501 Schumacher, “Dscholan,” pp. 283-284 Schumacher, Jauldn, p. 7374 
02 Schumacher, “Dscholan” p- 284, Fig 39; Schumaches, auldn,p. 74, Fig. 12. 
503 Oliphan, “New Discoeries” p. 73, 
304 Oliphant, “New Discoveries” pp. 7174, Figs. 12 
505 The st that asisted me in the survey of the sbandoned villages in the Golan in 

1967-1968 included many g0od people, mast of them from the founding ocleus of Kibbutz 
Merom Golan—which n those days resided in Quncitra——as well 4 voluniees from Lael 

and abroad who came o his kibbutz. Actually th survey ofthe abandoned villges in those 
days served 3 4 source of livlihood for the founders of Merom Golan. Four of the saf in 
one way or another remsined involv with the invstigation of the Golan sntiquites and 
were my partoers in many discoveres inthe region: . Bar-Lev, D, Ben-Ani, Y. Gal and M. 
Hartal My thanks g0 o them and ol the staffnot mentioned by nane. 

506 See Urman, Lis,p. 15 Urman, Golan,p.200, it #120. 
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century Syrian village. The area of the cemetery at the time of the survey 
looked like a low tell and it was possible o make out upon it a great num- 
ber of tops of ancient walls. The thickness of a number of these wall tops 
indicate monumental construction there. On top of one wall we found a 
basalt doorpost stone standing in sit, decorated with profiles of the kind 
found in a number of the Jewish public buildings in the Golan and in the 
Galilee. Near the doorpost, we found part of an architectural item made of 
basalt which was decorated with a relief of an eagle with outspread wings (of 
‘which only the left wing survived). This item was taken from the area and 
transferred at the time to the Golan antiquities collection housed in Quneit 
at time of this writing, it is in the Golan Antiquities Museum in Qasrin. 
Among the other architectural items registered by us in the survey, all made 
of basalt, were two Attic column bases, an Ionic column base, six column 
shafts, three Doric capitals, and two fragments of a richly omamented cor- 
nice. % 

In 1985, the site was surveyed once again by Z. Ma‘oz but his reports 
reveal no new information. % In Z. Tlan’s last book, he reveals that he vis- 
ited the site during the 1980's. The book includes a photograph of an item 
decorated with vine branches which we had not seen in our survey. % 

    

  

  

    

KH. KHAWKHA (EL-KHOKA, ELKOKA) 

“This abandoned Syrian village was bl on an ancient uin above the south 
bank of Nahal Daliyyot (Wadi ed-Diliyye), at coordinates 2153-2556. G. 
Schumacher, who visited the region in 1884, does not mention any antiqui- 
ties there and writes only: “El-Khoka—A lttle winter village with a few 
huts, containing about twenty inhabitants. Iis position on the rising high 
plateau above the Batihah is a peculiarly beautiful one.”!0 I s clear, by 
contrast, that L. Oliphant actually visited the site. He published an illustra- 
tion of the remains of the early spring house near the ruin, and noted that he 
found at the site: “numerous fragments of columns and a block which was 
built into the wall of a granary...upon which there was carved a very 
beautiful scroll of flowers and foliage.”!! In summing up the description of 

   
  

    

  

  

1 Hosiniyye,” Special Surveys Reparts, Archiv of the Association 
fo e Acheologia Suvey of e, tae Aniqies Aulorky e (s Hebrew, 

See Ma'or, “Golan—1." p. 293; Ma'cz, “Golan—2." p. 542, 
Tan, Israel, p. 66. Fig. 2. The lte Z. llan suggested ha th it “may perhaps be. 

prt of thefntl that Oliphant had deseribed.” But it seems that he was refring o the em 
omamented with the grape clusters published by Schumscher (sce above), because 
OliphantS never decribed  lnel from his se. Accordin to llan,th flem was transfered from the ara 10 the Golan Antiquities Museur in Qasen 

510 Schumacer, “Dscholan” pp. 290.291; Schumacher, Jauldn,p. 156, SI1 Oliphant, “New Discovercs,” pp. 7475 
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his findings there, Oliphant writes: “el-Koka was evidently a place of some 
importance"S12 

In 1967, the site was surveyed by C. Epstein who reported that the 
Syrian houses and courtyards contained many ancient building stones, in- 
cluding columns, capitals, and parts of an olive-oil press.5'* North of the 
village, on a small hill, the surveyor and her team made out ruins of early 
houses, whose walls and yards were wel preserved. Epstein reported that her 
team found shards from the Roman, Byzantine, and Ottoman periods 514 

In 1968, the abandoned Syrian village and the ancient ruin were surveyed 
by the author and his team. '3 In this surey it became clear that the area of 
the ancient ruin was about 20 dunams. The modern Syrian houses had been 
built on nearly the entire ruin, with secondary use of wall sections and 
building stones from the ancient structures. Among the architectural items 
recorded in our survey, especially noteworthy are an Attic pedestal, a number 
of column fragments, Doric and Ionic capitals, cornice and architrave frag- 
ments—all well crafted out of local basalt. Our survey also registered the 
femains of the spring house depicted by L. Oliphant and the sections of 

olive-oil presses reported by Epstein. The pottery remains we gathered in the 
village included, in addition to those reported by Epstein, shards from differ- 
ent Arab periods. In our survey's conclusion, we wrote that “the architec- 
turalitems that had been incorporated in secondary use in the ouses of the 
abandoned Syrian village were perhaps taken from a monumental Jewish 
structure that had been there from the periods of the Mishnah and the 
Talmud, but we were unable in our survey to locate its site and its 
remains. 516 

In January 1976, the site was again surveyed by Z. Tlan and S. Bar- 
Lev.517 In this survey, the location of the monumental building in the 
Southern part of the village was found. Z. Ma'oz claims that he too surveyed 
the site in 1979, but n his publications thereafter—in which he ignores the 
reports of al previous invesiigators,including that of Ilan and Bar-Lev—we 
found no new information not already in the reports of llan and Bar-Lev.S1% 

In 1985, Tlan continued his survey of the site and, in his last book, he 
described the remains of the monumenal building thus: 

    

  

  

    

  

512 Scc previous noe 
513 Epsein & Guman, . 219 it 4119 
514 See previous note. 

D, Urman, "Kh. Khawkha,” Special Surveys Reports, Archive of the Assocaton for 
the Archacological Survey of Israel, Isracl Antiquitics Authoriy, Jeusalem (in Hebrew): 
Urman,Lit p. 15; Urman, Golan, . 30, e 7121 

516’50 previous note 55 el s Urman, Golar, . 214, ot for Site 1 
517 BeneAri and Bar.Lev, “Survey.” p. 2 
S18 See Ma'or, Golar, p. 3 Ma'or, “Golan Synagogue 

p.292 Ma‘oz, “Golan—2." p. 541 
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‘The synagogue was built in the southem part of the village, a its highest 
point. Later buildings were buil within its compound, bu i i stll possi- 
ble to make out the ast and the south wals that remained to a height of 4-5 
courses of ashiar. From the west wall, one or two courses were preserved 
and upon them some later consirction. The northern wall was not found. 
From the souther wall westward, a wall buill of hewn stone extends with 
an original complete entranceway in it. (Perhaps another entranceway sur- 
vived.) It forms a comer with a north-south wall, and i it is ancient, it is 
the western end of the complex. If thesc are really parts of the building, 
then the building’s lengihwise axis is cast-west and its length is 40.65 
m.—longer than usual. The hall length is 17 m. and the section west of it 
apparently served as a courtyard. The consiruction system characteristic of 
the building, and especially obvious in the south wall s the existence of 
course of large stones atop a number of courses medium-sized stones. It 
could be that his layer indicates the trnsition from the first floor to the 
second floor. In the cast side of the south wall there apparently was an - 
ranceway. The facade of the building was apparenty in the west, like the 
buildings at Mazza'at Kanaf and Deir *Aciz, located 3-4 kilometers south of 
Kh. Khawkha. This hypothesis rests on the assumplion that the courtyard 
was on the west, and the fact that near the west wall a large supporting 
stone lug (console) was found. Carved imo s focade was the head of an an- 
imal with its head smashed, apparently a lion's head (we a first thought it 
10 be an eagle’s head). There ar tens of arcitectural items that belonged to 
the building scattered a the sit, including a stone fragment with deep 
grooves, apparently the Jeft branches of an ordinary menorah. Also found 
were an Altic pedestal of the sort_characteristc of synagogues, and 
columas, Round one of the columns there are riangular hollows (for can- 
dles). A few Tonic and Doric capitals were found as well as small bases. In 
the building’s inner wall and beside it there are two fricze sections on 
which there are scrolls of leaves of the sort known at Kh. ed-Dikkeh, 
Jasba, Capemaum, and Chorazin. Especially noteworthy is the Corinthian 
capital found at the site, and one oF two parts of smilar capitals. 51> 

  

  

  

  

  

  

    

Tlan concludes his description with the following remark: “According to the 
remains of the building and its stones, it was a complex and magnificent 
building. Would that we shall have the funding (o uncover and preserve 
it OF this it has been said, “Whoever adds, detracts!” 

  

    

   

  

ZeA 

‘This small abandoned Syrian village was built upon an ancient ruin on top 
of a low hill situated above the south bank of Nahal Daliyyot (WAdi ed- 
Daliyye), at coordinates 2168-2554. Schumacher, who visited it in 1884, 
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described it as “A small Bedawin vi 
hood of the Wadi Joramayeh.”S2! 

L. Oliphant, who toured the region in December 1885, likewise devoted 
only one sentence to this site: “I passed one small unimportant ruin called 
Zeifa, with blocks of basalt and foundations; near a spring were two or three 
date palms, but no traces of ruins near them 

In 1968, the site was surveyed briefly by C. Epstein’s team. They re- 
ported the existence of a ruin among the olive groves near two springs, and 
the lower part of an olive-oil press hewn into the rock on the hill near the 
castern spring. Epstein dated pottery found at the site to the Roman III, 
Byzantine, and Ottoman periods. 

A short time after Epstein’s survey, the author and his team surveyed the 
Syrian village and the ruins. They estimated the ancient ruin'’s area at about 
15 dunams. It also became clear that ancient architectural tems and a large 
quantity of ancient well-hewn ashlars were incorporated in secondary use in 
some modern buildings. The architectural tems included a number of col- 
um bases and shafts as well as Doric capitals apparently taken from the 
femains of a monumental building. The survey team did not succeed in lo- 
cating this building 524 

In 1985, Z. Tlan and S. Adam surveyed the site and recorded several archi- 
tectural items mentioned in our report but left at the site, as well as several 

items that had been transferred to the yard of a house in the nearby moshay, 
Ma'ale Gamala. % In summarizing the discussion of his survey at Zeits, 
Tlan wrote, “It seems that this was one of the Jewish settlements in the re- 
gion of Nahal Dal irah, Kh. Khawkha, and Mazra’at Kana, part of 
the continuous Jewish region of the Golan in the days of the talmud.”$2 
Since Ilan and his coll le (0 locate the site of the monumen- 
tal building in their survey, Zeifa was only included in Tlan’s last book in 
the st of “additional possible synagogues” that appears at the end of his 
book 5% 

In October-November 1988, a team led by A. Golani surveyed the site 
once again. In this survey’s brief published report, Golani thinks he identi- 
fied the monumental public structure. He states, “The foundations of a large 
ashlar structure were examined. Scattered ashlar blocks and architectural ele- 

with some ruins, in the neighbour- 

  

    

      

  

  

      

  

  

521 Schumacher, “Dicholan,” . 363; Schumacher, Jauldn, p. 273, 
S22 Oliphan, “New iscoveres” p. 74 
S22 Epsein & Gutaman, p. 279, St 4120 
524 D, Urman, “Zeit.” Special Surveys Reports, Archive of the Association for the 

Archacological Survey of lsacl, lircl Antiquiies Auhoriy, Jerusalem (in Hebrew): 
Urman. Lit p. 15; Urman, Golan, . 20, Site 4122 

525 S llan, Ancient Synagogies, pp. 153154 la, Gallee and Golan, pp. 98.99 
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ments were recorde 
tures in the nearby 

which may be remains of a synagogue, like the struc- 
ites of Khawkha, Barah and Kanaf.”2 We must await 

the building’s excavation to determine the date of its construction and use. 
        

        
       

    

, KH. KANEF, H. KANAF)    MAZRA'AT KANAF (KANI 

   
“This now-abandoned Syrian village was buill among the ruins of an ancient 
Jewish seulement at coordinates 2145-2531. The ancient settlement was 
built on the top of a lofty spur surrounded on three sides by steep slopes, 
with a spectacular view of the Sea of Galilec. Today itis about two kilome- 
ters north of the Israeli moshav Ma‘ale Gamla 

“The sit’s Jewish remains were discovered by L. Oliphant, who visited it 
in December 1885. He described his fnds thus: 

On the high bluff which separates the Wadi Shebib from the Wads 
Shukeiyif, and two miles and a half ast of el-Akib, are situated the ruins of 
Kanef. Hearing from the Vakeel that | should find important remains there, ¢ 
1 rode up t0 examine them, under the guidance of a Bedouin sheikh, Kanef is 
situated about 1,30 feet ibove the level of the lake, and the latter part of 
the ascent is somewhat steep. The whole of this region belongs to 
Mohammed Said Pasha, who has  hasil, or granary here; but the only in- 
habitants are some Diab Arabs, who are his tenants, and whose tents were 
pitched not far from the Khurbet. This consisted of a considerable arca of 
ruin, and numerous fragments of columns were scaltered about; @ row of 
five, some standing (0 a height of seven feet, supported the oof of a cow- 
shed, but of these only one was  monolith, the others consisted of frag- 
ments which had been placed one upon another, and I could no trace on the 
spot the foundation of the building of which they may have formed part 
‘They probably belonged to the ruin which | immediately afterwards discov- 
ered on the other side of the hasil, about 5O yards distan, and which un- 
questionably was that of a synagogue, as will appear from a fragment of a 
comice which I have found here, measuring 7 feet by 2 feet 8 inches, on 
which was 4 Hebrew [should be Aramaic] inscription (Fig. 4). Close by 
were ather carved fragments, pedestals, etc., and two square stones, on 
which were carved circular devices, both of them 18 inches in diameter 
(Figs. 5 and 6). The ground was so thickly strewn with huge basalt building 
stones that 1 could only discover here and there traces of the foundations 
and was unable to measure the dimensions of the building, About two hun- 
dred yards from the ruin was a spring, which had also been masoned like the 
one at el-Koka [=Kh. Khawkhal, but which was not n such a good stae of 
preservation. 52 

  

        
      
   
       

  

        

                    

     

   

        

    

   

  

   

  

   

  

  

Itis not clear whether G. Schumacher visited the site or only described it 
from hearsay, for he mentions no Jewish finds at the site. “Kanef—A. 
Bedawin winter village east of Batihah and a magazine of Muhammed Sa’id 

528 Golani, “Galan,” p. 5. 
529 Oliphan, “New iscoveries” pp. 75-76. Brackets mine.   
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Pasha of Damascus, occupied by ten (o fifteen inhabitants, and is conspi 
ous from its high position. There are some old building stones." 

Oliphant, as we noted, ered in identifying the language of the inscription 
he had found. He published a drawing of it without any transcription or ex- 
planation. We shall discuss the inscription below, but at this stage we shall 
note that in 1914 G. Dalman republished Oliphant’s copy with a transcript 
and short commentary ! His reading was adopted by . Klein several years 
later5% Klein subsequently published it again, with a slight change. 

In November 1932, after completing his excavations of the synagogue at 
Hammat Gader, Prof. E. L. Sukenik took his team to examine the Jewish 
remains at Mazra’at Kanaf. After this visit, he published short artcles in 
English and Hebrew on the remains of the Jewish public building at the 
site. 4 The articles included drawings and photographs of artifacts that have: 
since been broken and used as building stones in the Syrian village built in 
the 1950's. Sukenik measured the remains of the public structure and de- 
scribes it thus; 

  

    

On the site of the ancient structure 2 stone building has been erected, in 
which s stored the grain reaped by the Bedouin tenants of the local 
landowner, a wealhy Damascene. Of the synagogue there remais in situ 
the north-cast corner, which has been included in the modern bulding (P 
XXb). This comer comprises the foundation and five additional courses of 
the wall. They are of basalt blocks of uncqual size, but well cut, and hold 
together without cement. At the north side (16.30 m. long) a stone floor 
appears, which scems (o be the only surviving part of the synagogue's 

' paved court. Itis possible that the entrance {0 the modern building near the 
east comer of this wall i simply being re-used, and that it once led from 
the court into the synagogue. Many well-hewn and well-dressed basalt 
stones lie about this side, and undoubiedly belong (0 the ancient structure 

OF the west wall there femains in sin only the foundation cours 10 the 
extent of 11 m. No par of the upper courses has survived in place. In front 
of the wall there are stll a few steps, and in one comer the remains of 
pavement, 1.35 m. lower than that of the north side of the court. Among 
the numerous stones strewn about there are some drums of colums, a lin- 

. door-posts, jambs, and vrious decorated stones (Fig. 29). One may 
consequently conclude that the facade of the synagogue was here on the 
west side, as was customary in Transjordanian Synagogues. It seems o me. 
that a Kind of a small porch was built in front of this facade, and that some. 
steps led up from it (o the synagogue 535 

  

  

  

50 Schumacher, “Dscholan” . 334; Schumacher, Jauln, p. 169 
3 Dalman, “Paldstinn" p. 135 
92 Kicin, Inscriptionum,p. 2. 
5535, Kiein, “Inscrptions from Anciet Synsgogues inthe Land of lsracl” Yedi'o - 

Makhon le-Mada'el ha-Yahadus, (Hebrew University in Jerusalem, 1925), vol. 2, p. 3 (in 
Hebrew). 

534 Sukeni, “Khivbet K, 
535 Sukenik, “el-Hammeh," pp. 1 

74.50; Sukenik,“elHammeh,” p. 174-178. 
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In his artiles, Sukenik also published a more exact copy of the inscription 
Oliphant discovered, and identified the stone upon which it was carved as a 
lintel fragment, 2.40 m. long and 0.82 high. Sukenik found that the right 
end of the upper part of the lintel had been broken and pointed out that the 
lintel's left end was also missing. According to Sukenik, the length of the 
remaining portion of the inscription is 1.58 m., the letters are 4.5-6.5 cm. 
high. It reads:% 

  

21 e 
The translation is: 

the blessing. Remembered for good Yose bar Halfo bar Han. 

   
Sukenik also published, as we mentioned, drawings and photographs of dec- 
orated architectural items which he also atributed to the site’s Jewish public 
structure. &7 

In 1967, the site was surveyed by C. Epstein and S. Gutman, who re- 
ported that the Syrian village contained many ancient building stones in 
secondary use, and that the synagogue’s location is now the site of a cross- 
vault building using the ancient building’s foundations and the corners of its 
ashlar walls. Nearthe building, the surveyors found part of the decorated lin- 
tel, but the remains of the inscription were found set as building stones in 
the Syrian houses. At the foot of the Syrian village the surveyors gathered 
shards from periods they identified as “Roman-Byzantine, and Ottoman.”* 

In 1968, the author and his team also surveyed the site.5 In the survey 
it became clear that whereas the area of the Syrian village is about 15 
dunams and is built mainly on top of the spur, the ancient setllement also 
spread over the slopes of the spur and covered about 25 dunams. In many in- 
stances, the Syrian houses had been built using walls of the ancient Jewish 
buildings. The survey counted sixteen such Syrian structures, and about an- 
other twenty built over ancient buildings without using the ancient walls. 
All the Syrian structures were built of ancient building blocks, some of 
which were re-dressed by the Syrians. Thus, many architectural items were. 
found incorporated in Syrian houses in secondary use, some decorated with 
the reliefs described by Oliphant and Sukenik. A small amount of the shards 
collected during the survey derived from the Hellenistic period, but most 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

536 Sukenik, el Hammeh,” pp. 176-177. 
537 Sukenik, “cl-Hammeh,” pp. 177-178 snd Sukenik, “Khisbet Kanet” pp. 7-50. 

53 Eptcin & Gutman, pp. 279-250, St 4129 
539 See D. Urman, "Mazra'at Kanaf,” Special Surveys Reports, Archive of the 

Association for the Archacological Survey ofIsroe, Isvacl Antiquiies Authorty, Jerusalem 
(in Hebrew; D. Urman, "Maura'st Kanat,” Reports of the Siaff Offcer in Charge of 
Archacological Affuirs inthe Golan (1968-1972), Archive of theIsael Antiquiies Authorty, 
Sersalem i Hebrew), Urman, Lis, . 15; Urman, Golan,p.201, St #132. 
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stemmed from the different stages of the Roman, Byzantine, and Arab 
periods. 

During 1978-1980 and in 1985, Z Ma‘oz conducted four short seasons 
of excavation at the site. As I write these lines, the excavator has yet o 
publish a full, detailed report of his excavations %0 We must therefore make 
do here with his remarks in the English edition of the New Encyclopedia of 
Archaeological Excavations in the Holy Land ' Ma'oz dug in two areas of 
the site: Area A—the public building and its surroundings; Area B—a resi- 
dential structure on the southern slope of the ite. 

Under the heading of Stratigraphy and Chronology he writes: 
) from the Middle Bronze Age 

1t has 

  

    

A stratigraphic sequence (with extended g 
o the 1950's was found only in Area A, north of the synagog: 
been identified as follows: 
Stratum VIII: Middle Bronze 
north slope of the site. 
Stratum VI Late Bronze Age to Tron Age (13th-10th centurics B.C.E) 
Parts of walls, foundations, and floors 
Stratum VI: Middle Hellenistic period (150-81 5.C. 
watchtower and a chamber roofed with stone siabs 
Stratum VA: Late Hellenistic to Early Roman periods (first century B.C.E). 
Orderly construction of a et of rooms (barrack?) 
Stratum VB: Early Roman period (frst century C.). Changes in the rooms 
of the barrack, floor raising, and abandonment during the First Jewish 
Revolt aginst Rome in 67 C.& 
Stratum 1V: Late Roman to Early Byzantine periods (fourth-ffth centuries 
C.E). Pottery and numismatic finds in the foundations of the synagogue. 
Stratum TIIA: Middle Byzantine period (beginning of the sixth century 
C.E). Construction of a syn: and a pavement on the north side of a 
street. 
Stratum IIB: Late Byzantine period (second half of the sixth century C.E.). 
Reconstruction of the synagogue following an carthquake (?); construction 
of a platform in front of the synagogue on the west; and changes in the 
paved street. 
Stratum I1: Mameluke to Ottoman periods (13th-16th centurics). Dwelings 
hext 1o the synagogue; (undefined) use of the synagogue and it front plt- 
form, 
Stratum IA: modern period (late 19th-carly 20th centuries). Seasonal 
Bedouin occupation around a vaulied storchouse. 
Stratum 1B: modern period (1950's-1967). Repavement of a 
Served as a pen for animals, and dwellings around the synagogue.5 

      

1L (17th century B.C.E). A tomb on the 

). Foundations of a 

  

   

    
  

    

  
540 For the fllTistofthe publicatons in whichthe excavator has s fa eportedhis inds, 

see Maroz, “Horvat Kanaf—1."p. 310, 541 Maoz, “Horvat Kanaf 2. pp. 847850, 
542 Mator, “Horvat Kanaf—2," pp. 847-848. Once again, without 3 full report of he 

excavations, including plans, photographs, and drawings of the crosscuts of the excavations, 
it s diffcul to study and evaluate—posiivly or negarively—the suratgraphy and the 
chronology that Mo lays out. From our acquaintance with the potery found 4 the ite— 
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A number of the finds from the Maoz excavations undoubtedly make an 
important contribution to our knowledge of the Jewish scttlement that ex- 
isted here during the second-temple and rabbinic periods. Ma‘oz attributes 
the destruction of the Hellenistic-Seleucid tower (and the end of Stratum VI) 
10 the conquest of the Golan by Alexander Jannacus in 81 B.C.E.55 In pre- 
vious publications, he wrote that during the next stratum in the history of 
the settlement (that i, Stratum V according to his division) the site was set- 
led by Jews. “This stratum, which was settled by Jews, existed with varia- 

tions unil the Great Revolt in 67 C.E. Then the site was abandoned and its 
inhabitants found refuge apparently in nearby Gamala.™* As we com- 
mented in note 542, it is unclear to us why Ma'oz ignores the existence of 
ceramic and numismatic finds at the site from the second and third centuries 
CE. In any case, both in his earlier publications about the site and in his 
most recent publication (in the New Encyclopedia), Ma'oz wites: 

  

  

  

  

Jewish setlement on the site was renewed only in the second half of the 
fouth century C.E. A spacious village was buill, whose economy was based 
on field irigation and the cultivation of crops in the fertile surroundings, 
as well as on olive-oil production. The village reached its zenith at the end 
of the fifth and the beginning of the sixth centuries C.5., when a large syr- 
‘agogue was built on the crest of the ridge... During the course of the sixth 
century there was already a visible decline in the economic strength of the. 
village. At least one carthquake (551 C.E.) shook the structure of the syna- 
gogue, requiring its rebuilding, which was limited to the lower story. ¥ 

  

  

  

Ttis unclear upon what data Ma*oz determines the economic decline in the 
village in the course of the sixth century. What evidence has he of the occur- 
rence of an carthquake in the village specifically in 551 C.E.? And upon 
what does he base his conclusion that when the public building was rebuilt, 
ithad only one floor? 

“The date that Ma‘oz assigns to the public structure—the sixth century 
CE.—scems 1o us (0 lack any foundation. The excavator himself writs: 
“OF s inner part, only the foundations of the columns remain. The original 
stone pavement,benches, and Torah Ark, which undoubledly existed in the 
structure, were completely destroyed.” %6 And he goes on to write under the 

  oih dring the survey which we conducted in 1968, andfrom the viis 10 the it durin the 
Moz excavatons—it i unclar s why poticry found f he site from th second, tird, 
cighth, and twelvethcentuiesdo not appea in Ma'o's chronology. 545 Matoz, “Horvat Kanaf—2," p. 48, 

544 The quottion i fom Ma'oz, “Golan Synagopues” . 145 
545 Moz, “Horvat Kanaf—2." p. 850, 
546 Ma'oz, “Horvat Kanaf—2," p. 845, This quote revels the excavator's powe of 

imagination. Afie he decided tht the Jewish public building served as a synagogue, he assigned 0 it bnches and a Torch Ark—even though there i o evidence fo them. In hi 
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heading The Finds and Date of the Synagogue, “No contemporary finds for 
the synagogue exist, as a result of the secondary use of construction material 
and s destruction in strata I and IL"7 In other words, the excavator has no 
sealed stratum from the synagogue because of secondary usage of the build- 
ing’s materials and the disturbances in strata I and Tl—that i, from the 
Middle Ages until now. The date he sets is based upon coins and shards 
which he believes belong to the fill layers of the structure. I suspect that 

    

    
Ma'oz failed to read the stratigraphy correctly. However, until he publishes 
the full report of his excavations, the dating of this structure will remain 
questionable.5* 

According to Ma‘or, 
The synagogue was built s a trapezoid, oriented cast-west, Its wester side 
is 12,5 m. long; its eastem side, 1335 m.; its southern side, 15.85 m. 
and iis northern side, 16.4 m. One course of stone at the northwest corner 
of the structure and three to five courses at the south wall (all below floor 
level) have been preserved. The northeast comer is preserved 10 height of 
seven courses, adjacent to which are the doorjambs of the side entranc, 
which were found in situ. The walls are | m. thick; their external side is 
constructed of welldressed and precisely fiting, unmortared ashias.... The 
lower partof the side entrance, which is 125 m. wide, has been preserved 

In the continuation of this passage, Ma‘oz exaggerates his descriptions and 
conclusions so that they support hs imaginary reconstruction of the build- 
ing, including a single central entrance in the western wall which, he 
claims, was 1.65 m. wide, 2.30 m. high 5 This detail is quite incredible, 
since Ma‘oz found preserved in sit not even a single doorpost stone of this 
imaginary entrance. 

Based upon five “ashlas stylobates” which were found under the paving of 
layer IB (the layer from 1950 to 1967), Ma'oz concludes “that there were 
two rows of eight columns, dividing the hall into a nave (about 4.5 m. 
wide) and two aisles (each about 2.75 m. wide). The column drums and capi- 

  

    

opinion, they “undoubtedly xisted.” Before concluding tht the building had benches, we 
need 1o fnd such cvidence-—ven a crumpled iece of bench i it would do. 

547 Ma'oz, “Horvat Kanaf—2," p. 8. 
548 The date that Ma'oz fied for the community structure at Mazrs'at Kanaf, by 

depending on the Preliminary Report of th finds of coins (Aricl, “Horvat Kanef™), also 
draws critcism from Y. Tsari i his anick in this colletion [vl. 1, pp. 70-86—eds.) 
“Tsaic concludes his criiqe with th sentenc, “n our opnion it would be better o weigh 
the possiilty tht the building was bilt at zn carly period and that it was restored o had is 
oo teplced i the sixth century.” (. 76, ot 20 

549 Ma'os, “Horvat Kanaf—2." . 845 
S50 He has even published a drawing of his reconstrction. See, for example, Ma‘az, 

Ancient Synagogues” . 127 
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tals were found in secondary use in strata IIIB and IB, inside and near the 
synagogue.”55! In his more recent publications, Ma‘oz presets no plan of 
the pubic building 5% However, in his article, “Ancient Synagogues of the 
Golan” (Ma‘oz, “Ancient Synagogues”), he published a sketch with a layout 
of complete walls, cight columns in situ as well as the single (imaginary) 
entrance in the western wall.5 In the building’s northwest comer, he draws 
the northern wall of the hall as having an extension westward (as he found it 
during his excavations), but nowhere in his many publications on the site 
has he even suggested that the hall was part of a larger complex or that it 
had a westward extension. 

We conclude our discussion of the Ma'oz excavations by examining three 
epigraphic finds. The first is a basalt fragment, of which Ma‘oz has pub- 
lished neither its measurements nor a good photograph. An examination of 
the photograph which Prof. J. Naveh received from Ma'oz and published in 
the Yigael Yadin Memorial Volune, sugges's, on the basis of the forms of 
the lettrs, that the fragment is a segment of the inscription discovered by 
Oliphant.5% Iis transcription was published by Sukenik (see above). The 
poor quality of the photograph Naveh published, however, makes this uncer- 
tain. For the photograph cuts off the fragment a the last letter and is blurry 
on the right side. 

Naveh reads the firstletterin the segmentas a *,” ora %, and the rest of 
the letters as 77257.555 We are not confident that the last letter is indeed a 
7." In our opinion the actual stone must be examined (which we have ill 
now been unable to do), for the final letter may be a ‘n. Ma‘oz sees the 
segment as a direct continuation of the inscription Sukenik read and sug- 
gests completing it as follows 

   

      

He translates it 
[This is the linte] remembercd for good (be) Yose ben Halfo ben Honyo 
that T made 556 

Naveh—who provides an earlier version of Ma‘oz's translation of the word 
1, “who made it” and not “that T made"—writes that the Ma‘oz reading     

548 
facor, “Horvat Kanaf—2. 

126, 
" p. 306, Fig. 5 

  

551 Moz, “Horvat Kanaf 
552 Matoz, “Horvat Kanal—1 
553 My‘on, “Ancient Synagogues, 
53¢ Sec Naveh, “Aramic and Heb 
555 See previous noe. 
596 Thus the translation in Ma'oz, “Horvat Karaf—1." p. 808; in Ma‘oz, “Horvat 

Kanaf—2," p. 845, there again appears fr some unknown reason . ransltion close 0 that 
of Sukenik, without the section that Moz found, - blessed memory of Yose son of 
Halfu son f Han..."— the soluons are with Ma'oz 
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i difficult, but T have no better suggestion.”” and adds, “perhaps it is 
possible to read the name of the donor's grandfather “n™"?5% The reading 
is indeed difficult, but that makes it even more important to know whether 
this section is actually the end of the inscription. If it is not, it may be that 
the ‘1" (f indeed itis a ‘7" and not a ‘™) is the first letter in the word |77, 
that is, “this’ or “this one,” and therefore a noun_follows it. This would 
suggest that Yose ben Halfo donated part o the building or perhaps even the 
entire building 

‘The two additional epigraphic finds Ma‘oz uncovered were discovered in 
Area B—a residenial building the excavator designated “Building 300" 
‘These finds are copper amulets upon which there are adjurations in Aramaic 
that include blessings in Hebrew. One amulet (measuring about 6 x 6 cm), 
whose inscription testifies that it was written for " W (“Ya'itha 
the daughter of Marian”), was found in a depression in the floor of the comer 
of a room (Locus 301) in the southern apartment of the building 559 The 
second amlet (measuring about 7.5 5 cm.), inscribed b 

(“to Rabbi Eleazar the son of Esther”), was found in another room of 
the building (Locus 308), in the stone debris on the floor.%%° Naveh and 
Shaked, who published these amulets, ! depend upon Ma‘oz and date them 
1o the later part of the occupation of Building 300, that s, the late sixth or 
early seventh century CE. 52 

To conclude our discussion of this interesting site, we can only once 
again express our hope tht a complete, scientific publication of the Ma‘oz 
excavations will be published soon. Perhaps further excavations at the site 
will yield additional finds from the Jewish communities that lived there for 
hundreds of years. 

  

    

   
  

  

  

   

      

  

   

DEIR ‘AZiZ 

Using the ruins of an ancient settlement, this now-abandoned Syrian village 
was built on a hill above Wadi Deir *Aziz at coordinates 2170-2523. G. 
Schumacher described the site as “a small winter village, consisting of ten 
huts on the Wadi Deir *Aziz (Wadi esh-Shugayyif). It belongs to the *Arab 
ed-Didb, but is not inhabited in summer."5? Since he mentions no antiqui- 

        

557 Naveh, “Arsmaic and Hebrew,” p. 306 
559 See previous note 
559 See Ma'oz, “Horvat Kansf—2," p. 849; Naveh and Shaked, pp. 44-49, Amulet #2 
S0 My'oz, “Horvat Kanaf—2," p. 549: Naveh and Shaked, p. 50-55, Amulet £3. 
561 T bibliography i the publications mentioncd i th previous two notes willdircet 

the seader 1o complet tanscriptions of the amules long with English ransltions. 
562 Naveh and Shaked, p. 46 
563 Schumacher, “Dicholan.” . 267; Schumacher, Jauldn, pp. 115-119 
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ties, it is possible to conclude that he did not visit the village but wrote on 
the basis of information received from residents of the arca. 

In December 1885, Sir Laurence Oliphant visited the site, led by a 
Bedouin guide, and was the first to report the presence of antiquities— 
Jewish remains in particular. He writes, 

  

   

My guide now offered to conduct me to another Khurbet..., the Khurbet of 
Deir *Actz. Here I found a large encampment of Arabs, their tents huddled 
amid the fla-roofed granaries in which they store their crops, and which 
were constructed as usual from the stones of the Khurbet, These ruins were 
enclosed on two sides by a massive ancient wall, measuring 140 feet one 
way by 90 feet the other, and with an average height of 6 fect. Many of the 
beautifully squared blocks of which it was constructed measured 6 feet by 
18 inches, and were laid on each other without cement. Within this enclo- 
sute were many fragments of columns and traces of foundations, besides 
two small arches, 10 feet high with a 13-feet span; but these, I think, were 
of a later date than the wall: one of them supported the roof of a granary; 
the other connected with it, though enclosed by wall, supported nothing. 
Lalso found a piece of a comice with moulding of the unornamented Jewish 
type. But the most interesting discovery was that of the synagogue. This 
stood a little way down the slope of the hill, on the northern flank of the 
Widi esh-Shugayyif, near the head of which this Khurbet is situated. The 
walls were stillstanding in places to  height of 9 feet, and the whole char- 
acter was clearly defined (Fig. 7 in Oliphant’s article). The dimensions 
were 60 fect by 37 feet; the diameter of the columns, of which none were 
standing in situ, 2 fect. The lintel over the door, 6 fect by 18 inches; width 
of door, 4 fect 6 inches. It was oriented, and the entrance was in the castern 
wall. T searched in vain for cornices or carving of any sort. The whole ar- 
ehitecture was of the plainest and simplest description, but the interior was 
50 thickly strewn with masses of building sione that some of the more or- 
namental features may have been concealed 56¢ 

  

  

Oliphant also describes remains of an olive-oil press which he saw, as well 
as remains of the ancient settlement’s spring house. % 

Afier the Six Day War, the site was surveyed by teams led by C. Epstein 
and S. Gutman. In their survey report,5® Epstein and Gutman described an- 
cient buildings with stone roofs in the village. In its southwest corner, they 
found the remains of a large building built of finely-hewn stones with a sub- 
tertanean structure beside it, both of which they measured and published 
their plans. On the wadi's slope, the surveyors located the remains of the 
spring house which Oliphant had reported. They also pointed out that be- 
tween the village and the fountain were remains of ancient buildings. 
Among these they found large columns, capitals, frieze fragments, and so 

  

  

  

564 Oliphant, “New Discoveres,” pp. 76:77. Prcnthesis mine. 
565 Oliphant, “New Discoverics.” pp. 7775, 566 Epscin & Guman,pp. 280-281, it #132.   
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on. The pottery remains found at the site were dated by the surveyors to the 
period they call “Roman-Byzantine.”" 

A short time after the Epstein-Gutman survey, the author and his staff 
surveyed the village and the ruin.5% This survey indicated that the ancient 
ruin’s area occupied about SO dunams. In addition to potery remains re- 
ported by Epstein and Gutman, we found shards from the late Hellenistic and 
the early Roman periods (the second and first centuries B.C.E. and the first 
century C.E.). Examination of the remains of the ancient buildings in the 
village and the ruin revealed at least two, i not three, phases of ancient con- 
struction. These phases can easily be recognized, especially in the buildings 
with Hauran-style roofs. But without systematic archaeological excavation, 

s difficult to fix the phases” dates 
In our survey, we registered and photographed the remains of the two 

monumental structures which Oliphant had reported. The one structure, on 
t0p of the hill on which the ruin lies, is built of large, finely-hewn basalt 
ashlars. The building is oriented north-south; its plan was published by 
Epstein and Gutman 3% Of the original structure, three courses of its west- 
em and southern walls are well-preserved on the surface, while only one or 
two courses are sometimes visible of it eastern and northern walls. Within 
the structure, in the southest corner, a long, narrow room (about 10 x 2.5 
m.) has been preserved with ts roof built of long basalt slabs. An entrance 
i the norther wall (near the main entrance to the building which i in the 
center of its eastern wall) leads into the room. In its western wall there are 
thirteen ‘Chorazin windows.” Without archacological excavation, it s diffi- 
cult to determine whether this room belonged o the original phases of the 
building or was built into it in a later period. The structure’s original di- 
mensions—about 25 x 15 m.—do not fit the measurements reported by 
Oliphant—140 x 90 feet. Sill it is possible to resolve this contradiction if 
we add to the structure’s original dimensions those of the later construction 
that was attached to it on the south, north, and east. Previously, we sug- 
gested that the original stage of this building, was a synagogue*™® or a 
house of study. 5™ Today, however, without a systematic excavation of the 
structure, we can only conjecture that these are the remains of a Jewish pub 
Tic building of the second-temple and/or rabbinic periods. 

On the slope between the aforementioned structure and the remains of the 
early spring house, we found the ruins of the building that Oliphant defined 
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as a synagogue. It seems that since Oliphant’s visit, more stones were taken 
from the structure (0 serve as building material for the Arab-Syrian village. 
“This building itself was built of basalt ashlar and measures, as Oliphant 
wrote, about 18.30 x 1130 m. The axis of the building is east-west and 
appears to have had two entrances, one in the east wall and another in the 
west wall. Inside the structure it was possible to make out that most of its 
height was buried by debris. Within it, column shafts can be scen, two of 
which may be standing in situ. Ouiside the building, we found more 
sections of column shafts as well as three Dori capitals. West of the build- 
ing, a lintel fragment was preserved, measuring 104 cm. long, 52 cm. high, 
and an average of about 42 cm. thick. Preserved on the lintel fragment was a 
relief of a wreath with a *Hercules’ knot.” About 8 meters southwest of the 
lintel fragment, we registered a frieze fragment about 94 cm. long with 
smooth profles. On the slope leading down to the spring house, more ar- 
chitectural items were seen (including comice fragments) which originated 
either in the structure identified by Oliphant as a synagogue or in some 
other monumental bulding that may be in that part of the ruin 

‘The great similarity between the architectural fems which we recorded at 
Deir *Aziz and others that were found at Jewish sites of second-temple and 
rabbinic periods in the Galilee and the Golan, as well as the fact that no pa- 
gan or Christian remains were found in the village, lead us to conclude that 
these remains are those of a Jewish setllement. Without systematic archaeo- 
logical excavation, however, it i difficult to determine with any certainty 
the functions of the two or three public structures, 

In 1978, Z. Ma'oz surveyed the site once more.5" For some reason, 
Ma‘oz decided that the teams of the Epstein, Gutman and the author 
“mistakenly identified [Oliphant's synagogue] with an ashiar building at the 
summit of the hill. "™ Instead, according to Ma‘oz, “In 1978, Z. Ma'oz re- 
discovered Oliphant’s synagogue on the southen slope, a short distance be- 

discussion reveals two problems with 
nyone who checks Epstein and Gutman’s publication 

will find that these careful, pioneering investigators never refer to the ques- 
tion of “Oliphant’s synagogue. structure found by 
the author and his team fits Oliphant’s description of the synagogue pre- 
cisely. Ma‘oz seems to have confused Epstein’s and Gutman'’s report with 
that of the author, thus resulting his claim that he found Oliphant's syna- 
‘gogue. The discovery was actually made by the author. 
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Apart from the matter of the synagogue, there is nothing new in Ma'oz’s 
report and, at its end, he concludes, “The remains indicate that the syna- 
‘gogue was very similar to that excavated at Horvat Kanaf, and the probable 
date of construction was therefore the beginning of the sixth century 
C.E."576 Since the structure at Deir *Aziz remains unexcavated, however, we 
cannot fix its date with any certainty. It is regrettable that Zvi Tlan took 
Ma'oz’s comments seriously and accepted them in his last book 

  

  

LAWIYYE (EL-LAWIYEH) 

“This small abandoned Syrian village was built upon a hill on the western 
slope of a spur descending from the Golan toward the Sea of Galilee at coor. 
dinates 2140-2503. 

G. Schumacher who visited the region in 1884 described it as “a miser- 
able Bedouin winter village and some ruins, surrounded by beautiful oak 
rees, on the northern margin of the Wadi es-Samekh.”" 

L. Oliphant, who surveye the site in December 1885, led by a Bedouin 
guide, found at the ruin “three columas in siu, a picce of cornice with the 
egg-and-dart pattern, and a block on which was carved a small oblong panel, 
which seems a characteristic of Jewish ornamentation.”"™ In his report he 
added, *1 could also trace the foundations of the building in which the 
columns were placed, and although it was impossible to determine its di- 
‘mensions, enough was visible o convince me that the few remains existing 

e those of a synagogue....”%0 
In 1967, the site was surveed by C. Epstein’s team. In the houses and 

courtyards of the Syrian village, this team found decorated hewn stones. 
They gathered shards from the Early Bronze Age Ii, the late Roman, 
Byzantine, and Ottoman periods. ! 

At the beginning of 1968, the site was surveyed yet again by a team led 
by the author. While the houses of the Syrian village were built for the 
most part of ancient building stones—some of which were ashlar—it was 
difficult to make out the remains of the ancient site and 1o estimate its area. 
Atone of the Syrian houses, we found a basalt capital worked in the Tonic 
style prevalent in the Jewish public buildings in the Golan of the rabbinic 
period. We did not suceeed in locating, however, the remains of the structure 
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described by Oliphant 2 It should be noted that at the time of our survey 
the village was covered with tal vegetation, which made conducting the 
survey quite difficult. Since the 1968 survey, we have had no opportunity to 
return to the village. However, since Oliphant’s reports on the archacologi- 
cal finds in the Golan have generally been found reliable, we hope that the 
structure which he saw will yet be found and uncovered in the future.553 

   
       

  
      

  

    

   
UMM EL-QANATIR (UMM EL-KANATIR, UMM 

EL-MANSHIYYE, ‘EINES-SUFEIRA) 

      

    

                                                    

     

  

   

  

“This abandoned Syrian village was built in the first half of the twenticth 
century on two levels of a cliff overlooking the Sea of Galilee at coordinates 
21942505 

“The ruins of the ancient settlement were first surveyed by L. Oliphant in 
1884.5% Oliphant first examined the remains of the ancient spring house at 
the site, whose arches provide, as far as one can tell, the source for the 
Aabic name of the ruin: Umim el-Qandfir—that is, “the Mother of the 
Arches.” Near the spring house, Oliphant found a basal lab with a elief of 
a lion on it (see PL. 496).5%5 About 50 meters north of the spring, he 
discovered the remains of a Jewish public structure known today as “the 
synagogue of Umm el-Qandiir.” Oliphant describes the structure’s remains 
i this way 

  

‘They are situated about fifty yards from the spring to the north, and consist 
of ruined walls enclosing an area apparently as nearly as possible of the 
same dimensions as the synagogue at ed-Dikkeh, but the traces of the west- 
em wall were concealed by such piles of large blocks of building stones 
that it was impossible to determine them. The southern wall was standing 
10 a height of about 7 feet, and consisted of three courses of stone averag- 
ing a litle over 2 feet each in height by about 2 feet 6 inches in breadth, 
‘The door was situated 15 feet from south-cast angle of the wal, and was 4 
feet 9_inches in width; the stones forming the door-post were slightly 
carved into a plain moulding. On entering, the area presented a mass of 
stone debris, and columns, and picces of carving, lossed about in the 
wildest confusion; six colums from 10 to 12 feet in height rose above the 
ples of stone at every angle, as though they had been partilly overtumed 
by an carthquake; the shaken condition of one of the stones which formed 
the door-post, and which projected from the others, as well as the general 
aspect of such of the ruin as was st standing, confirmed my impression 
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that the building had been destroyed by a convalsion of nature. It was diffi- 
cult under the circumstances to determine the true position of the columns, 
or the exact plan of the building; but the character of the fragments of or- 
namentation which stll remained, the factthat the columas were all within 
the enclosure of the building, that the walls were without cement, the posi- 
tion of the door, and the moulding of the door-posts, all rather lead me to 
the same conclusion with respect 1o this building which 1 have arrived at in 
the case of ed-Dikkeh, and to regard it as having been formerly a syna 
‘gogue. There was one stone on which was carved the representation of an 
cagle (Fig. 3), a fragment of cgg-and-dart comice, closely resembling the 
one at ¢d-Dikkeh, a large triangular slab cut in the shape of an arch and 
highly omamented, measuring 3 feet 6 inches along the base line, and 5 
foet § inches between the two extremities, and which I assume to have been 
placed on the lintel of the main enrance (Fig. 4); and there were fragments 
of Corinthian capitals 55 

  

    

G. Schumacher surveyed the site together with Oliphant, ¥ but added noth- 
ing new in his report except drawings and dimensions of five architectural 
items, four of which were not described in Oliphant’s report 5% 

In May 1905, the expedition headed by H. Kohl and C. Watzinger con- 
ducted four days of intensive excavation in the remains of the public build- 
ing. In the course of this excavation, they uncovered sections of the north, 
west, and south walls of the building, remains of the stylobate and the bases 
of the five columns of the hall’s western row of columns in situ, and the 
western end of the stylobate of the northern row of colums. They also un- 
earthed the remains of the porch built outside the structure’s southern facade. 
It was reached by ascending a saircase to the main entrance (width—about 
1.63 m.) at the center of the southern facade wall. An entrance 1.5 m. wide 
was also uncovered in the structure’s west wall 

As a result of their excavation, it became clear that the outer length of 
the building’s hall was 18.80 m. and its estimated width was 16.80 m 
(according 10 the conjectural plan published by Watzinger in Tafel XVII. It 
should be pointed out that the excavators did not uncover the hall’s cast 
wall, nor even the parallel row of columns inside the hall. Yet these facts 
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and the measurement of its estimated width escaped the eyes of the good 
people who have made use of Watzinger's conjectural plan. 

Watzinger also drew a reconstruction of the building’s southern facade 
wall—including the remains of the porch in front of it According to his 
proposal, the structure had two stories. He placed architectural items found 
in the excavation into the drawing as parts of assumed windows in the two 
stories of the facade wall. On the basis of the capitals of the porch columns, 
which are of the so-called *basket” capital type, Watzinger dated the structure 
10 the fifth century.2 This suggested date was accepted by E. L. Sukenik 
who visited the site in the autumn of 19283% According to him, 
“Watzinger's conclusion regarding the dat is further confirmed by the fact 
that the facade and main entrances are on the cast side, that is, on that oppo- 
site the wall of orientation; as contrasted with the synagogues of the older 
type, where the facade is on the side of the orientation.”* It s inte 
10 note that Sukenk, t0o, who visited the site, did not pay attention to the 

‘exact orientation of the structure, intead depending on Watzinger's ground 
plans. 

During his visit, Sukenik found a stone near the spring with an inscrip- 
tion enclosed in a tabula ansata. Sukenik did not succeed in reading it be- 
cause tsleters were blurred, but he made it out o be Greek 

In the region of the public structure, Sukenik saw the porch’s ‘basket’ 
capitl as well as the stones with the reliefs of the cagle and the lion—draw- 
ings of which were published by Oliphant, Schumacher, and Watzinger 
Sukenik expressed his opinion that these reliefs originally belonged to the 
structure’s facade wall. % 

A few years before Sukenik’s visit o the site, S. Klein had suggested— 
in light of the archacological finds then known—identifying Umm cl- 
Qandiir as 873> (Qamtra), the abode of the amora Simeon Qairia, who is 
mentioned in the Jerusalem Talmud at Berakoth 9:2, 134597 Sukenik re- 
jected this suggestion, writing: 
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‘What the ancient name of this sie was we do not know. The Arabic Umm cl 
Qanitir, “mother of arches,” is derived from the arches over the spring. 

Klein's suggestion that Simeon Qamiria, Y. Ber. 12d [i.c., 13d] tof 
rived his sumame from this locality s therefore highly improbable. 
is a fairly frequent loanword from the Greek xdj7pa or xd hest,” 
in Mishnah, Talmud, and Targum, and w~e5p (Qamiria) as a family name 
may mean “cabinet maker"; cf. the proper name 213p (other reading 
M. Yoma I: 6 etc. = idptos ‘joiner” (also in Aramaic as a common 
name joiners,” Y. Abodah Zarah, 400 

  

  

   
        

         

  

At the same time Sukenik also rejected Gildemeister's suggestion idenify- 
ing Umm el-Qanitir with the site of Gamala, and added, “Itis an interesting 
fact that for Zohar, Gen. 57b., which is named as a bay 
(\p=x0AbuS, K3ATI0S) the happening at which the miracle-worker R. 
Simeon b. Yohai was able to see from the gate of Tiberias, the Maarikh 
(16th centry) has 73 which he glosses as follows: *7:p a locality on the 
other side of the Sea of Tiberias, stll known by that name."** 

In spite of Sukenik's criticism, Klein continues to hold to his opinion 
that Umm cl-Qanir may be identified with the place of the third-century 
amora_Simeon Qamiia, that s, Simeon of Qamtra 5% and perhaps he is 
right €01 

After the Six Day War, the site was surveyed by teams led by C. Epstein 
and S. Gutman, who first reported houses of a new Syrian village on the 
cliff's upper ledge which incorporated a number of architectural tems, origi- 
nally from the ancient Jewish public structure 2 

In 1968, the site was surveyed by the author and his team.5% In this 
survey it became clear that most of the remains of the ancient scttlement lie 
on the lower ledge of the cliff (about 20 dwellings), but that the upper ledge 
has remains of several ancient buildings (8-10 structures). Remains were 
found of olive-oil presses on both the upper and lower ledges, but it seems 
that the ancient settlement’s main working areas were on the upper ledge. 
The overall area of the ancien setlement s estimated at about 35 duams, 
but it may have been larger. The houses of the Syrian village were generally 
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built between 1950-1967, primarily on the upper ledge, but several were 
constructed between the spring and the ruins of the Jewish public building 
A number of architectural items were found—apparently from the public 
building—incorporated into the Syrian houses as building stones. These 
include the stone with an eagle with outstretched wings whose drawing was 
published by both Oliphant and Schumacher. Another decorated architectural 
item, which was not seen by the surveyors and excavators prior to 1967, is 
the comer-capital on which lovely reliefs of an eagle with outstretched 
wings appears (alongside its wings is an egg-and-dart pattern) as well as a 
patern of arches with rosettes above and under i (see PL. 50a). It should be 
noted that the two items just described were found in a single Syrian house 
(whose owner seems to have been an antique fancier). We also found reliefs 
of grape vines and birds pecking at the grape clusters in that building. In the 
courtyard of a Syrian house southwest of the public structure, we found the 
archstone decorated with different reief bands reported by previous surveyors 
and excavators. Among the structure’s ruins, we saw several Ionic capitals 
unreported by our predecessors; on one was a relicf of a three-branched 
menorah. Also found west of the structure were fragmens of the lion relief 
reported by Watzinger 

In 1970, M. Avi-Yonah, in the article “Synagogues” which he wrote for 
the Hebrew edition of the Encyclopaedia of Archacological Excavations in 

the Holy Land, published a short segment on the Jewish public building at 
Unnim el-Qaniir. In it he expressed his opinion that the lack of an apse in 
the structure, the existence of a third row of colums (transverse), and a 
stone floor are evidence that the structure should be atributed to an period 
earlier than that st forward by Kohl, Watzinger, and Sukenik 504 
Hiitlenmeister and Reeg followed Avi-Yonah and ascribed the building to the 
third century C.E5 In support of the earlier date, our survey of the ancient 
sellement found shards from the various stages of the Roman period, as 
well as from the Byzantine and Arab periods S Siill, without systematic 
archacological excavation, it is doublful whether we can determine a sure 
date 

In the 1980's, the site was surveyed by Z. Ilan®” and Z. Ma‘oz.%% Their 
publications reveal no new information. Ma‘oz, however, seems to have 
forgotien those who studied the site prior to him. He lso published  hypo- 
thetical plan of the structure in which the third row of columns consists of 

0% See M, Avi-Yonsh, “Synagogues— 
‘Synagogues—3” pp. 11371135 
5 Huteameiser and Rees p. 465, 
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only one column and not two as Watzinger had suggested. % Likewise, 
Ma'oz decided that the entrance in the building’s south wall was not built in 
the center of the wall but a bit to the east “probably in order to leave room. 
for the Ark of the Law inside." On this, it has been said that “whoever 
adds, detracts.” It is to be hoped that in the future, systematic excavations 
will be conducted from which we will be able to answer the many questions 
concerning this sit. 

KFAR ‘AQABYAH (KAFR ‘AQAB, 
KAFR *AQIB, ED-DUGA, ED-DUKA, DUKATH KAFR ‘AQAB) 

  

  In one of the inscriptions uncovered in the mosaic floor of the synagogue at 
Hammat Gader (¢l-Hammeh),5!1 a contributor by the name of “Patric of 
Kfar *Aqabyah” was mentioned. Sukenik, who had excavated the synagogue 
and first published the inscripton, transcribed it: 

  

   
em o 

He translated it 
and Kiyros Palric of (K)far ‘Aqabyah 

He claimed that the > was omitted through inadvertence 512 Naveh, who ex- 
amined the inscription in the 1970's, claims that the remains of the *>" are 
clear in the mosaic but the 7" cannot be made out.51> Naveh suggests, 
therefore, correcting Sukenik's reading (0 either *T:3p 953" o “<T> 
3py 83,7614 Neither suggestion changes the meaning. 

In dealing with the question of the location of Kfar *Aqabyah, Sukenik 
wries that Kfar *Aqabyah “is mentioned in Y. Nazir 57d, in connection with 
R. Abba bar Cohen, a scholar of the late third century, but there is no in 
cation of its location. Nevertheless it can hardly be anything other than the 
modern Kafr (or Khirbet) ‘Aqib, near the northern end of the eastern shore of 

the Sea of Galilee."!5 Naveh, who also dealt with the question of the site’s 
location, writes: “Kfar ‘Aqabyah, mentioned in Y. Nazir, ch. 9, 57d, is iden- 
tified by Klein with Khirbet “Ugbah which is south of Safed (S. Klein, Sefer 
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because the plan was copied in Z. lan's publicaion (sce above, noie 607). Many good 
eoplewill otne (0 i and il G his roncous ln 

Thus in Ma'oz, “Golan—1," . 294 and in Moz, “Golan—2,"p. $43. 
611 0n the synagogue at Hammat Gader (el-Hamma) and is inseiptions, s the secton 

on Hammat-Gader. 
612 Sukenik, 
613 Naveh, Mosaic,p. 55 
614 Naveh, Mosaic, p. 55-59. 
615 Sukenik, “cl-Hammeh,” p. 141 

  

    I Hammeh,” pp. 138-141.  



   

  

    
     
    

   

                

    

      
    

     

   

  

    

    

    

    

    

552 URMAN 

ha-Yishuv, vol. 1, Jerusalem, 1939}, p. 96). However, more plausible is 
its identification with Kfar *Aqab which s on the eastern shore of the Sea of 
Galilee, 616 

‘The archeological surveys of this site identified as Kfar *Aqabyah have 
had varying success. Schumacher, who visited the region in 1884, describes 
the site as “Ruins on the coast of the Sea of Galilee, with scattered building 
stones, but few foundations.”!7 

Oliphant, who traveled the region a short time after Schumacher, found 
no antiquities whatsoever, and discussed only the different names of the 
place. He wrote: 

  

  

  

Following the Lake shore, we passed at the mouth of the WAdi Ejgayif the 
ruins of *Akib; these consist of nothing but heaps of basaltic stones. There 
is near here a spot marked “ruins” in some maps, and called Dukah; they are 
also mentioned by more than one traveler. I found on inguiry, however, 

that a projecting Clff near “Akib was called the Dukah Kefr *Akib, or the 
precipice of *Akib, and this has doubtless given rise to the confusion, A 
mile and a half beyond *Akib we turned up the great WAdi of es-Samekh, 618 

  

    

In 1967, C. Epstein surveyed the uins of the Syrian military settlement, 
Kafr *Aqib, that was set up in 1950 about a kilometer east of the Sea of 

alilee shore, at coordinates 21 17-2521. She reported: 
  

    
A village siting upon a ruin, at the center of  protruding hill with a con- 
centration of natwral rocks around it. In the Syrian Army's defensive 
trenches one can discern the sccumulation of waste materials from the ruin 
10 a depth of 1.5 meters. The shards find: from the MB Il Age (a few frag- 
ments), the Byzantine, and the Ottoman periods 619    

In 1968 the author surveyed the Syrian Army setllement ruins once again 
and found that on this site there are also shards from Iron Age I and a few 

  

from the Roman period. As a result of the modern Syrian construction it 
was dificult o estimat the area of the carlysie there. 20 

As a continuation of the survey at Kaf *Aqib, the author also surveyed a 

  

nearby site on the shore of the Sea of Galilee at coordinates 2106-2521, then 
designated on the maps as ed-Dugd; ed-Dukd; and Dukth Kafr *Agib. At 

this site, visited by Schumacher but not surveyed by Epstein, there is actu- 
ally a tell created by ruins of ancient houses with an area of about 40 
dunams. At the site area we found large quantities of shards from the 
  

I8 Naveh, Mosaic, p. . 
17 Schumacer, “Dscholan” p. 277; Sehumacher, Jauln, . 133 
SIS Oliphant, “Lake Tiberiss” p. 86 

19 Bpscin & Guman, . 280, St #131 
620 D, Unman, “Kal “Aqib.” Special Surveys Reports, Archive of the Assocision for 

the Archacological Survy of lrac, sracl Antiquitcs Autboriy, Jerusalem (in Hebrew); 
Usran, List,p. 16; Urman, Golan, p. 201, Site #135 and also see the noe for this st o p 
214, 
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Roman, Byzantine, early Arab, medieval, and late Arab periods. The tops of 
carly walls could be seen throughout the tel area, yet we found no architec- 
tural items that could attest to the existence of monumental buildings at the 
site. In the site’s southwest section, we made out the remains of  bath- 
house and near it on the shoreline, we discerned the remains of an ancient 
arificial anchorage 52! We examined the anchorage again in 1970 with M. 
Nun, who published its data at length & 

In light of the ceramic findings at both sites—Kafr *Aqab and ed-Dugi— 
it seems that it may be possible (o identify this area as the location of the 
ancient Jewish settlement of Kfar ‘Aqabyah mentioned in the Palestinian 
Talmud and in the inseripiion uncovered at the Hammat Gader synagogue. 
Hopefully, future archacological excavations will be conducted at the two re 
lated sites that will clarify the relationship between them and will fix their 
idenification. 

  

  

1 See D, Urman, “Dukath Kaft “Aqib” Reports of the Staff Offcer in Charge of 
Archacological Affais in the Golan (1968-1972), Archiv of theIsrel Aniiquities Authorit, 
Jeusalem (in Hebrew); Upmn, List p. 15; Uran, Gola, . 201, it #134. 

22 See Nun, “Kinneret” and Nun, Kinnerer, . $1-82. 
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ES-SUFEIRA (ES-SAGHIRA, SAFFOREH) 

“This small abandoned Syrian village was built on the ruins of an ancient 
settlement at coordinates 2242-2503. G. Schumacher, who visited the site in 
1884, found no ancient remains, reporting only, “A crumbled winter village, 
the better huts of which are inhabited by from two to six persons There is 
some woody and arable land in the surrounding country, but few old re- 
Sniina el 

After the Six Day War i 1967, the village was surveyed by teams led by 
C. Epstein and S. Gutman. The joint report published by these surveyors 
reported for the first time that the village was built upon a ruin making sec- 
ondary use of the ancient building stones. The surveyors also reported a 
number of decorated architectural items in the village, including a column 
base and a section of a comice decorated with a rosette. The shards they 
found were dated to the Byzantine period* 

After the surveys of Epstein and Gutman, the site was surveyed in 1968 
by the author. In this survey, it became clear that the area of the ancient site 
was about 40 dunams. In addition to the Byzantine pottery remains, the site 
also yielded shards from various stages of the Roman period > 

“The center of the site lies on a low hill which is actually a tell. On top 
of this hill we made out the tops of the walls of a monumental structure, 
oriented north-south. Unfortunately, ts dimensions are difficult to ascertain 
without archaeological excavation. In and around the structure, we found a 
number of architectural tems, including two column bases and three Ionic 
capitals of the type prevalent in Jewish public buldings of the Galilee and 
the Golan from the second-temple and rabbinic periods. This find led us to 

  

T Schumacher, “Dscholan” . 345; Schumacher, Jauldn p. 236 
2 Epsicin & Guman,p. 283, it 7149, 
3 See D. Urman, “es-Sulira,” Special Surveys Reporis, Archive of the Association for 

the Archacological Survey of Isacl, Irael Antiguites Authorty, Jerusalem (in Hebrew): 
Idem, “es Sufeira,” Reporis of the Siaf Officer in Charge of Archacological Affairs in the 
Golan (fom 1968.1972), Archie of the Isael Antiquiis Authoriy, Jerusalem (in Hebrew): 
Urman, Lis, p. 19; Urtoan, Golan, . 203, St 4147 
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conjecture that if the structure was excavated, it might be identified as a 
Jewish public building—perhaps a synagogue—of the rabbinic period.+ 

Since 1968, however, the site has not been investigated (to the best of 
our knowledge); certainly no new finds have been reported. Today the re- 
gional center of Hisphil is near the site. 

    

KHISFIN (CASPEIN, HASFIYA, KHISFIYYA, HASPIN) 

‘This large, now-abandoned, Syrian village on the l-Hammeh—Rafid road 
can be found at coordinates 2266-2506. It was built upon the ruins of a large: 
ancient town, making use of the ancient building stones. Many scholars 
have identified this ruin s the location of Xaodv or Kaome(v mentioned in 
1 Maccabees 5:26 and in 2 Maccabees 12:13.5 I is generally identified with 

=5, one of the ‘forbidden towns’ in the terrtory of Sdsita,¢ mentioned in 
Tos. Sheb. 4:10 (66, 4-6), Y. Demai 2:1, 22d, and the halakic inscription 
discovered in the mosaic floor of the Jewish public structure at Rehob.” 

‘The mention of 7257 as one of the forbidden towns in the territory of 
ta indicates that the place had a large Jewish population during the third 

and fourth centuries C.E. This population may have continued even after 
Christianity began to penetrate the region. A hint about this possibility 
may be found in the Syriac manuscript describing the life of Maximus the 
Confessor. It appears that the Christians stll hesitated being baptized at 
Khisfin in the lat sixth century CE 

  

  

    

    

# See Urman,“Symagogue Sites,” p. 16; Urman, “Helleisic, 
214,Site 147, 

5 S, for cxample, Kicin, Transjordan, p. § and Avi-Yonah, Palstine, p. 158 and the 
addiional biblography there I should b pointd ou that ecenty Z. Moz stted, “The 
absence at the st o ceramic finds from the Helleisic peiod raises the possibilty that 
helenistic Haspin was o hee, but at Tell edh-Dhahab, bout 1.5 k. (1 mile) 1o the 
Southeast” (Ma'oz, “Haspin—1" p. 523 Ma'or, “Haspin—2." p. $86). There i no basis for 
this suggestion because in the surveys and excavatons conducted at Khisfin, hellenisic: 
ceramics were found, although not in great quaniity because the excavtions id not proceed 
below the stsa f the Byzantine perod. 

© For further discusion ofth “frbidden towns, ce pp. 384-385, 
7 Sec Kicin, Transjordan, p. 38; Avi-Yonsh, Palestine,p. 155 an, Golan, p. 288; Sa, 

Settement, p. 1. 
© See Brock, “Maximus.” Information ahout the e and caeer of Maximus (d. 662) is 

preservd in a work composed by one of his Monothelte adsersares. The manuscript is 1o 
Taer than the cighth, and perhaps as caly s the seventh, century. According (o the rcatis 
Maximus was the Son of 8 Persian maidservant and  Samaritan tetle producer of the 
villge Sekar, close to Shechem. Relaives of Maximus” fater, Avaa, were hostile (0 the 
couple’s mariage, and th pair fled to Khisfin, where they took refuge in the house of the 
local prest named Martyrius. Bapeizing Ava, his wife Shanda, and their son secrel 
Martyrus gave them the names Theons, Miria, aad Muskhaion. Upon the death of is 
parents, Muskhsion was admitied 103 monasiry where he acquied the name Maxims. The 
Secrecy of the bapisms and the suggeston inth text that Matyrius ained protetion from 

467 Urman, Golar, . 
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After the Arab conquest, no mention of any Jewish inhabitants appears 
again. I the ninth century, the Arab historian and geographer al-Ya'qabi de- 
scribed Khisfin as  prominent town in “the Damascus province.” Yiqdt, 
writing in the thirteenth century, mentioned i as “a village of the Hauran, 
on the road down to Egypt, lying between Nawd and the Jordan."0 

In the 1880's, both L. Oliphant and G. Schumacher visited his site. 
Oliphant was excited by the remains of a massive building which he 
idenified as a Crusader fortess. This identification came largely from the 
influence of architectural items decorated with crosses that he found in the 
village—many of which we now know belong to the Byzantine period. ! He 

    

  

    
describes the structure and the village as follows: 

‘The walls of the principal fort now standing measure 68 yards one way, by 
54 the other. They are 9 feet in thickness, and are eight courses of stone in 
height,the stones from 1 foot 0 1 foot 6 inches square, but some are much 
larger. Within the fort are the traces of a second or inner wall forming a 
sort of keep in the centre, but the whole area is so encumbered with ruin 
that it would require more time than I was able to give 10 it to make accurate 
measurements, or a plan of the building. The village had almost the ap- 
pearance of a quarry, so thickly piled were the blocks of hewn stone which 
enclosed the courtyards and formed the walls of the houses, while they were 
strewn thickly or stacked in heaps over all the neighbouring fields. The 
lintels of the doors consisted frequently of large stones, some of which 
possibly had served the same purpose in old times, on which were tablets, 
rosettes, crosses, bosses, and other crusading devices. > 

  

  

It should be noted that Oliphant added drawings of three architectural tems 
o his description. He thought these were Christian, apparently from the 
Crusader period. * A survey team led by the author found these items many 
decades later. Two of them may not be Christian at all and are surely not 
Crusader. One item is a lintel with a relief of a tabula ansata with rosettes 
on both sides of it, and the other (see PL. 50b) is an arch stone with a relief 
of a garland with a clear rosete at it center; it does not combine a cross and 
rosette, as Oliphant drew it. A few years afier he visited Khisfin, Oliphant 
wrote about the ite as follows: 
  

‘Samaritans i his commaniy,fombiscousn, the govemor of Tiberss, may bin at he siatus 
of Chistins in Khisin. Were thy a rltvly Weak §roup in he later alf of th sixh 
century, peshaps contending with » considerabe number of non-Chiisians (Jws andior 
‘Samarans) in he area? Fo his argument, e Kedar, “Khisin” pp. 238241 

5'See Ton-Wadih al-Ya'qdbi, Kitab al-Bulddn,cd. M. 1. De Geaye (Leden, 1892).p. 115 
(in Abic. 

10'Yaqt ibn “Abdullah al-Hamswi, Mu'jam abBuldin, ed. F. Wisteafeld (Lepeis, 
1867). vol 2. p. 443 i Arabi). 

11 See Olphan, Haif.pp. 250-255, and especilly p. 252, 
12 Oliphant, “Lake Tiberiss” pp. 8649 
13 Oliphan, “Lake Tberis,"p. 85 
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‘The important question which I could not determie was whether, in the old 
Roman times, it had been a place of note. There can be little doub that a - 
ture examination, of a more minute character than I was able 10 give, would 
determine this point, and it s not at all impossible that upon the old 
stones might be found seven-branched candlesticks, pots of manna, or em- 
blems of a sil older date, which would carry it back (o Jewish times. 4 

‘Schumacher was aware of the possibility of dentifying Kaome(y or Xaogay 
‘mentioned in the Books of the Maccabees with Khisfin, but he did not re- 
port any Jewish finds at the site.'S Oliphant's Crusader fort Schumacher un: 
derstood as a fortified khdn, and even published a sketch of its ground 
plan.'S This is how Schumacher describes Khisfin: 

  

  

Today Khisfin, although extensive, is a miserable village, consisting of 
scarcely 60 inhabited huts with a census of about 270 souls, But three 
times as many huts are destroyed and deserted, and good hewn and unhewn 
basalt stones lic in confusion across one another. Here and there Roman 
omamentation appear (Figs. 16 and 17 in his German edition; Figs. 77 and 
78 in the English one),!” and the sign of the cross in a variety of forms on 
the same stone as shown on Fig. 119 (in the English edition; Fig. 78 in 
the German cdition). Most of these, howeser, are buried beneath the ruins. 
“The ruined huts are roofed with basalt slabs in the style of the Haurdn; sev- 
eral are 10 be found beneath the ground. In the westem end of the city the 
ruin of a large building is to be found, measuring 133 feet from cast to west 
and 160 feet from south to north (Fig. 18 in the German edition; Fig. 79 in 
the English edition). There is a gate enrance 11 172 feet wide in the south, 
In the west, outer walls, 6 172 10 9 feet hick (2), enclose a passage 19 112 
feetin widih; then comes an inner wall only 3 feet in thickness, which sur- 
rounds a rectangular court-yard. The outer wall makes a kind of oblique 
slope and in the east has a buttsess; i s very solidly built the whole gives 
the impression of a fort or fortified Khn, the architecture of which would 
probably be about the time of Y, and which, like Khisfin, served a mil- 
itary purpose. 8 

  

Atthe beginning of the 1950°s, Syrian miltary camps were erccted in and 
around Khisfin, doing considerable damage 10 ts antiquitis. Immediately af- 
ter the Six Day War, the teams led by C. Epstein and S. Gutman surveyed 
the village. They reported remains of ancint buildings with arches and stone 
b roofing, a mosaic floor in a courtyard of a Syrian building, as well as 
architectural artifacts attesting to remains of a church. The shards collected 

    

  

4 Oliphan, Haifa, p. 254, 
15 Schumacher, “Dicholan,” pp. 264-265; Schumacher, Jauldn, p. 184, 

16 Fig. 18, .265 inthe German edion: Fig. 79, p. 156 i he English edion. 
7 Fig 16 inthe German etion and Fig. 77 in the Englis eiton i a drawing o th arch 

stone with the relef of a garland with a rosett at its centr that was also published by 
Oliphast. Our photograph o this tem sppears a PL. 06, 

18 Schumacher, “Dicholan” pp. 265.265; Schumacher, Jaul, pp. 184185, Parentheses
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by the survey teams were identified as belonging to the Byzantine period.!” 
Epstein and Gutman attached to thei report two photographs and a drawing 
of an ancient lintel decorated with lovely reliefs, which had been found in 
secondary use as a lintel of a door in a Syrian military medical clinic (see 
PL. Sla, and the discussion below). 

Between the years of 1968 and 1972, the village was surveyed a number 
of times by the author and his team 2 These surveys determined that the 
arca of the ancient site was sbout 100 dunams. In addition to a large quantity 
of shards from the Byzantine period (as reported by Epstein and Gutman), we. 
found a few shards from the Hellenistic period and large quantitis of shards 
from various stages of the Roman and Arab periods, as well as a few shards 
from the Ottoman period. 

As earlier surveyors indicated, & number of structures of the Byzantine 
period were prescrved with their original ceilings. Nevertheless, it seems 
that as a result of the intensive Syrian construction in the 1950's, many of 
the ancient buildings seen by Oliphant and Schumacher had been dismantled, 
including the fort, or fortfied Khdn, they mentioned. In the Syrian houses, 
we found incorporated as building stones dozens of decorated architectural 
items. Some of these undoubtedly belonged to Christian church buildings 
(see below), and some may have also served in the buildings of the Jews 
who lived here during the Roman and early Byzantine periods. Two items 
deserve further discussion: a doorpost stone—78 cm. high and 54 cm. 
wide—upon which was engraved a three-branched menorah with a tripod 
base, and the lintel found in the Syrian army medical clinic (PL. 51a). The 
lintel is 41 cm. high, 155 cm. long, and 24 cm. thick. An interesting ar- 
rangement of reliefs appears on the lintel, mostly paralleling items found in 
Jewish public buildings from the second-temple and rabbinic periods i the 
Galilee and the Golan. On the leftof the lntel appears a relief of a palm-tree 
on which a serpent crawls and on whose branches a bird perches. To the 
right of the tree are tiglyphs and, between them, rosettes in circles made by 
compass. Further to the right appears a vine branch with clusters of grapes, 
and to the right of that is a garland with a ‘Hercules’ knot. In the garland 
appears a three-line inscription engraved i Greek. Is leters average 3 cm, 
in height. It transcription is? 

    

  

  

  

  

  
19 Epstcin & Gutman, pp. 283.284, it #15 
20 See D, Unman, “Khisfin,” Spcial Survss Repors, Archive of the Association for the 

Aschacological Suriey of Isacl, srsel Antiqites Authority, Jerusalem G Hebrew); D. 
Urman, “Khisfin.” Repors of he Staf Officer in Charge of Archacological Affirs in the 
Golan (from 1968-1972), Archive of the Isael Antiquites Authority,Jersaler in Hebrow); 
Urman, “Golan—3," p.5; Urman, Lis, p. 19; Uman, “Hellenistic." pp. 458.459; Urman, 
Golan,p. 203, it #148. 

21 Sec Gregg and Urman, Inscription 74, 
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SHe 
ozAl0 
¥    

    Ttreads: Znbos Atov. I translation is: “Sephos, (son of) Aios.” 
‘The name 2nos is similar to 3ndis mentioned in Wuthnow.? Atos is 

also lsted in Wathnow’s collection of Semitic personal names in Greek in- 
scriptions and papyri There may be a connection between the name 
3ndos and the name Zadv or Zasol, the name of a woman found twice in 
the Beth She‘arim inscriptions. This inscription probably is the Greek 
form of the name of a Jewish male.25 

Our surveys located seventeen more items with Greek inscriptions. Five 
were found on gravestones in secondary use in the Syrian houses. All the 
inscriptions are published in the chapter on Khisfin in Urman and Gregg * 
Some of the inscriptions are doubiless Christian?” and others pagan* But 
itis also possible that some are Jewish. Here let us mention only one basalt 
gravestone whose height is 100 cm, its width 30 cm., and its thickness 16 
cm. Preserved on the gravestone were three lines of an inscription, the 
height ofis letters varying between 5-7 em. Is transcription:2 

0APZI 
HNON 

ETQ 
It reads: Ocdpor Zrivww é7(@v) . The translation is: * 
Zenon! Ninety years old.” 

Also engraved on the stone is a ‘tree of lfe” decoration. This decoration 
appears primarily on Jewish architectural items, but occasionally on 
Christian items found in the Golan region * The name Zenon (Znuav) also 
appears on a gravestone we found at Kafr Harib and which may also be that 
of aJew! 

In February 1972, the author, with the assistance of S. Bar-Lev, exca- 
vated the remains of a church with three external apses in the western part of 

   
  

  

   

  

e of good courage, 

2 Wutnow, p. 105 
2 Wumow, p. 15 
24 Schmabe and Lifshiz, . 19, Inscipion £27 snd pp.97-9, nscripion #127, and also 

s he addiional bibliography there 
25 Thes forms ofthe name meit furthe study and ivestigation. 
26 Gregg and Unman, Insrpions 7173, 7582, 84, 8690 
27 Gregg and Urman, Insciptions 79-52, 4,56 
28 See for cxample Inscripion #71 which i of a veteranofthe Legion Il Cyreaica. 
22 Gregg and Urman,Inscrption #7. 

20 See Ma'r, “Communiesp. €2, 
and Urman, nsciption #5 
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the village. 2 At the end of that year, M. Ben-Ari conducted a salvage exca- 
vation of the remains of another church from the Byzantine period uncovered 
by workers digging a trench for a waer line in the eastern part of the site. 
In June 1975, S. Bar-Lev uncovered sections of two mosaic floors one 
placed atop the other, about 130 meters north of M. Ben-Ari’s excavation 
and about 200 meters east of the other church * Preserved in a section of 
the upper mosaic was a Greek inscription from which reveals that the floor 
was part of a church building, perhaps a monastery. 33 

“To conclude our discussion of Khisfin, we should point out that despite 
the construction in the village during the later Byzantine and later periods, 
the site i worthy of archacological excavation on a greater scope. Such ex- 
cavations, we believe, will realize Oliphant’s vision presented above, 

  

EL-KORST (TELL EL-KURSI, TELL KH. EL-KORs], KORSI, QURSf) 

‘These remains of an ancient setlement can be found on the castem shore of 
the Sea of Galile at coordinates 21062481 

Since the collection of names Kirsi—Korsia (0pota), Gergesa 
(Tépyeoa), Gerasa and Kerdze ( 
o the place mentioned in the New Testament where Jesus’ miracle of the 
swine took place (Mark 5:1-25; Matthew 8:23-34; Luke 8:22-37), the site’s 
name became the subject of frequent scholarly discussion during the nine- 
teenth and early twentieth centurics. These scholars, on the one hand, tried 
1o clarify the different versions appearing in the Chrisian pilgrimage ltra- 
ture and, on the other hand, attempied to identify the place where the miracle 
occurred. ¥ Our interest here is not in the site at which the miracle oc 

  

  

  

    

    

52 Sco Urman, “Hellnisti,” p. 458.459; Gregg and Urman, Inscription #55. 1t should 
be pointed out thit 5 complet report of th excavation hs not et been published. Butthis 
did not prevent Z. Ma‘oz from extracing information from the excavation's fle—protected 
in the Archive of the lsracl Aniquies Auhority and restricted for (he excavalor's use 
only—a photograph of the mosai floor with te nscripton uncovered in the excavation and 
 copy of the church's ground pla. These he published without the excavator's permission 
Let it also be noted that Ma'oz's decriptions o th excavation and it findsare deficientand 
erroncous in many detail. I only 0 be regrted that the editrs o the New Encyclopdia 
0ot pay stenion o ths. Sce Ma-or, “Haspin-1." pp. 523-525; M'or, "Flspin 2. Pp. 

st 

  

    

  

   

  

Ben-Ar & Bar-Lev, “Golan—1" p. 2. To ou reget, here 00, we must nfe hat in 
the publicsions mentioned i the previous note, Ma‘oz presens incorreet detils sbout this 
excavation, nd determines—on what basis is uncear——that the remains uncovered by Ben: 

‘A are of dwelling and ot of 2 chrch. 
ar-Lev, “Khisfin.” p. 3 

35 See Toafors and Bar-Lev, p. 114-115: a5 well a Gregg and Urman, Inscription #53, 
36 For example, see the aricles of Abel, “Koursi” and Kopp, "Sea of Galilee” nd the 

references there 10 an extensve ealie eraure. 
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curred 7 but rather with the location of the Jewish settlement of Qrsi 
which Prof. S. Klein suggested was the origin of the sage, R. Ya'aqov ben 
Hanilai, also identified in our sources as R. Ya'akov ben Qursi. Klein 
wrote: 

         
         

    

At home in the hauschold of Rabban Simeon ben Gamlie the Prince and 
{eacher of R. Judah the Prince in his youth was R. Ya'akov ben Hanilai 
(sifre Deateronomy 322=Midrash Taanaim, p. 184, ne 24 in the D. Z. 
Hoffman editon; sce the cditor's note, who is dlso mentioned a5 R 
Ya'akov ben Qirs or R. Yx'akov Qursi (Y. Shabbat 10:5: Y. Pesahim 
10:1 Leviteus Rabbah 3:1; Eclesases Rabbah 4:6). It scems that he was 
from a place named Qi and s s ot bis father's name, because that 
was Hanilai), and that is Karsi near the Sea of Galilee where Wadi es- 
Samekh empiies into the sea. The plce i fother mentioned i the fourth 
century as Qorsn i the Y. (Y. Keubot 6:5; “R. Jose's students went up to 
Qorsin” The term “went " is used hre because from Tiberias one “gocs 
up” to there).... ¥ 

  

    
          
    
    

          
           

   

          

     

     

   

      

     
   
    

   

    

We accept the late Prof. Klein's argument, based on Y. Ketubot 65, that 
Qrsin or Qirsi was a name of a setlement. R. Ya'agov ben Qarsi was a 
household intimate of Rabban Simeon ben Gamaliel IT when he served as 
Patriarch and also served as the teacher of Rabbi Judah the Patriarch. This 
information fits with the long list of evidence we have concerning the spe- 
cial ties that these two patriarchs had with the Jews in the Golan and the 
Bethsaida Valley north of Kirsi in general, and the town of Bethsaida in 
particulr. 

‘When we turn to this site’s archacological finds and to the question of 
‘whether any Jewish remains were found before 1970, we find a more meager 
harvest. This is because the investigators of the nineteenth century and early 
twentieth century focused primarily on identifying the site as the location of 

  

    

the miracle of the swine. Thus, for example, it is unclear whether 
Schumacher, who surveyed the region in the 1880's, visited the site being 
discussed here, or whether he saw the remains of the other site where we in 
1970 excavated a monastery and a church. This is what Schumacher writes 
in the English edition of his book about Karsi, which he calls Kersa:   

A ruin on the shore of the Sea of Tiberias, lying close to the discharge of 
the Wadt es-Samekh. The remains date from two periods: 2 more ancient 
one, from which only scattered building stones and foundations are still 
extant, and a more recent one, probably Roman, whose long walls, 3 feet 

  

37 e scems that the place of tis st was fisally claifed when, in 1970, the author fo the 
first. time uncovered the remains of the impressive monastery and church found at 
coordinates 2103-2480, and known today also by the rame of e-Kirsi or, for short, Kirs, 
For the first reporsof hs discovery.see Urma, “Golan—3,"p.5; Urman, “Golan—4,"pp. 
13; Unman, Lis, . 20; Urman, “Unclean Spiiv” pp. 72-76; Urman, “Kursi,” pp. 1-12; 
Urman, “Helenisic.” pp. 459-460 

38 Kiein, Transiordan, p.38. 
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thick, are built of small stones joined with white mortar similar to those 
found in Tiberias. They enclose square rooms. A round tower, built above. 
the ruin on the lower ledges of the slopes, dates from the same period. 
According to the statements of the Bedawin, it bears the name Kersa, or 
Kursu, because it i not unlike a stool, whilsi the already-mentioned walls 
on the lake are called es-Sir. Nevertheless, what s usually understood by 
Kersa is the ruin generally, which is distinguished by a splendid Butme. 
‘The ruins are extended, and it is thought that traces of agueducts can be dis- 
tinguished....Up to now the site has been identified with the Gergesa 
(Matthew §28)....It would be well to strke it out. Mark 51, Luke 8:26 
etc, refer to Gadara.?? 

  

In the surveys conducted in the region immediately after the Six Day War, 
the site was not surveyed. So only in 1970, when the author began his ex- 
cavations at the nearby monastery and church, was the site surveyed and a 
few brief exploratory digs were carried out.# It became clear in the survey 
that the site contained a tell whose area was about 10 dunams, and which 
stood about 5 m. above its surroundings. East and north of the tell, on an 
area of about 30 additional dunams, it is possible to make out the tops of 
the walls of ancient buildings that seem to have been covered by alluvial 
layers from the nearby WAdi es-Samekh. I seems, then, that the entire area 
of the ancient settlement spread over approximately 40 dunams.! OF the 
pottery remains gathered at the ite, @ few shards stem from the Hellenistic 
period, a large quaniity from the Roman period, and an even larger quantity 
from the end of the Roman period and the stages of the Byzantine and Arab 
periods.* In a short exploratory dig we conducted by means of S-meter long 

      

trench in the southern slope of the tell, we found remains of thick walls— 
apparently a khdn of the Arab period. I the main, ceramics collected in this 
dig were dated to the Byzantine period, the early Arab period, the middle 
‘Arab (Crusader) period, and the later Arab periods. 

About 100 meters north of the tell, we found the remnants of a structure 
with thick walls. Within these walls, several basalt architectural items were 
found. These included two column-shaft fragments and an Ionic capital of 
the type prevalent in Jewish public buildings of the second-temple and rab- 
binic periods in the Golan and the Galilee. (The capital is now on display in 
the Kibbutz ‘Ein Gev collection.) In the short exploratory dig we conducted 
of the structure (a grid of 3 x 3 meters), an additional column shaft and Tonic 
capital were uncovered, as well as pottery remains. The shards included ones 

  

  

  

   

      

59 Schumacher, “Dscholan,” pp. 30-31; Schumacher, Jauldn, pp. 179-150. 
40'See . Urman, "cl-Kirs,” Reports of the Saff Officer in Charge of Archaeological 

Afairsin the Golan (om 1968-1972), Arhive o the srel Antiquites Authority, Jerusalem 
(in Hebrew). 

31 See the previous ote. And alsosee Urman, Golan, . 204, Site #154, and also the note 
for this st on . 215, 

42 See above, note 40. 
    



   
      

   

    

     

    

    

    

    

    

   
    

    

     

    

    

    
   
    

  

        

564 URMAN 

  which could be dated to the second and third centuries C.E. These shards led 
us t0 speculate, at the time, that if the excavation there would be com- 
pleted, ® the remains might be shown o be those of a Jewish synagogue.4 
North of this structure, we located remains of another building that may 
have had a mosaic floor, for within its confines were many mosaic stones of 
different colors, 

North of the buildings mentioned, remnants were also found of an artfi- 
cial anchorage and various fishing instalations. These were examined by a 
team from the Undersea Exploration Society of Israel headed by A. Raban 
and S. Shapira 45 

To conclude our discussion of this site, we again point out that Prof. 
Klein's proposed idenification seems the most probable to us. We hope that 
the archacological exploration of this interesting but neglected site will 
continue 

    

  

  

NiB 

   ‘This small, now-abandoned, Syrian village is located on an ancient ruin near 
the Rafid-Hammat Gader (cl-Hammeh) road at coordinates 2241-2483. The 
village was apparently not established before the twentieth century, for 
Oliphant and Schumacher, who surveyed the site in the 1880's, did not re- 
portits existence. Oliphant visited Nab on his way to Khisfin in December 
1884 and wrote: 

    

After riding for an hour we came (o the ruins of Nib, situated on a small 
mound. They consist of blocks of basalt building stone, some traces of 
foundations, some fragmens of columns and capitals, and a tank, dry at the 
time of my visit, but which evidently holds water for some portion of the 
year; it had apparently been much deeper at a former period, only the two 
upper courses of masonary being now visible. It was oval in shape, and 
measured about 60 yards by 30. This place does not appear to have been 
previously visited or described s 

  

Schumacher visited Nb shortly after Oliphant and described the site as fol 
lows: 

  

Ruins on a hill in the ezZawdyeh el-Ghurbiyeh district, with the spring 
“Ain Nib in the north-cast, and an old stone enclosed pool in the south: 
west, which is partly fed by the spring. Beneath the debris lie large unhewn 

  

  3 And here we must note that our main activiy in the egion n those days was focuscd 
‘on uncovering the adjacent monastry and church 

4 See Urman, *Symagogue Sits," p. 18 
5 For th frst repors on these remains, 

Spiic” pp. 75.76; Urnan, “Kurs” p. 6 No 
46 Oliphan, “Lake Titeris,” p. 

< Urman, “Golan—4." . 2 Urman, “Unclean 
“Kineret” pp. 212:218. 

Oliphan, Haifa, p. 252 
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and hewn stones, basalt columns, and the usual Haurdn ornaments, very 
much defaced. The walls of the fallenin old buildings are 29 1/2 inches in 
thickness, and arranged in courses as shown by Fig. 107.47 

  

Epstein and Gutman surveyed the site in 1968 and reported that the Syrian 
village is situated atop a ruin and that ancient building stones—fragments of 
columns and capitals—and shards from the Roman and Byzantine periods. 
can be seen there.#* 

The author and his team surveyed the site shortly afier Epstein and 
Gutman and collected a few shards from the Hellenistic period and the differ- 
ent Arab periods, in addition to those identified by Epstein and Gutman.* 

‘The capitals reported by Epstein and Gutman were also found. These were 
‘made of basalt and hewn like the lonic capitals common in the Jewish pub- 
Jic buildings in the Galilee and the Golan during the second-temple and rab- 
binic periods. If we combine these capitals with the column shafts and the 
large number of finely hewn ancient building stones found in secondary use: 
in the houses of the Syrian village, we may conclude that there had been a 
public building there during the second-temple and rabbinic periods. The site 

  

  

  

appears on a low i, but it is difficult to determine whether the hill was 
natural o a result of generations of ruins without archacological excava- 
tions. The area of the ancient site including the tell is about 20 dunams, and 
at the time of the survey, it was possible to make out traces of the ancient 
settlement’s fields. 0 

Many investigators idenify Nib as the site of Nob, one of the “forbidden 
towns’ in the territory of Ssita, mentioned in Tos. Sheb. 4:10 (66, 4-6), 
Y. Demai 2:1, 22d, and the halakic inscription in the mosaic floor of the 
Jewish public building at Rehob.S! Our finds at the site support this 
ideniification. 

    

  7 Schumacher, “Dscholan.” p. 342; Schumacher, Jauldn. p. 23 In Fig. 107 of 
English edition and Fig, 124 of the Germnan ediion, Schumacher shows that the wall were 
it of one o two stones that were placed s “heads” and two as ‘beams’,one sion placed 
a5 2 head and (wo 48 ‘beams’, and o forth,over and over. This form of buildig is very 
Teminiscent of the remains of the walls ofthe public building that we found st Dardira (see 
Sbove, bu it s o clear from Schumacher’s fgurs fth stones of the wllsthat e saw i 
Nib were ashlr 

8 Epacin & Gutman, . 285, it 4162 
49'D,. Unman, “Nib.” Special Surveys Reports, Atchive of the Association fo the 

Archacologieal Survey of Isrcl, Isral Antiquites Authoriy, Jerusalem (in Hebrew) 
Urman, List . 23; Urman, Golan,p. 209, Site #161 

  

     

  

  

See previous note 
St For examples, sce Klei, Transiordan,p. 3 

discusion ofthese tows, see above,pp. 384385, 
  Avi-Yonah, Patestine, p. 158, Fot furber 
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*AWANISH (EL’ AWANISH) 

‘The ruins of this ancient village lie at coordinates 2125.2471. The village 
was built on a slope faci es-Samekh near a flowing spring called by 
the name of the village, *Ein *Awanish. Schumacher, who surveyed the 
place in the 1880's, saw ancient remains at the site, but did not specify 
them. He pointed out, “According to the statement of the natives, the place 
was once important, and this s confirmed by the fact that the same name is 
attached 1o several places in the neighborhood; but all the same, the place 
‘cannot have been of great extent."s? 

In 1968, the site was surveyed by a team led by C. Epstein. They re- 
ported the existence of a ruin, the remains of early buildings and walls, and 
ancient graves on both sides of the spring. The pottery remains Epstein’s 
team found were dated to the Roman and Byzantine periods.™ 

Atthe end of 1968, the author invesigated the site and, in addition to the 
pottery of the Roman and Byzantine periods, also saw a few shards from var- 
ous stages of the Arab periods. The author's survey indicated that the ruin’s 
area was about 13 dunams. Among the remains of the houses, one can di 
‘cem walls that were built of well-hewn basalt ashlars.5 

‘The name *““Awanish* that was preserved for the place is very close to 
the pronunciation and sound of the name *Ayyanosh—one of the ‘forbidden 
towns' in the territory of Ssita, mentioned in Tos. Sheb. 4:10 (66, 4-6), 
Y. Demai 2:1, 22d, and the halakic inscription in the mosaic floor of the 
Jewish public building at Rehob. Therefore, many scholars have already. 
suggested identifying this place as the town mentioned in the written 
sources 55 If this identification is correct, we hope that systematic archaco- 
logical excavations—to the extent that such will be held at the site—will 
reveal the existence of a Jewish community there during the second-temple 
‘and rabbinic periods. 

    

      

  

  

  

  

  
  

'SQUFIYYE (SQUPIYYE, SKOFIYEH, SKOFIYYA, SEKOFIYE) 

This abandoned Syrian village was built on an ancient ruin at coordinates 
2147-2452. The ancient settlement, whose arca was about 30 dunams, was 
built on a hill with a spectacular view of the Sea of Galilee. In 1970, the 
Benei Yehudah Regional Center was erected beside the site. 

  

  

52 Schumacher, “Dscholan” p. 285; Schumacher, Jauin, p. 9. 
59 Epscin & Gutman,p. 285, St 4164, 
54D Urman, * Awanish.” Repors f the Saff Offce in Charge of Archacological Afirs 

in the Golan (from 1968.1572), Archive of the Isrsel Antiquities Auhority, Jerusalem i 
Hetgowy, Urman, Lis p. 21; Urmnan, Golan, p. 205, Sitc 4163 

55 futher discussion ofthesc towns,se the setion on S, 
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The village was first surveyed in the 1880°s by G. Schumacher, who re- 
ported 70 houses and 350 residents in the village.% In the eastern part of the 
village, Schumacher made out several atificial caves. In its southern part, 
he found remains of an ancient rectangular structure called by the residents 
el-kal’a®" or el-Kal‘ah, that is,‘the fortress.” Near the fortress, Schumacher 
saw a number of choked up cisterns** and, without clearly indicating where 
in the village, he reports finding a number of stones with reliefs of 

“rectilinear crosses.”” 
In the 1950's, the village enjoyed accelerated construction following the 

erection of Syrian Army camps nearby. In 1968, the village was surveyed 
by the staffs of Epstein and Gutman, who reported finding shards of the 
Roman, Byzantine, and Ottoman periods, as well as looted burial caves and 
a number of columns and capitals in secondary use near the village's new 
mosque.£0 

A short time after the Epstein and Gutman survey, this author conducted 
an extensive survey at the site which uncovered a number of finds not seen 
in the carlier surveys.®! These include shards of the early Arabic and 
medieval periods—in addition (o the Roman, Byzantine, and Ottoman 
ceramics reported by Epstcin and Gutman—parts of olive-oil presses, and 
three basalt items that bear segments of Greek inscriptions.“2 

Two of the tems vith Greek inscriptions are tombstone fragments. One 
of them is part of the lower scction of a gravestone. It preserves only the 
letter N and an incised ‘tre of lfe. " On the second tombstone, which may 
be complete, an inscription was preserved that reads: 8dpo(er) Tado 
é7(av) p. Its translation: “Be of good courage, Sophonios! Forty years 
01d."% The third item is a fragment of a lintel which preserved a section of 
the dedication inscription. It reads: 

  

  

  

€]t ob BeoofeB] (cord Tou) 
e dpxliualvsplErov) “lavrs paslrh 

  

56 Schumacher, “Dicholan,”p. 348; chumacher, Jaul, . 242 
57 Schumacher, “Dicholn,” . 345, 
5 Schumacher, Jauin, . 242 

e, Jaulin, . 22 
in & Guman, . 257, St 150, 

61 Sce D, Urman, “Sqyys” Secial Srveys Reports, Achive o the Assoiaion for 
e Archacalogica Sunvey of irac,Iracl Antguiies Auihory, erusalem (n Hebrw). 
‘Alsgscc Urman, Lis, . 22; U, Gola, p 206, it #1 

6 Forcompet etal,dimensions, xd phoographs of tese nsipons, s Gregg and 
Urmnsn, nscrpions #4547 

 Grogg and Urm, Incription 45. 
© Gregg and U, Inscripion 46, 
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Tts translation is: “Under the most pious archimandrite, Tlias, lanes (the) dis- 
ciple, built the....”5 According t0 the reading suggested by our colleague 
R. C. Gregg, the last inscription—along with several architectoral items 
decorated with crosses also found in our survey—clearly indicates that some- 
time during the Byzantine period (its last phases perhaps) some of the set- 
tlement’s inhabitants were Christian 56 

Nevertheless, despite the existence of Christian remains at the site, we 
suggested in the early 1970's that the site be searched for remains of a 
Jewish public structure.5” Our suggestion flowed from the similarity be- 
tween the Ionic columns and capitals that Epstein and Gutman saw near the 
village’s new mosque (as well as additional items such as pedestals, 
Corinthian capitas, other lonic capitls, and fragments of a decorated cornice 
registered by our survey) and similar items uncovered in the Jewish public 
buildings elsewhere in the Golan. We further suggested that the location of 
the Jewish structure or structures be sought at or near the site of the 
mosque. 54 

In the 1980’s, a fragment from the center of a basalt lintel, about 50 cm. 
Tong and about 45 cm. high, was discovered at the site. It depicts a well- 
preserved relief of an amphora (a two-handled vase) with reliefs of lions on 
both sides. % The two-lion motif in general, and of  pair of lions on each 
sides of a vase in particular, is common in the Jewish art of the rabbinic 
period.” It is likely, then, that this find supports our conjecture that a 
Jewish settlement of some sort existed in Sqafiyye during the Roman period 
and at least part of the Byzantine period; this settlement had at least one 
public building of which further remains are likely o be uncovered in the 
future 

      

  

  

5 Grogg and Urman, Inscrption #47 
6 0 the basis of Tnsription #47 it may be possible to conjecture that “anes the 

disiple” erected 8 monsstery, the rmains of which shoud peshaps be sough n those of the 
forress” which Schumacher reported 
7 See Urman, "Symagogue Sites;” p. 18; Uran, “Helleistic,” p. 467. 
8 See . Uran, “Sqifyye,” Special Surveys Repors, Archive of the Associston for 

the Archacalogical Survey of Isracl, lsrael Antiquiies Auhorty, Jerusalem, p. 
Hebrew) 

© The lintel ragment its details and photographs wee fist published by the lat Z. llan, 
Sea llan, Ancient Syagogues, pp. 154-155,lso, Gallee and Golan, p. 99 W, Irael,p. 
100.Fg 1 

™ See Hachil, Art,pp. 321-328. 
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ELAL 

This large, now-abandoned, Syrian village was bult on the ruins of an an- 
cient settlement on the southern tributary of Wadi es-Samekh (Nahal or 
‘Wadi EI-Al), at coordinates 2200-2457. 

‘The Syrian village was probably built in the second half of the nine- 
teenth century, for in April-May of 1812, when J. L. Burckhardt passed 
through, he deseribed the site as a “ruined village.””! G. Schumacher, who 
surveyed the site in 1834, found 65 dwellings there and 320 adult inhabi- 
{ants; he described the settlement as “a large well-built village on the point 
of reviving.” In his words, “The whole neighbourhood of the village con- 
tains several aniquities of strikingly Roman characters.”” In the courtyard 
of the sheik’s home, he saw and described a basalt statue of a woman’™ as 
well as fragments of a tombstone with a Greek inscription. He sketched a 
drawing of the tombstone and copied it inscription, but provided no tran- 
scription or translation in his publications.™s The inscription rcads: 
Anpnrpia ..xatpe which means “Demetria... farewell.” In the stable of 
the sheik who hosted Schumacher, he saw  number of column shafts and, 
here and there, fragments of what he described as a “Roman cornice.””” 
According to Schumacher, the residents discovered a large number of basalt 
sarcophagi cast of the village, and in his reports he presents a drawing of the 
side of one depicting a relief of the head of the deceased in a medallion or 
wreath held by two winged Nikes.’® Schumacher concluded the description 
of the village and it finds with the sentence, “Avarice and curiosity wil 
prompt the inhabitants of EL-'Al to further investigations, which will result 
in bringing more discoveries (o light " 

In December 188, Sir Laurence Oliphant visited the village and it appears 
his host was the same sheik who had hosted Schumacher %0 According o 
Oliphant, the village is one of the largest in the Golan region and was built 
“on the site of an ancient ruin, but the place has been so much built over 
that litle can be seen, though in the walls and yards of the houses arc many 
vestiges of antiquity.”! In the sheik’s stable, Oliphant made out a column 

  

  

   

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

71 Burckhardt, Travels, p. 281. 
72 Schumacher, “Dscholan,” p. 284; Schumacher, Jauldn, p. 81. 

humacher, “Dichola,” . 255 Schumacher, Jauln, . 83 
™ Schumacher, “Dscholan,” p. 285, Fig. 42; Schumacher, Jauldn, pp. 83-84, Fig. 15. 
75 Schumacher, “Dscholan,” p. 285, Fig. 43; Schumacher, Jauldn, p. 84, Fig. 16. 
76 Gregg and U Inscription #62. 
77 Schumacher, “Dscholan,” pp. 285-286, Fig. 44; Schumacher, Jauldn, p. 84, Fig. 17. 
8 Schumache,“Dscholn.” .26, . 4: Schunher, Jaul, pp.S4-55 i, 18 

79 See previous note. 
0 Oliphant, “Lake Tiberias," p. 87; Oliphant, Haifa, pp. 250-251. 
#1 Oliphant, “Lake Tiberias,” p. 87. 
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insitu standing 10 a height of six feet. In the yard of the house he appar- 
ently saw the statue Schumacher had drawn and he identified it as a statue of 
Diana.* On that same visit, Oliphant found in the village three coins of 

Alexander Jannaeus, which he later placed in the collection of the Palestine 
Exploration Fund in London £ 

In the 1950's and 1960's,the village enjoyed a surge of renewed building 
when a number of army camps were builtin and near it as part of the Syrian 
Army’s deployment along the front line with the State of Isracl. After the 
end of the battles in 1967, the village was surveyed by teams led by C. 
Epsiein and S. Gutman who reported bricfly: 

  

  

A large village. Its western side, which is on the bank of the Wadi E-“Al, 
is built on a ruin. Many decorated building stones and a number of inscrip- 
tions. Ceramic survey: Hellenistic (?), Roman, Byzantine, and Ottoman 
periods. 

  

In 1969, a two-week systematic survey of thesite was carried out by the au- 
thor and his team 5 The survey deterined tha the ancient ruins i the cen- 

ter of the village extended over an area of about 100 dunams (approximately 
25 acres). In addition o the pottery types noted by Epstein and Gutman, the 
author's team recorded potery from the Early Arab and medieval periods, in- 
cluding wares exclusive to the Crusader period. Traces of walls built of large: 
ashlars with chiseled margins were visible bencath the densely-built modern 
village. These remains suggested the presence of a large medieval building 
which would have protected the spring in the wid below. Perhaps this 
building s to be associated with the fortrss of Qasr Bardawil built in the 
early welfth century? 

We discovered that several Syrian houses in the village center had been 
built over Haurin-style houses of Late Roman and Early Byzantine periods. 
‘The ancient rooms were used as cellars in the modern houses. Some of the 
intemal walls were pierced with *Chorazin windows,” and a few had troughs 
which were used as mangers. Nearly all the Syrian houses in the village 
center had been built out of ancient stones. Among the various finds 
uncovered in this part of the village were sections of olive-oil presses, a 
fragmentary basalt statue depicting the lower portion of a draped figure, a 
fragmentary basaltstaue of a female figure dressed i a belted chiton, and a 
cube-shaped basaltfragment which s probably the lower porton of an altr 
“This last tem has relifs on four sides depictng an cagle,  bust of & human 

  

  

  

  

  

      

    

52 Olphan, “Lake Tiberias,” p. 8: Oliphat, Haife,p. 251, 
 Gibson and Urman, pp. 67-72. 
stin & Gutman, pp. 287288, St #151. 

EI'AL.” Reporis of the Siaff Offcer in Charge of Archacological 
Afars i the Golan (from 1968-1972), Archie of th lrae Aniqutes Authority, Jeroalem 
(in Hobrew). S alo Urman, Li, p. 
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figure in  toga a rostte,and a garland. This area also yielded a number of 
architectural items and tombstones with Greck inscriptions (sec below) 

In the castern part ofthe villge, south ofthe Syrian mosque, th author 
and his team found an abundance of lrge hewn baslt stones and ashlars 
‘This area also yielded several Ionic and Attic bases, shafts, and sections of 

columns,as well as many decorated Tonic and Corinhian capitls—all made 
of finely hewn basat. Fragments of carved comices and architraves were 
found here—some of them with relifs of vine branches and the cgg-and-dar 
motif—and several gravestones with Greck inscripions (sce below). Other 
finds n this arca of the village include a fragmentary basalt stone from 
doorpost (7 depicting a relif of a winged figure in what appears to be a 
chiton (the head is missing). The figure is modeled after a winged 
NikefVictory, and may originaly have been one of two such figures guard- 
ing an entranceway (the am of the figure hangs in such a way 3 to suggest 
vertical rather than atecal posion). A smila depition of a Nike was found 
on alintel fragment in Kh. ed-Dikkeh (seethe section on thisruin). Another 
item found is the dome of a basalt niche, some 60 cm. high and 90. cm. 
wide. 

“The finds south of the mosque—especilly the abundance of Tonic capi- 
tals of the type prevalent in Jewish public buildings in the Golan—led the 
author 0 sugest that the ancient sxtement of E1-"Al had contined at east 
one Jewish public building.® This conclusion was not accepted at that time 

by my colleague Prof. . C. Gregg who joined me in publshing the collez- 
tion of Greek inscriptons found in the Golan, including the cightcen found 
U EL-“Al as wel as he one rom he villge publshed by G, Schumacher in 

his time.%7 Gregg, who edited the summary of the book’s section concern- 

ing EL-AL writes 

  

  

  

Achacological and epigraphical data from EL“Al are, in comparison with 
evidence from most of our other sites, uniform and definite. The town 
Scems to have flourished in the late Hellenistic and Roman periods, its 
prosperity indicated by two statues (in addition to that drawn by 
Schumacher Jaul, p. 84, Fig.15), by traces of one or more large buiklings, 
the dome of a stone niche, a well-cu, tree-sided capital, and several deco- 
rated architectural clements (including the doorpost with the Victory in rc 
Tief. Not discovered in recent surveys of EL'Al was the sarcophagus seen 
by Schumacher (Jauldn, p. 85, Fig. 18), adomed with a medallion-framed 
head of a man, flanked by two Viclories; this picce adds (o the impression 
of the town's Roman cthos 
Particularly striking is the absence of inscriptions with typical carly 
Byzantine trais, and neither epigraphs nor architectural remnants provide 
a trace of Christian inhabitants of EI-"AL We might speculate that the 

  

  

    

  

  
56 See Urman, “Synagogue Sites” p. 15; Urman, “Helleisic” p. 466 s ynagor 7 Sce Gregg and Urman,the secion on el Al 
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town diminished in importance and population at the time when nearby Fiq 
came to prominence. 
A question remains whether there was a Jewish population in El-"AL 
Onomastic evidence does not suggest this, but the three-sided Tonic capital 
with egg-and-dart decoration is very similar to capitals discovered in the 
region and having close connection with Jewish religion—e.g., at Jibin, 
Yahidiyye (Epstein and Gutman, Survey, p. 275, 289, resp.), Qistin, and 
“Ein Nashot (Levine, ASR, pp. 104, 111, resp). However, because 
Aramaic and Hebrew inscriptions faled o tum up in the town, as did meno- 
rah symbols, the presence of Jews cannot be positively confirmed. And yet 
the three coins of Alexander Jannacus at least raise the possibiity of the 
carly “Jewishness’ of the sit. 
EL-'Al gives no evidence of any other than pagan inhabitants. Beyond 
that, there is the evidence, in inscription 64, of a Roman military en- 
campment in the town probably in the time of Julia Domna.% 

      
  

  

    

  

In writing this artcle, I have once again reviewed the architecturalitems and 
inscriptions found at E-*Al, and my conclusions differ from those of Prof. 
Gregg. It is correct that the pagan element is prominent in these finds 
(especially the statues), but some of the items which Prof. Gregg sces as 
pagan, or s attesting (o the “Roman thos,” can also be construed as Jewish 
orin Jewish use. These include the doorpost with the winged figure and the 
dome of a basalt niche, to which parallels can be found in Jewish public 
buildings in the Galilee and the Golan 

A similar picture emerges from the Greek inscriptions found in the vil- 
lage, most of which (15 of 19) were preserved on tombstones 52 Names 
such as Antonia (Avravia—inscr. #48), Gaia (Tata—inscr. #49), Agathe 
(AydOn—inscr. #51), Diodoros (AiSdupe—inscr. #53), Demetria 

  

    

  

(Anpnrpla—inser. #62), Gaianos (Tatavés—inscr. #63) and Augusta 
(AdyotoTa—inscr. #64), are undoubtedly Greek names and/or also Roman, 
but it may be that some of these inscriptions bearing these Greek or Roman 
names were Jews. The phenomenon of the use of Greek and Roman names 
among the Jews of Palestine and the Diaspora during the time of the second- 
temple and rabbinic periods is well known.% Furthermore, on another 
gravestone appears a clearly Jewish name from the rabbinic period—Hona or 
Huna (Hova—inser. #50). This gravestone (80 cm. high, 25 cm. wide, and 
14 cm. thick) was found in secondary use as a building stone in a Syrian 
house. The four-line inscription on the tombstone is clear, with an average 
height of the letters of 4 cm. It reads: 

  

    

58 Sec Gregg and Urman, he section on el"AL 
£ For 2 comprehensive teatment o these inscriptions sce Greg and Urman, in the 

section on oAl 
%0 For a definitive treament of this phenomenon,see Roth-Gerson, Greek Inscripions, 

PP. 147 1. and the additional biliography thee. 

  

 



DISTRICT OF SOSITA 573 

@ipon 
Hova 
@) 

s translation s: “Be of good courage, Hunal Seventy-five years old.” Prof. 
Gregg attempted to read, i the second line, the name Hopya. but immedi- 
ately realized that this name is problematic and wrote “Houpia s unfamil 
far... Possibly the reading could be Hupa o Hova. The latter s at least 
conceivable."! Recently I eexamined the tombstone and there is no doubt 
that the correct reading is Huva. This name is known from rabbinic litera- 
ure as the name of several amoraim.? 

‘Another gravestone which may designate a Jewish woman was found in 
Secondary use as a building stone in a Syrian house i the eastern part of the 
ste. Although its upper part has been broken off, it has been preserved 10 a 
height of about 45 cm., a width of 33 cm., and a thickness of 14 cm. The 
fragment preserves fou lines of a Greek inscription (the height of the pre. 
served letters averaged about 6 cm.). It reads: ... E9dOn é7(@v) . The 
wanslation is: “Eumathe, sxty-five years old.” 

Prof. Gregg, who studied the inscription,” was aware that forms of the 
name Eumathe are attested in burial inscriptions from Beth She‘arim— 
Etjuabia and Etpadela pirnp lacdfou kal lodorov—but he did not con- 
sider the possibility that our deceased woman was also a Jewess 

To summarize, it seems that the Jewish settlement at EI-'Al began as 
early as the days of Alexander Jannacus. This settlement, which appears to 
have been part of the terrtory of Sisita (Hippos), was for extended periods a 
mixed community of pagans and Jews. Since Christianity did not succeed in 
penctrating the village in the fourth, fifth, and sixth centuries, we conclude 

the village had a strong Jewish community. This community had at 
least one public building whose architectural artifacts we found south o the 
‘modern mosque. Indeed, it s in this arca that the foundations of the bulding 
itslf should be sought n future archacological excavations. The pagan pop- 
ulation most likely had its public buildings as well, but aliematively the 
statues found in the village may originally have stood in private homes. 

Finally, et us point out that E1-*Al should perhaps be identified as one 
of the two ‘forbidden towns’ in the terrtory of Sdsita—Ein Harrah and 
Ya'arot—whose names have not been preserved in the region even though 
they appear in the lists prescrved in Tos. Sheb. 4:10, in Y. Demai 2:1,22d, 

  

   

    

  

  

      

        

  

  

91 Sce Gregg and Unman n the setion o el'AL 
92 Sce Albeck, Introduction; Omansky, Sages. 
93 See Gregg and Urman, Insripion 461 
4 Schwabe and Liditz, Inseipions 113 & 125. 
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and in the halakic inscription in the mosaic floor of the Jewish public build 
ing at Rehob.? 

“TELLHA-YEUR" 

‘The remains of this ancient village lie on a hill northeast of Kibbutz ‘Ein 
Gev, at coordinates 2106-2435. The site s not indicated on the maps and its 
designations are local, given by the peaple of ‘Ein Gev who, led by M. 
Nun, discovered it many years ago % Over the years, they found many an 
tiquites there, some of which they moved to their kibbutz 

In 1985, Z. Tlan, M. Nun, and P. Porat—along with members of 
Kibbutz ‘Ein Gev and Kibbutz HaOn—surveyed the sitc and measured the 
temains of a building, which Z Tlan ideniified as a synagogue.” The buil 

stands on top of the hill on which the site lies; its longitudinal axis 
runs north-south and its exterior measurements are 10.10 x 7.10 m. The 
building s built of large basalt stones, some of which have chiscled mar- 
gins. The structure has two entrances in its castern wall. In the south en- 
trance, which is about 1.60 m. wide, the doorpost stones, crafied with 
Tovely profiles, were preserved in siti’ The building’s northern wall, 
which was repaired during its use, still stands about 3 meters high. Under 
the northwest part of the building there is a hewn-out cistern, which was 
completed with excellent construction. In Tlan’s opinion, this may have 
served as a migweh.% North of the structure, the survey team found two 
column sections and, west of it,a fragment of a heart-shaped comer-column. 
InKibbutz ‘Ein G ing; they are of the 
type common in Jewish public buildings of the Galilee and the Golan dur- 
ing the second-temple and rabbinic periods. A basalt lintel was also brought 
to Kibbutz ‘Ein Gev from the ste; it is decorated with roses and various ge- 
ometric figures set in four square frames. The lintel decorations recall the 
decorations found on coffins of Jews from the second-temple period. %0 

Inthe sites eastern section, the sursey found remains of olive-oil presses 
and at the foot of the hill they idenified several burial caves. Unfortunately, 
the surveyors did not report on the ceramic finds at the site. But without a 
systematic archaeological excavation of the siructure, however, we cannot 
determine its dat. 

Tlan concludes his report with the following: 

  

  

        

  

  

    

5 On these lsts, ce pp. 384-385. 
96 Nun, Kinneret, p. 34 
7 lan, Ancient Synagogues, pp. 155-157 lan, rael, p. 113 
9% S phoograph No. 2 in lan, Isael, p. 1 
% lan, frael, p. 113 
100 Sec photograph No. 3 in an, Frael p. 13,   
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“The building is small, among the smallest known synagogues (whose size 
varies from place (0 place) and was suited o the needs of the village in 
which it was erected. This was apparently a Jewish daughter-village of 
Stsita, whose ancient name is unknown 101 

If indeed Ilan is right in his last sentence—and this we can know only after 
archacological excavation of the building—then we can identify this as one. 

of the *forbidden towns' in the territory of Sdsita—mentioned in Tos. Sheb, 
4:10, Y. Demai 2:1, 224, and the halakic inscription at Rehob—whose lo- 
cation has not yet been identified. % 

  

   

SUSITA (HIPPOS, HIPPUS, QAL'AT EL-HOSN) 

These remains of an ancient city are located about 2 kilometers east of the 
Sea of Galilee at coordinates 212-242. The city was built in the Hellenistic 
period on a lofty spur rising about 300 m. above its surroundings. It func 
tioned as a major city and district center until the Arab conquest. I is rea- 
sonable (o assume that during Sisita’s existence Jews lived there. Yet, as 
we shall see, our knowledge of the existence of a Jewish community in 
Sisita remains uncertain, 

Josephus reveals that the ity was captured (and pethaps even destroyed) 
by Alexander Jannacus. Later, in 63 B.C.E., after the conquest of Palestine 
by the Romans, Pompey returned the inhabitants to their city and, along 
with other Greek citis, annexed it to Syria (War I § 16; Antiguities XIV § 
75).In the year 30 B.C.E., the city was given to Herod by Cacsar Augustus 
(War1§ 396; Antiquities XV § 217), but after Herod’s death the city was re- 
annexed to the province of Syria (War 11 § 97; Antiquities XVII § 320). 
When the Great Rebellion erupted, Zealots atiacked the villages in the terri- 
tory of Sisita and set them afire (War I § 439; Vita § 42), but no evidence 
suggests that the Zealots attacked Sista tself.1® Josephus recounts that in 
response to this attack the people of Sisita-Hippos killed the “boldest 
among the Jews and imprisoned the “timid” (War IT §§ 477-478). Indeed it is 
not clear whether Josephus speaks of killing the Jews of the city or of the 
district, but it is probably the first possibility.'0* C. Epstein writes that 
“Jews from the city were among the defenders of Taricheae (Magdala)."10% 
However, if one reads closely the Josephus passage upon which she relies— 
War IIl § 542, which deals with the battles of Vespasian around the Sea of 

  

    

   

10T lan, srael, p. 113, 
192 Fo further discussion of these towns, e pp. 384-385. 
193 I comtast to what C. Epstein has recetly writen, see Epstin, “S0sita” p. 1102 

Epstein, “Hippos.” p. 634, 
104 Sec Safr, Senlement, p. 25, 

105 Epcn, "S0sita," p. 1102; Epstin, “Higpos.” p. 634,  
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Galilee in 67 C.E.—it appears that Hippos (Ssita) is mentioned with 
‘Gadara, Gaulanitis, and Trachonitis. These are names of disticts, not ciies, 
50 it remains uncertain whether Josephus speaks of Jews from the city 
itsel. 

Tuis interesting to note that after the rebellion and the destruction of the 
Second Temple a small amount of evidence about Jews in Sisita continues 
10 appear. Y. Ketubot 2, 26, for example, cites Sasita as an example of “a 
ity most of whose population is Gentile [non-Jewish]” and whose Jews are 
not known. But the passage goes on (o discuss two Jews who came from 
Ssita, one of whom “everybady knows to be an Israclite and the other no 
one knows, (but his friend knows (that he is an Israelte). 

During the Byzantine period, Sisita continued to fulfll ts central role in 
the district, but most of its inhabitants were Christians. The city served as 
the seat of the episcopate and we know of episcopal representation from 
Hippos at the councils of Seleucia and Antioch in the fourth century, and at 
two sixth-century synods in Jerusalem. % Just before the Arab conquest, the 
city was abandoned and destroyed, and it was not populated again unfil 1937, 
when Kibbutz ‘Ein Gev was established at the foot of the hill. 

As for archaeological investigation, Sisita has not yet received the aten- 
tion it deserves. To be sure, Schumacher investigated it. He presented a long 
account in his books describing the site and its emains, 7 but he ideniified 
it s Gamala, not Sisita-Hippos. Among the antique traces he observed were 
an impressive fortfication, a “principal street” 600 yards in length, burial 
chambers with several sarcophagi (none bearing inscriptions), and a substan 
tial structure he took to be either “a synagogue or a Place of Justice.”® 

With the establishment of Kibbutz ‘Ein Gev, a number of its mem- 
bers—including C. Epstein, M. Neishtat and his brother, M. Nun—began 
10 explore the site and its remains. Nothing about these investigations and 
surveys was published except for a forgotten artcle in a Hebrew periodical 
called “Atidot written by Neishiat in 1946.% With the establishment of the 
State of Isracl and the outbreak of the 1947-1949 war, the site became a bat- 
leground and, at the war's end, remained as a forward outpost of the Isracl 
Defense Forces that defended Kibbutz ‘Ein Gev till the conguest of the 
Golan in 1967. 

Despite the site’s sensitive location on the Isracli-Syrian cease-fire line, a 
number of salvage excavations were conducted in the years 1950-19 

    

    

    

  

     

    

  

  

   

     

106 See Epiphanius, Panarion LXXI, %6; Socrtes, Historia Ecclesiastica 11, 25 
Hierocles, Synecdemus, DCCXX, 6 (Buckhardt cditon, 1593): Stephanus Byzaniinus, 
Ethnita, CCXXII, 4 (Dindorf cdition, 1825);also see B, Bagat, The Charch from the 

    

Gentles n Palstie, Getusam, 1971, y. 56,94 
See Schumacher, “Dscholan,” pp. 327-334; Schumacher, Jaudn, p. 194-206. 

pacher, “Dicholan,” p. 32; Schumache, Jaulin, . 204, 
e the ity and it Ares” ‘Atidot 19-20 (1946): 218 

  

      

  

     

    

   

  

   



DISTRICT OF SOSITA 511 

These focused mainly on uncovering parts of Byzantine-period dwellings and 
the remains of one of the city's four churches, apparently a cathedral. Since 
o Jewish remains were found in these excavations, we shall not describe 
the finds here; the reader can find these items in the excavators” reports and 
the articles published by C. Epstein on Sisita.!'® 

Since these excavations, no further excavations have been conducted at 
the site. In the 1980's, P. Porat found a fragment of a marble tablet which 
preserved a segment of a Hebrew inscription whose origin, according o Z. 
Tlan, seemed to be a synagogue that had been there. 1! In September 1988, 
after a great fire cleared the site of brush, Z. Ilan, P. Porat, and Y. Gal 
toured the site. During this tour, they investigated the remains of a structure 
i the western part of the site which, according to Tlan, apparently served as 
the synagogue of the Jewish community in Sisita.!12 Since we have not 
had the opportunity of examining the building’s remains up close, we will 
cite Ilan’s description: 

  

The building is entirely built of basalt with two-three columns in sit. It 
scems that the columns belong (o different rows. The distance between 
them, in a north-south direction, is 4.80 m. This was also the width of the 
nave. It therefore seems that the lengihwise axis of the building was east- 
west, like the synagogues in the westem Golan, such as at Kanaf. Near the 
columns were found a cornice store (part of a raking cornice?) carved with 
decorative bands, a base, and an lonic capital of the type common in the 
Synagogues. All told, there are in the building and beside it more than ten 
olumns whose diameter is 46 cm. It scems tha a fragment of a lintel with 
a tabula ansata (a tablet with handes) upon it belongs 1o the building in 
whose vicinity it was found. Near its right edge, which is all that survived, 
is an cagle af fest, contracted, in the style of a number of descriptions of 
beasts and birds found in various places in the Golan, and which were 
carved in such a contracted fashion, perhaps because of a poar division of 
the stone’s arc. There is an example of this in the carving of the eagle at 
Kh. cd-Dikkeh which is north of the Sea of Galilee. Apparently there also 
was an eagle on the second side of the lintel, with a wreath or inseription 
in the center, and perhaps these parts will be found sometime. The stone is 
preserved at the Gordon House in Deganya *A.” North of the building there 
s a capital in the upper part of which was hewn out  round basin in sec- 
ondary use. South of the building lie two lonic capitals, a Doric capital and 

  

  

110 Sec A, Schulman, “Ststia” ‘Alon 5:6 (1957). pp. 3031 (in Hebrew) ; E. Anli 
Stsita,” “Alon 5-6 (1957), pp. 31-33 (in Hebrew): M. Avi-Yonah, “An Insciption in the 

Oratoro of Stsita” “Alon -6 (1957), p. 33 in Hebrew): C. Epscin and V. Tzaferis, “The 
Baptistey st Sasita-Hippos.” “Atigor 20 (1991): 89-94; Epsici, “Sisia” pp. 1102:1104; 
Epatcn, Hippos,” p. 634-636 

V11" We leam o this discovery from lan's book—Ilan, frael, p.99. The tblet and the 
ection of the insription on it have yt o b pubished and we ave o further detals sbout 
them, 

112 See lan, s7ael, p. 9. llsn docs no specfy the period to which he aibutes the 
Sructure-Second-Temple, Mishnsc,or Talmudic perod? Without @ systemiic excavation 
ofthe building we cannot determine s dt. 
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additional sections of a column. A prety Tonic capitl of basalt, found near 
the way down 1o “Ein Gev, apparently slid down from the building.112 

FIQ (FIK, APHIK, APHEK, APHI 

  

A, AFECA, AFIQ) 

This large, now-abandoned, Syrian village was builton a tel and an ancient 
ruin. It stands above the gorge of a deep widi bearing the same name, at co- 
ordinates 216-242. Today Kibbutz Afiq s nearby. 

‘The Fig site has attracted the attention of many investigators in the past 
one hundred and ten years for two reasons. First, in the fourth century, 
Eusebius identified this place as the biblical Aphek, and in recent genera- 
tions many scholars have followed his lead. Second, in the 1880's, 
Schumacher reported the existence of Jewish remains i the village. 

‘When Eusebius, in his Onomasticon, describes the town of Aphek that 
appears in Joshua 13:4, he writes: *"Adexd dptov Tov’ Apoppatay inp 
Tov "lopbdvnw, & yéyove dukiis PouBly kal vov éomt win Adexd 
eyopévn peydn mept Tiw “lmmny mokuw Tis Tlakatorivns.” In English, 
“Apheka: the] territory of the *Amarites” above the Jordan, which fellto the 

tribe of Reuben. And presently (the] village Apheka is called great, 
[standing) near the city of Hippos in Palestine.” ! Jerome’s translation into 

Latin reads: “Afeca terminus Amorracorum super Iordanem in sorte tribus 
Ruben, sed et usque hodie est castellum grande Afeca nomine iuxta Hippum 
urbem Palestinae.”!'S 

After the Arab conquest, the place was mentioned by al-Baladhuri (d 
892) in his Conquests of the Lands; he lists Aphek among the villages and 
fortresses vanquished by the Arabs in 638.116 And in the thirteenth century, 
Yiqt (d. 1229) mentioned Aphek in his Dictionary of the Lands, ecording a 
‘complaint tha the people call the place Fig.!17 

On May 6, 1812, J. L. Burckhardt visited Fig and reported it as a large 
village, inhabited by more than 200 families, and containing “a few remains 

of ancient buildings...amongst others, two small towers on the two extrem- 

  

  

  

  

  

153 lan, Isral, . 9. 
114 Buscbis, Onomasiicon, 22 (20:21) (Kloserman cd). 
115 1bid. e fact that Jerome defined Afeca a a Castellum (for) and not as a village 

dun) as did Busebius, greatly occuped the scholas of th ninctcenth century (ee for 
example Schumacher, Jauldn, pp. 144-145), However, i spite of the prolonged survey we 
caried out in g, no remains were found which could confiem Jerome’s version-—such as 
evidence for the cxisence of a fort at Fig during the fourth and ith centuries. I would 
worthwhile, in th futre, 1o search for remins of this fort ithr at Rujm Fig (sec Urman, 
Golan, p. 206, Site A181),or i the mound kocate inth souther secion of Fg (sce Urman, 
Golan—5." . 1), 
16 -Baladhuri, Futuh al-Buldin, ed. M. J. de Gocie (Leiden, 1366), . 112 in Arabi). 
17 Yagit ibn *Abdullih al-Hamavi, Mu'jom al-Bulddn, . F. Wistenfeld (Leipai. 

18673, vl. 1. p. 332 nd vol. 3, p. 932 in Arsbic), 
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ities of the cliff."11® Seventy-two years later, Schumacher found the village 
dying out, the cause of which he describes thus;   

Fik—a large village of souther Jaulin, which tll recently belonged o the 
Kada Tubariya (Tiberias), but a the natves felt themselves thereby injurcd 

in great part desertd it and setled in the environs, it was added 10 El- 
Kuneigrah (Quneira), for which it s adapted by its situation. Fik, however, 
is scarcely more flourishing since that time. OF the 160 existing tolerably 
well-build stone houses, only about 90 are inhabited, containing scarcely 
400 persons, the others are quickly going o ruin.!1% 

  

   

  

It appears that Schumacher surveyed Fiq quite thoroughly and he describes 
the archacological finds he made there as follows: 

About 220 yards from the most southern house one comes upon a hill 
covered with ruins and oliv trees, which is marked as a former site by its 
remains of old columns and building stones. At the present day the inhabi- 
tants of Fik bury their dead there, and with the object of honoring a 
Moslem tomb, called the place Jimat el-‘Umeri; perhaps a mosque stood 
there at one time. In the neighbouthood there is a second tomb, that of the 
‘Sheikh Faiyad Abd el.Ghani: (0 each of these saints is entrusicd a heap of 
Firewood. An old graveyard, with a longish hill called EI-Mujjenneh, bor- 
ders these places castward. The Kusr el-Ullyeh lies in the south of the vil- 
lage, on the rising ground commanding the whole neighbourhood (sec Fi. 
84 in the German edition or Fig. 39 in the English one). It is a Moslem 
building, formerly destined for ihe reception of strangers, and, judging 
from the enceinte walls, was also fortified. At the time that Fk, according 
1o the testimony of the natives, formed the central point of the land, Kusr 
el-“Ulliyeh was the seat of Government,the Serai. Several lonic basalt and 
granite capitals of pillars and a quantity of basalt shafts of colums lic 
Tound about; old door lintels, with totally defaced Cufic inscriptions, are 
situated on the entrances. 
The village possesses an extraordinary number of oil mill, for large olive 
trees are to be found round this village, as well 2s on the slopes and in the 
wadi. Besides old cisterns, there is a circular well, 25 feet deep, with an 
edge of hewn stones. In the courtyard of the summer Menzdl of Sheikh 
Dib, besides remains of columns, the ornaments of Figs. 85 and 86 (i the 
German edition, Figs. 40 and 41 in the English one)!20 are found, and in 
the wall there i 2 fragment of a defaced Arabic inscription from the year 
741 of the Hegira. 
In the neighbourhood of the Menzql the more ancient inscription of Fig. 
87 (in the German cdition, Fig. 42 in the English one) 2! may be ob- 
served. Further distant,the Greek inscription of Fig. 88 (in the German cdi 

  

  

  

  

  

11 Burckbards, Travels, pp. 279250, 
119 Schumacher, “Dscholan,” pp. 319-320; Schumacher, Jauldn, p. 136. Paretheses 

T20 The gecorsted items that Schumacher published in these illuszations seem (o be 
segments of comices decorsed with eles of gapevines and grape clustes, that may have 
belonged toa Jewish public uiling of the rabbiic period 

20 T e that appears n his lstation i  busal monument witha Cuf inscripion  
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tion, Fig. 43 in the English one)'22 lies on the street. I found the inscrip- 
tion of Fig. 89 (in the German edition, Fig. 44 in the English one)!2> over 
the door of a dwelling-house. Mention must be made of the defaced Hebrew 
sigas (Fig. 90 in the German edition, Fig. 45 in the English onc), with the 
seven-branched candlestick, found on a small basalt column. |4 Another 
form of this latcr is prsened on a doorpost, which has already been given 
in the ZDPV VIII, p. 333 (=Schumacher, “Correspondenzen’ 

      

        

Further on, Schumacher presents illustrations of additional finds, especially 
lintels decorated with reliefs of altars, rosettes, garlands, and inciscd crosses 
(Figs. 91-96 in the German edition, Figs. 46-51 in the English onc), and he 
concludes: “Although the figures rendered only represent a small part of the 
things still extant, they are quite enough to prove that Fik was once an im- 
portant as well as an ancient place.”12 

After the Six Day War in 1967, the village was surveyed by the teams of 
C. Epstein and S. Gutman. They reported: 

  

  

A large village with a tel beside it on which a (Syrian) army camp was 
buil. In the village there are a large number of hewn stones in secondary 
use: capitls, bases, decorations carved in the stone. A synagogue column 
(know from iterature), 127 that was at Fig, was found in Quneitra in the 
Syrian Army cemelery. I the defensive renches dug i the el remains of 
buildings, graves, and shards. The debris reaching a depth of about 3 me. 
ters contains shards from the Middle Bronze Age I (a few lone shards); the 
Roman-Byzantine, Arab, and Ottoman periods.|2% 

    

  

  

In 1968-1970 the author and his team conducted a systematic survey of the 
site. They surveyed the town, the large Syrian village, and the army camps 
that had been erected nearby. They discovered over 200 architectural items— 
most of which were decorated—that had not been reported by Schumacher, 
Epstein, or Gutman.12? Some of these items have been published in Gregg   

  

2 The inscrption isof 4 gravestone. For it suggestd reading, sce Greg and Urman, 
mm,\,mn w1, 

This Greek inscripion s also on  burial sone,see Gregg and Urman, Inscrption 
s, 

124 And here we must not tha Schumacher cred in dentifying the writen language as 
Hebrew, since th inscrition i writcnin Aramsic, and 50 in efnin the column on which 

the inscription was cngraved ss "leinen Basalsale,”for s height i 150 cim. See PL. S1b. 
See ngeripton #1 below. 

135 Schumacher, “Dscholan” pp. 320:322; Schumacher, Jauldn, pp. 138-141 
Pascntheses mine. 
126 Schumacher, “Dscholan” . 323 Schumacher, Jauldn, p. 143, 

  

  

  

  “The eference s o the colamn with the incised menorsh and the 
Which Schumacher eported—see below, Inscription 1. 
128 Epten & Guman, pp. 288289, it #187. Paenthses mine, 
129D, rman, “Fia," Special Surveys Reports, Archive of the Association for the 

Archacological Survey of Isael, Isacl Antiquities Auhority, Jerusalem (in Hebrew); . 
Urman, “Fia,” Reports ofthe taff Office in Charge of Archacological Affairs in the Golan 
(from 1968-1972), Archive of the Isacl Aniquites Auhority. Jerusalem (in Hebrew): 

scripton about   
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and Urman,'*0 and, in the future, T hope to publish a complete report of all 
the finds of our survey at Fig in an separate volume. For the moment, we 
shall mention only the outstanding Jewish finds. First, we turn o a shaft of 
a complete, basalt column (180 cm. in height; 41 cm. diameter at its base; 
and 37 em. in its upper portion) upon which is engraved Inscription #1 (see 
below) with a seven-branched menorah with a thres d base. (Even 
though Schumacher drew the base with two legs, which sometimes even 
appear as two in photographs, a close examination of the column reveals 
three legs.) The column was discovered after the Six Day War as Epstein and 
‘Gutman had already reported, when it was standing in one of the two rows, 
of ancient columns that the Syrians had set up along the path leading 10 the, 
grave of the Unknown Soldier in the military cemetery at Quneitra. The 
column is now in the Golan Antiquities Museu at Qasrin (see PL. 51b). 

   

        

  

    

  

Inscription #1 
Because Schumacher’s copy of this inscription was unclear and erroneous, it 
has been scrutinized by some of the best scholars of ancient Palestine during 
the late nineteenth century and the early twenticth century (PL. 51b).'! The 
inscription is in Aramaic and reads: 73 It translates as “T (am) 
Yehudh the Cantor.” 

1. Naveh discussed this inscription'®2 and noted that the source of the ti- 
antor) is in the Akkadian hazannu.!™ In Assyrian literature ap- 

  

    

te 
pears the title hazannu ha ali, which was borrowed by an Aramaic text of the 
beginning of the sixth century B.C.E.; &3p | that is, a sort of “city head" 
o ‘mayor." According to rabbinic literature, the fa fulflled 
the functions of shammash (sexton) but from a Greek inscription that was 
discovered in the synagogue of Apamea in Syria we leam that the function 
of the hiazzan was quite important,since the period that he held office served 
to mark the date. The inscription reads, "Eni. Nepia d¢(ava, that is, “under 
(=in the time of) Nehemiah the Hazzan."1% In the course of time, the im- 

    

  

      

    

  

       Utman, “Golan—1,"p. 2 Urman, “Golan—3." p. 6 Urman, Lis, p. 22; Urman, “Golan— 
p.1; Urman, “Synsgogue Sies,” . 14; Urman, “Helleistic,” p. 466-467; Urman, Golan, p 
207, Sie 187 

130 See in the section on Fig in Greg and Urman, The setion also presents a number of 
Greck inscriptons and one in Lat, 

51 For the exensive bibiography dealing with this fnscripion, sec Huttenmeister and 
specially tems 5-13. 

Naveh, Mosaic, pp. S0-S1, Insription 328 
133 Naveh, Mosai, pp. 41-42 
134 See Cagquot, Duponi—Sormer,p. 1. 
135 See Lifhitz,Inscription #40. 
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portance of the Hazzan diminished, and his functions were restricted to those 
of shammash of the synagogue, the rabbinic court, and the school. 1% 

It i interesting (o note that in addition to the Greek inscription uncov- 
ered in the Apamea synagogue, we find the title “the hazzan" in an Aramaic 
dedication inscription in the remains of a public Jewish structure at Horvat 
ha-‘Ammudim.1*7 While the mosaic floor at Apamea is dated to the late 
fourth century C.E.," the public structure at Horvat ha-Ammudim is dated 
0 the late third century and was in use for only about a hundred years, 
mainly during the fourth century. ! It possible, then, that at Fig the pub- 
lic structure was also in use during the fourth centry C.E. and perhaps cven 
carlier. !0 

  

  

Inscription #2 
To our regret, of this inscription only the letter 1 (waw) survived, so that it 
is difficult to know if the inscription was in Hebrew or Aramaic. It was en- 
graved like the inscription at the academy of Rabbi Eliezer ha-Qappar at 
Dabira in a relief of a lovely garland at the center of a well-made basalt lin- 
tel (see PL. 52a). The preserved length of the lintel fragment s 78 cm. (and 
itis possible that its full length was about 170 cm. like the length of the 
lintel mentioned above at Dabiira); its height, 40 cm; and its thickness, 14 
em. The height of the preserved letter is 6 cm. Let of the garland relief ap- 
pears a whole relief of a rosette. One can conjecture that a similar relief ap- 
peared on the lintel's right end as well. It i plausible to assume that this 
lintel originally stood in a central entranceway in a Jewish public building, 
Whether it stood in the building to which the column with Inscription #1 
belonged or in another building is difficult to know. In any case, we hope 
that in the future its right half—with the continuation of the inscription— 
will be found, 

Another lntel which may also have belonged to a Jewish public building 
was seen and reported by Schumacher*l and was found anew by us set in 
secondary use in one of the Syrian homes at the wester edge of the village, 

the cliff overlooking Widi Fig (see PL. 52b). This basalt lintel's length 
is 137 cm.; it is 37 cm. high, and 16 cm. thick. The lintel’s length ind 

      

  

    

  

136 S Licberman, “Hazzanut" pp. 222224 Kuisher, Words, p. 47, 
157 See Avigad, “Unm el Amed. 
138 See Foestr, “Disspora Synsgogues.”p. 165. 
139 See Levine, “Horvat ba-Ammudim.” p. 80 
190 Iy the opinion of M. Sokoloff, th plenc spellng "= s indicatve of the antiquty Of the inscripton. Except for foreign words this s unusual i latr Galilean. Ararmaic, 

whereas in the annaitic priod i was common. See Naveh, Mosaic p. S 
141 See Schumacher, *Correspondenzen,” p. 353; Schumscher, “Dscholan,” p. 322 

Schumacher, Jauldn,p. 141, 
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cates that it served in a relatively small entranceway (a side entrance?) in a 
public building, o perhaps in a private building (2). At the lintel’s center 
appears a lovely relief of a circle and within i, relief of a seven-branched 
menorah and, on both sides, reliefs of @ shofar and an ethrog (2).12 

‘Another basalt lintel, unmentioned by the early surveyors, was found in 
secondary use in a later house in the western part of the village. It is 183 
em. long, 29 cm. high, and 25 cm. thick. At the lintel’s center appears a 
circular relief and, within it a relief of a five-branched menorah or “tree of 
life’ (see PL. 53a). Itis difficult to know whether this lintel belonged to a 
Jewish or Christian building. In any case, the first possibility is plausible, 
and it seems that whoever designed this lintel may have been influenced by 
the previously discussed lintel, which also has a elief of a menorah within a 
crcl, 

Other finds that might be Jewish include about a dozen lonic capitals of 
the type prevalent in the Jewish public buildings during the second-temple 
and rabbinic periods in the Galilee and the Golan, as well as column bases 
and shafts to which these capitals belonged, and fragments of cornices orna- 
mented with grapevines and grape clusters (some of which was reported by 
carler surveyors). It is also possible that some of the Greek inscriptions we 
found in the village were also Jewish. For example, the name Gaios 
(Faiov), that appears in a segment of an inscription preserved on a lintel 
fragment, ** despite its being a typical Roman name, was widespread both 
among the Jews of the Diaspora and those in Palestine.# Similarly the 
name Magnos (Mdyvos), which appears on a tombstone without a cross, S 
was used by Jews who were buried in Beth She‘arim. %6 As we have already 
noted above, we hope in the future to publish all the finds of our survey at 
Fig. We will add here only that the area of the ancient ste there is about 100 
dunams, and that,in addition (o the shards reported by Epstein and Gutman, 
we found a few pottery remains from the late Hellenisic period. 

In 1973, during the excavation of a ditch for laying a telephone line 
across the site, M. Ben-Ari and . Bar-Lev uncovered remains of private 
dwellings. In one of the rooms of these houses, six cooking pots were found 

  

  

  

142 Or peshaps an incense shovel? As these lines ar being writen the possibility oceurs 
1o usthat maybe the objet defined s ancthrog o incene shovel i n fct a bell o knocker, 
of the kind Rabbi Jeremiah saw when be visied Gaulana or Govlana. See Y. Megillh 31 
730, The mate still needs nvesigaion, 

14 See G and Urnan, et 423 
144 Sco Schwabe and Lifsitz, pp. 193-194, Inscription #207; Roth.Ge 

Insrprions, . 142, and n bt the s ot ibogrphy 
145 See Gregg and rman, nscription #29. The Christian gravestones that we found st 

Fiq are casily identifisble because of the carved cross, genrally at the head 
146 See Schwabe and Lifhitz, p. 130, Inscription #145, 
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(three of them whole) dating from the fourth century. " According to the 
excavators, “in the excavated area no material was found antedating the 
Roman-Byzantine period.” Nevertheless, in a conversation I had with the 
excavators, it became clear that their excavation had been limited to the 
depth of the telephone line ditch and that they did not excavate below this 
depth t0 earlier strata, 

In 1975, Z. Tlan surveyed the site and, according to his report, found “a 
small column of finely carved basalt that was perhaps attached to the syna- 
gogue’s bemah.”'50 Since the late llan did not publish a photograph or fur- 
ther data about this “small column,” it is difficult to know on what basis he 
connected it with a synagogue bemah. Commenting on the remarks by 
Ma‘oz concemning this site,'S Tlan writes: 

  

  

   
  

  

  

      

  

Tn the village there were found remains from the second century C.E. to the 
Mamelukes period. There is no reason (o place the founding of the syna 
gogue later than the late sixth or the carly seventh century .. It existed, 
appatenly, in the later part of the Byzanting perod and also continued to 
exist for sometime in the early Arab period.'*   

Although Ma‘oz tries to mislead, Tlan s also incorrect. Indeed, until archae- 
ologists find the location of the Jewish public structure(s) at Fig and conduct 
excavations, it is difficult to determine its date. The date su 
Hilttenmeister and Reeg—the second or third centurics C.E.—sce 
reasonable to me. > 

  

    

   

See Ben-Ar & BarLev, “Golan—2"p. | 
198 See provious note 
19 Converstion with Ben-Ari and 
150 W, Isael p. 68, 
151 See Ma‘oz, Golan (ev. e, pp. 36-37, where he witesof the lntel wth the el 

the seven-branched menorah (which Schumacher irst reported and which was found again 
in our survey), “Aftr the Six Day War there was found inthe vilage 8 linil with a eief of 

& seven-branched menorah,  shofar, and an incenseshovel ithin @ ound medallon. The. 
style of the menrah within the medalion poins 04 synagogue dte inthe seventh o cighth 

tury." 1t should be pointed out that Maoz continues o claim (without any basis) tht, 
Judging from some synagogue fragments found in Fig—including  lnel with a medallon 
contining & menorah, 4 shofa, and a incense shovel, 2 well s & column with an incised 
menorah and the nseription, 1. Judsh the Hazan'—there must have been & Jowish 
commurityin Figin the cghth centry CE.” (Ma'oz, “Golan—1." p. 545 

152 la, s, p. 6. 
153 Sce Hitenmeister and e p. 4. And s also SokolofT'ssuggeston sbout he plene. 

" in ote 140 

  

a-Lev in August 1973 
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KAFR HARIB (KEFAR YAHRIB, KEFAR IAHRIV, KAFAR HARUV) 

  

This large, now-abandoned, Syrian village was built atop an ancient ruin on 
the western edge of the southern plateau of the lower Golan. The site lies. 
above the cliffs overlooking the Sea of Galilee, at coordinates 2121-2405. 

‘The site was first surveyed in 1884 by G. Schumacher, who described its 
iquities as follows: 

  

  

In the village itself there are few antiquites, although the old building 
stones point to large buildings.... The old site South of the present village 
is marked out by a number of scattred stones, mostly unhewn, with foun: 
dations of the Arabic age. Here and again one discovers quadrangular sub- 
terrancan fooms, very carefully built of hewn stones without mortar; they 
have a base area of 6.5 by 5 feet, and a depth of 5 feet, and were probably 
formerly sepulchres; they are now tamed into grain chambers. One of the 
basalt coverings of these gppears (0 me (0 have ben adopted later than the. 
remains lying around. Aftr the old site is passed, we reach broad traces of a 
wall which can be followed along the wester margin of the platcau as far 
as the Sultanch, streiching down to Khin el-'Akabeh. Probably they are 
the remains of a Roman road, which was bounded by a wall 15 

  

  

  To his description, Schumacher appended sketches of two items which he. 
found in the village. In one appears a lintel, two meters long, decorated with 
the reliefs of a garland and two encircled rosettes. 5 In the other appears a 
damaged stone—about 25 cm. high and 35 cm. wide. Engraved upon this ar- 
tifact is a four-line Greek inscription. Schumacher presents this without in- 
terpretation.!3¢ R. C. Gregg recently studied the inscription, and he ideni- 
fies it as a fragment of a gravestone of a Roman soldier of the Tenth Legion 
(Legio X Fretensis).'s" 

In 1967, the village was surveyed by a team headed by S. Gutr 
reported the existence of columns, capitals, and remains of an olive-oil press 
with weights at the site, along with shards of the Roman, Byzantine, and 
Ottoman periods. % 

In 1968, the village and the ruins upon which it s built were surveyed 
by the author and his team.!5? In this survey, it became clear that the area of 
the Syrian village is about 300 dunams (as a result of increased buildis 

    

n, who   

  

  

  

154 Schumacher, “Dscholan,” pp. 337-336; Schumacher, Jauldn, pp. 170-172. 
15 Schumacher, “Dicholan” p. 338, Fig. 120: Schumacher, Jauldn, p. 171, 

56 Schumacher, “Dichlan.” . 338, Fig 121 Schumacher, Jaudn,p. 171, Fig. 65 
Gregg and Urnan, Inscrption #1 

158 Eptcin and Gutman, p. 249, Site 4190 
159 D, Urman, “Kafe Hirib" Special Surveys Repors, Archive of the Associaion for the 

  

  

I Survey of sral, lsael Aniquiies Auhority, Jerusalem (in Hebrew): D. 
. Reports o the St Oficer in Charge of Archacological Afirs i he 

Golan (rom 1968-1972), Archie of th Isael Aniqites Authority Jersalem (in Hebrew): 
Urman, it p. 23; Urmosn, Golan, . 207, Site #11. 
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there after 1950), and the area of the ancient ruin is about 100 dunams. 1% In 
addition to the ceramics Gutman reported, we also found a few shards from 
the late Hellenistic period and the different Arab ones. 

In the houses, courtyards, and alleys of the Syrian village, we recorded 
dozens of ancient architectural artifacts—both decorated and undecorated. 
Some of these had been incorporated in secondary use as building material in 
the modern houses and some were just lying in courtyards and alleys. We 
shall not detail the scores of tems, but wil ust point out that among them 
are a large number of column bases, shafts, and capitals—whole and dam- 
aged—of the Doric and onic styles common in Jewish public buildings in 
the Galilee and the Golan dating to the second-temple and rabbinic periods. 
These findings led us, at the time, to suggest searching this site for the re- 
mains of a Jewish public building (1 synagogue?),16! even though we also 
found a number of pagan artifacts and a fragment of a lintel decorated with a 
simply carved cross and a chi-rho symbol. 

It scems that the inhabitants of the Syrian village damaged the ancient 
settlement’s cemeteries, for we found four sarcophagi (one of basalt and 
three of limestone) serving as water-troughs in courtyards. A fragment of 
another sarcophagus was found in secondary use as  building stone; this 

as decorated with a rosette(?) between two bands. In addition to the sar- 
cophagi, we also found in secondary use in village houses as building 
stones, eight basalt gravestones with Greek inscriptions upon them. A full 
treatment of these inscriptions appears in Gregg and Urman, €2 

The names of the deceased on these gravestones do not reveal any clearly 
Jewish names. Still, unlike my colleague Gregg, who sees all of thesc 
gravestones as monuments of deceased pagans, in my opinion it is possible 
that some are of Jews. Thus, for example, the name Dionysia (Atovuota) 
that appears on monument #2 at Kafr Harib also appears as the name of a 
deceased Jewish woman buried in Catacomb No. 1 in Beth She‘arim. 165 

In the center of the modern village we found a subterrancan chamber 
(276 m. long; 1.20 m. wide; 1.50 m. high) built in five tiers of smoothly 
hewn stones resting on bedrock. Originally, the vault was covered by basalt 
slabs, several of which were removed in modern times to enable construc 
tion of descending steps. It is unclear if modern inhabitants use this cham- 

of grain, as Schumacher reported about similar structures 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

      

  

160 Sce Urman, Golan, he note for St #191 on p.215. 
161 See Uiman, “Synagogue Sites,” p. 13; Urnan, “Hellenistic” p. 467, 
162 S Grogg and Urman, Inscripions #2.9. 
163 Schwabe and Lifshitz, Inscripion #52. And sce Lifshitz's comments on the 

phenomenon o theophoric ames among Jews, an the parallls that he brings there that also 
ncludes a Jew from Tibeias who bare the name of Dionysius (AtovGorous), 
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observed during his visi to Kafr Harib, but we share his suspicion that this 
room (and others like it) “were probably formerly sepulchres.”6* 

In the area of the village and the ruin, we found many parts of olive-oil 
presses, some in situ. This evidence reveals that the village inhabitants in 
the second-temple and rabbinic periods gained their livelihoods in part by 
growing olives and producing olive . 165 

Following our survey, two additional Greek inscriptions were found near 
the village, both of them boundary stones dating to an imperial survey and 
registration of lands for taxation which took place between 293-305 C.E 
The two inseriptions were published and it shall suffice us here only to note 
the publishers and the translation of the inscriptions. The first inscription 
was published by S. Applebaum, B. Isaac, and Y. Landau, and its transla- 
tion is: “[Diocletian] and Maximian, August, and Constantius...illustrious 
Caesars (have erected this) stone demarking (the) fields [or boundaries] 
(of)...”1% The second inscription, more complete, was published by P. 
Porat. Iis translation is: “The Augusii Diocletian and Maximian, and the 
most illustrious Caesars Constantius and Maximian, have ordered the erec- 
tion of a boundary stone on the borders of the village Kapar Haribo in the 
place (called) REO [...] GA, by the tax assessors AM [.] D [JOLYOY and 
Agelippos.”167 

“The latte inscription, which was found near lands cultivated today by the 
kibbutzim Kafar Haruy and * Afiq at coordinates 2154-2420,16 confirms the 
accepted identity of ths site as Kafr Hirib (=Kefar Yahrib or Kefar lahiv) as 
one of the “forbidden towns' in the territory of Sfsita, as set out in Tos. 
Sheb. 4:10, Y. Demai 2:1, 22d, and in the halakic inscription from the 
Jewish public building at Rehob. % This find also strengthens our opinion 
that one should continue to scarch at Kafr Harib for the remains of the 
Jewish public building or buildings, for in our survey we registered a great 
quantity of its (their) architectural items, 

Tt scems that Kafr Harib has had a fasc 
‘ment began in the ltter part of the Hellenistic period (and perhaps by Jews 
in the days of Alexander Jannaeus, like El-'Al). It continued as a mixed 
Jewish and pagan settlement during the Early and Late Roman periods. At 
the start of the Byzantine period, a large Jewish population apparently con- 
tinued to live in the village, but it gradually became smaller in the later 
stages of this period, when Christianity began to penetrate. It is hard to 

  

  

  

     

  

    

  

   

    

ing ethnic history. The settle- 

  Schumacher, “Dscholan,” p. 338; Schumacher, Jauldn, p. 171 
165 See Urma, Golan,pp. 145145; Urmsn, “Ecanomy.” pp. 35-66 
166 Applebaum, Isase & Landau,p. 134 
167 porat, “Golan,” pp. 130-133 
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169 o furher discusion o these owns, 

  

Pp. 384385, 

   



    

                                      

    

    

    

    

     

   
        
    
   

588 URMAN 

know whether the local pagan population adopted Christianity or whether 
Christian families were added to the village population. Mer 
Yahrib in the list of the forbidden towns in the territory of i 

    

2 appearing 
in rabbinic sources also constitutes evidence of the ethnic changes that over- 
took this important village in the course of the fourth century. 

KFAR SEMAH 

One of the *forbidden towns’ in the teritory of Sisita, mentioned in Tos. 
Sheb. 4:10, Y. Demai 2:1, 22d, and in the halakic inscription at Rehob.170 
In all versions of the forbidden-towns ist, including the Rehob Inscription, 
the following sentence is added, “and Rabbi (that is Rabbi Judah the Prince) 
released Kfar Semah.” We shall not address the differing conclusions drawn 
by scholars about this sentence, but shll only discuss suggestions for the 
identification of this town’s location. 

S. Klein identified Kfar Semah with the Arab village of Semakh located, 
untl the end of the 1940's, south of the Sea of Galilee.”! Avi-Yonah was 
apparently also impressed by the preservation of the name there, but put a 
question mark with this identification.!” 

Our knowledge of the archacological finds at Arabic Semakh is limited 
because no systematic archacological excavations have been conducted there. 
“The sit is presently covered with piles of ruins of the Arab village, which 
was built mostly out of clay bricks. Schumacher, who visited the site in the 
1880's,indicates that “In the Menzl of the Sheikh there are several basalt 
columns, about 36 inches in length and 12 inches in diameter, which have 
been used as props for the rooms. Otherwise the village, which is lacking in 
building stone, has few antiquities,” ™ 

In the opinion of M. Nun, there are no remains of an ancient setlement 
in Arab Semakh, and he therefore suggests identifying Kfar Semah with 
Samra which is south of Kibbutz HaOn. Nun calls the site Tell Samra.!" 
He claims that 

  

  

  

  

     

the remains of the large construction on the surface of the ell atest (0 the 
importance and wealth of the setllement. In its cemetery, found on the Tell 
Katzir hil opposite, from time to time coffins made of limestone and 
basalt are found that testfy to the well-to-do staus of the inhabitants....AU 
the time of the [British] Mandate, a Byzantine church mosaic was found at 

mra, and, indeed, in the 19605, during excavation work at the north end 

    

  

170 For further discussion of these “frbidden tows,” e pp. 384385 
17 Kicin, Transjordan, . 3. 
172 Avi-Yonah, Palestine . 155 
i . 345; Schumache, Jauldr, p. 238, 
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of the tell, a complex of buildings with mosaic floors was uncovered and 
destroyed. It seems to have been a Byzantine monastery. TS 

dons on the Kinneret and 
about 70 me- 

It should also be noted that during Nun's inves 
its region he discovered, foundations of an ancient anchorag 
ters long—on the shore of Samra.76 

In 1970, the author surveyed the site at Samra. This survey showed that 
the area of the ancient tell there was about 40 dunams. It yielded many 
shards from the various stages of the Roman, Byzantine, and Arab peri- 
ods. 1”7 During the survey it was possible to see the remains of the tops of 
walls of various structures over the entire area of the site, but withou 
chaeological excavation it was difficult to determine which of them were an- 
cient and which belong to buildings of the more recent Arab village. 

Nun's suggested identification is attractive, (o be sure, but we must wait 
for further archaeological study of the ruins at both Semakh and 

  

  

  

  

  

  

    

    

EL-UYON (KH. ‘AYON, ‘IYYON) 

      ‘This small, now-abandoned, Syrian village was built upon an ancient tell in 
the southern extremity of the lower Golan plateau above the cliffs of Wi 
Masa0d (which descends into the Yarmuk gorge), at coordinates 2129-2360. 

‘The village was first surveyed by G. Schumacher in the 1880's. He real 
ized the importance of it topographic location and wrote: 

  

     

  

The old seitlement covered a space of several hektars, and presents races 
of different masonry of modern, mediaeval, and ancient times. A number of 
large, mostly unhewn, basalt stones lic heaped up between the falling huts 
of a Bedawin winter village; the foundation walls of buildings in Moslem 
times, and Roman remains in the form of basaltic shafts of colums, st 
exist; these last measure S feet in length, and 12 inches across. There,are 
also some old sublerranean corn magazines with traces of basalt roof- g7 

  

  

Schumacher published a drawing of a gravestone with a Greek inscription 
which, at the time, served as a doorpost in one of the Arab buildings.!” 
‘The inscription reads: 8dpot. Avrioxfe]aiTalv]. It ranslates: “Be of good 

50 

  

Antiochus. ? years old, 
   

Nun, Kinnerer, pp. 3435, Brackets e 
176 Nun, Kinnere, p. 84 
177D, Urman, “Sanea,” Special Surveys Repors, Aschive of the Assocation for the 

Archscological Survey of lsrse, lsacl Antiquties Authorty., Jerusalem (in Hebrew): 
Urman, Golan,p. 209, Site #203 

178'Schumacher, “Dicholan,” pp. 244-245; Schumacher, Jauldn, pp. 97-98 
e Schumacher, “Dicholan,” . 24, Fig.6; Schumacher, Jauld, p. 58, Fi. 19, 

190 See Giregg and Urman, Iscripton #12. 
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In 1924, 3. Barslavi visited the site and found another gravestone with a 
Greek inscription set in secondary use in one of the buildings in the Bedouin 
village. Barslavi, who copied the inscription, gave the author the copy 
which reads: etyoipt [KI\eomdrpa. It ranslates as: “May your lot be good, 
Cleopatra? 

‘We should point out that Braslavi reported the first letter of the name 
Cleopatra as a sigma. Perhaps the error was on the tombstone he inspected, 
though the error points to possible provision by the copyist of a Greek 
C=sigma, rather than the K which we expect on the stone. 3! 

In 1968, the village was surveyed by C. Epstein who found ceramic re- 
mains from the Middle Bronze Age I, Middle Bronze Age IT, Iron Age I, Iron 
Age II, Byzantine, and Ottoman periods. 52 

In 1969, the site was surveyed again by the author and s staff. This 
survey determined that the area of the ancient ste was about 15 dunams. It 
found shards from the different stages of the Roman and Arab periods as well 
those reported by Epstein.'* We were unsuccessful in locating the inscrip- 
tions copied by Schumacher and Barslavi, but we did identify in the aban- 
doned Syrian houses a large number of ancient building stones in sccondary 
use, some of which were ashlars. We also found fragments of columns as 
well as Doric and lonic capitals. As a result of these finds, we suggested 
searching for remains of a Jewish public building from the rabbinic period 
which might tur out o be a synagogue.* Since this survey, however, we 
have not had the opportunity to visit the village again. 

In 1978, 5. Applebaum, B. Isaac, and Y. Landau published a Greek in- 
scription that was found in ¢l-*Uyin a few years earlier. 

The inscription reads 

  

  

  

  

    

Ayati o 
oiBopos xai. 
Bopurniavs oberr(cpaval) 
i tepod mpeTupiov 
i upia maTyiBL 

    

Tt translation is: “Good fortune! Tsidoros and Domittianos, veterans from 
(the) practorian guard in (the) sovereign land.”'56 Applebaum et al., assoc 
ate iepob mparripiov with the Prafectus Practorio Orientis at Con- 

  

     

  

<gs and Urnan, Inscrption #13. 
2 i & Guman, .29, Ske 203 

  

. Unman, “l-'Uytin," Special Surveys Reports, Archive of the Associaton for 1 
Archacological Survey of Isacl, Israel Antiquites Authority, Jerusalem (in Hebrew): 
Urman,List, p.26; Urman, Golan, . 209, Site #204 
154 Urman, “Synagogue Site,” p. 13 Urman, “Hellnistic” . 467 

195 See Applebaum, Isaac & Landav, pp. 134135, 
196 See previous not. Se also Gregg and Urman,Insription #14 
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stantinople, and suggest a fourth-century dating, perhaps “subsequent to 
Constantius II's reunification of the empire in 350.157 

El-“Uyiin remains today a puzzling site. On the one hand, there are no 
significant remains o be seen above ground level; on the other hand, a place 
bearing the name el-*Uy@in or *Ayan, thought 1o be in this area, s well-at- 
tested in the primary literature (in contrast to the majority of sites in the 
Golan, which go unmentioned in litrary sources). In the description of the 
territory of Canaan in Numbers 34:10-11, we read, “To the east you shall 
draw a line from Hazar-enen o Shepha; it shall run down from Shepham 
10 Riblah cast of Ain, continuing unti it strikes the ridge east of the Sea of 

Kinnereth” (New English Bible). The passage seems to point 10 the area of 
“Uytin, and its phrase about the “ridge” could refer to the cliff that runs 

south to north, from Kh et-Tawafiq to Kafr Harib. 1% 
In the rabbinic period, a setilement named ‘Iyyon is mentioned in the list 

of “forbidden towns’ in the terriory of Sisita (see Tos. Sheb. 4:10, Y. 
Demai 2:1, 22d and the halakic inscription from Rehob).1¥ The existence 
of shards from the Roman and Byzantine periods at el-"Uyan, on the one 
hand, and the existence of archacological items that might have belonged to 
a Jewish public building, alongside the inscriptions mentioning pagan resi 
dents in the village in these periods, on the other, strengthen the conclusion 
that the ‘Iyyon mentioned in the halakic list should be identified with the 
fomains found in the village of el-‘Uyln. O the basis of this identity and 
the architectural items found in our survey, the investigation of the site 
should be continued. Hopefully, discoveries wil be made that will attst to 
aJewish community of the rabbinic period. 

  

  

  

  

  

        

DEMBAR (OR DEMBAR ‘TYYON) 

One of the “forbidden towns” in the territory of Sdsital® mentioned in the 
Tos. Sheb. 4:10,'°' Y. Demai 2:1, 224,1% and in the halakic inscription in 
the mosaic floor of the Jewish public structure at Rehob.1% 

S. Klein, who wrote before the discovery of the Rehob inscription, pre- 
ferred the version of the name that appeared in the Yerushalmi manuscripts, 

ST Applebaum, Isaac & Landau, p 135 
155 The existence of shards from the Bronze and Iron Ages at the tll upon which the 

il s bt sopors b nfcaon. 
159 For further discusion o his s, see p. 384-355 
190 See previous ot 
191 1 the manuserips ofthe Toseft,the name of the town appears in different forms 
e ediions of Zuckermandel and Licberman 
9 1 the manuscripts ofthe Yerushalmi, the name 
19 In the Rehob Inscriton, the version i 2357 or       
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. but he emended it to 712 £7,"% and suggested identifying the place 
with the Breik'ah mentioned by Schumacher. 1% 

Avi-Yonah followed Klein and emended the name to p73 &7 (‘Ram 
Baraq”) and followed the identification of the site with Schumacher's 
Breikah 1% 

‘Whatis interesting in Schumacher's report on Breik’ah s tht there is no 
description of any particularly impressive antiquities at that site. So it 

appears that Klecin and Avi-Yonah based their conclusions on the similarity 
between the Arabic name Breik'ah and or P13 2. Schumacher de- 
scribes the site thus: “Breik'ah—A small crumbled ruin on the western de- 
clivity of the Wadi Masadd. A few splendid old trees spring out of the ruins, 
under which are some winter huts fallen into decay.”%7 

In 1967, C. Epstein surveyed the region of the site and reported finding 
ruin lying on a spur overlooking Wadi Masadd (at coordinates 2147 
2374).19% At the top of the spur, Epstein and her team made out the remains 
of buildings and a wall section. Southeast of the ruin, the surveyors found 
the remains of an ancient cemetery with caves and pits carved into the rock. 
‘The shards found at the site, according to Epstein’s report were “from Middle 
Bronze Age II, the Late Bronze Age, the Iron period (the Israclite), the 
Roman period, the Middle Ages, and the Ottoman period. In the pit 
graves—from the Middle Bronze Age IL"1% 

In 1968, the author surveyed the site. 2 This survey determined that the 
ancient ruin’s area was about 15 dunams and that the cemetery covered at 
least 7 dunams. Remains of the ancient buildings are most impressive but 
without systematic archacological excavation it is difficult to date the vari- 
ous buildings and the fortification enclosing the site. It should be pointed 
out that in addition o the shards C. Epstein reported, we also found shards 
from the various phases of the Byzantine period. 21 As for the possibility of 
identifying the place as Dembar or Dembar ‘Iyyon, we must indicate that we 
found no archaeological remains there that reveal either the origin of the re- 

    

  

   
  

      
    

    

      

  

    

  

  

    

          

194 See Klen, Transiordan, . 37 
195 Kicn, Transordan,p. 37, 196 See Avi-Yonsh, Palestine, p. 15 

Dicholan” p. 257; Schumscher, Jaulin, p. 115, 
19 Epstin & Gutman, p. 291, it 202 
199 Epsiin & Gutman, . 291, Site 4202 

. Urman, “Breik'ah”Special Surseys Reports, Archive of the Association for the 
Archacological Survey of Isacl, Isacl Aniquities Auhority, Jerusalem (n Hebrew: D. 
Unman, “Breik'sh” Report of the Siaf Officer in Charge of Archacological Affais n the 
Golan (from 1968-1972), Archive of the el Antiuitics Authority, Jorsale (in Hebrew); 
Urman, i, . 25; Urman, Golan, . 208, S 4202 

201 Ses previous note. 
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ligion of the site’s inhabitants. Yet, it i possible that if systematic archaeo- 
logical excavations were conducted at thesite, such remains might be found. 

‘As was indicated above (note 193), the version of the name appearing in 
the Rehob inscription discovered in 1974 s 1237 (Dembar). Nevertheless, 
Sussmann, who published the nscription, noted that it is possible that the 
reading should be 1 ~27 (Dembar ‘Iyyon), because between the names 
2o and i3 there is no conjunciive " (waw) as there is before the other 

place names in the inscription. 2% If Sussmann is correct, then the list of 
“forbidden towns” in the Sosita territory contains only eight, not nine, 
towns as has been accepted by al the scholars who dealt with tis listpre- 
viously. And ifthisis 50, we should stop searching for 1357 (Dembar) sep- 
arately and > (lyyon) separately. 

Sussmann’s comment was published in 1974, but that did not prevent Z. 
Safrai four years lter from renewing the suggestion of identifying Dembar 
and ‘Iyyon separately 2 In referring to Dembar, Safrai writes: “~ 
the literature: 72 o7, and on the basis of this erroneous version it was 
suggested to identify it with Breik'ah, northeast of Khushniyye.20¢ 
According to the version of the inscription one should suggest el-Mobarah, 
about a kilometer north of Wad es-Samekh and about 3 kilometers east of 
el-Harmath "5 

At the place suggested by Safrai, we found no antiquities whatsoever. In 
Schumacher's writings, however, we found reference to another site in the 
Golan bearing the name of Mdbarah, which he describes as follows: 
‘Msbarah—Extremely rocky and wild slopes on the northern bark of the 

Rukkad, near Kafr cl-Ma. Some remains of ruins and caves are o be found 
in the basalt rocks bounding the plateau; they are called Tiket el 
Harireh."2% Regrettably, the site Schumacher describes is on the Syrian- 
Isracli cease-fire line and we were unable to visit it. Nevertheless, if one 
studies Schumacher, one will find that immediately after his description of 
Mobarah which is near Kafr el-Ma, he mentions an area then called Mabarat 
‘Ayin 7 And he writes, “Mabarat *Ayin—A district close o the precipi 

   

    

  

  

  

  

  

       

  

  

    

  

   
    

     208 ere we should not tha 10 the best of our Knowedse, no one has suggesicd 
idenifying Brekah which i norteast of Khushniyye with Had Saf carcully 
tead wha Kcin and Avi-Yonah had witen (sce Kien, Transjordan, . 37 and Avi-Yonsh, 
Palesine, p. 159, he would have scen tha both, in heir foonote, were referin (0 the 
Cther Breik ah tha appears in Schumacier, which was discused above i this chape, and 
o o the one nortcast of Khustaiyye 

25 See Safa, Sentlement . 17, 
206 Schumacher, “Dicholan,”p. 342 Schumache, Jaulin,pp. 21222, 

   
    

207 Sce Schumacher, “Dscholan,” p. 142 Schumacher, Jauldn, p. 
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of the Wadi *Aydn, north of the same-named ruin."20% It seems that 
Schumacher's mention of Mobarat ‘Ay@n and Sussmann’s version of the 
name found in the Rehob Inscription, together lead to the conclusion that 
we alluded to above, that one should cease seeking 9337 (Dembar) apart 
from 7> (‘lyyon).2% It may also be that the location of [ 7337, (Dembar 
“Iyyon) was el-‘Uyln (see 

     

      

       

  

  

    

INHARRAH (OR ‘EIN HADDAH) 

This name designates one of the “forbidden towns’ in the territory of 
sts ntioned in Tos. Sheb. 4:10.11 Y. Demai 2:1, 22412 and the 
halakic inscription from Rehob.213 

Nowhere near the ruins of Sasita nor in its district has the name ‘Ein 
Harrah been preserved. In the attempts by different researchers over the last 
hundred years to identify the site of *Ein Harrah or ‘Ein Haddah, we have 
found no proposal with enough factual evidence o be worthy of discus- 
sion.214 We can only conjecture that this site should be identified with one 
of those in which Jewish finds of the rabbinic period have been, or will be, 
uncovered in the Sisita teritory. At this stage, we are unable to point to 
any specific site. 

  

     

     

   

              

    

    

  

    
    

    

   
    

      

  

.20 1 
  

  

YA'AROT (YA'ARUT) 

215115 
ainty 

*Ariis, ap- 

Ya‘arot was one of the *forbidden towns’ in the teritory of 
name has not been preserved in the area and therefore there is no 
abou its location. S. Klein suggested identifying it with Kh, el 

  

    
    

208 Sce previous not. And we ae unable o understand how this fact scaped Z. Safrai 
and even Y. Sussmann, who lso “sinned" n his stempts 0 locae the owns mentioned in the 
Tosc, the Yerushalm, snd the Rehab Inscripion. See, fo cxample, his suggestion for Ein Harrah or ‘Ein Haddah-Sussmann, “Beth.Shean' . 122, not 

209 Sec Susmann, “Beth-Shean.” p 1 
210 o further discussion of these forbidden towns,”se pp. 394-385. 
2111 all manuserpts of the Tosefta, the name sppears s 
212 10 he manuscripts of the Yerushalmi, the name appears as 

213 In the Rehob Tnscription, the form appears as 31 7 or 
Beth.Shean” . 122, not 204, 
218 See Kein, Transjordan,p. 37; Sussmann, “Beth-Shean,” p. 122, note 204 ln, Golan, 

p.291;Saf, Sexlement, . 16, 
215 See Tos. Sheb. 4:10 (66, 4-6), Y. Demai 2: 

uncovered in the msic foor of the Jewish public buil 
Of these “forbidden towns,”see pp. 384385, 
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parently as a result of Schumacher’s finds at this ruin2!6 Avi-Yonah fol- 
lowed the lead of both Klein and Schumacher2 

Unfortunately, because the location of K. el-*Ardis s near the cease-fire 
line between Isracl and Syria, we have been prevented from surveying the 
site and so we must make do with Schumacher’s description of the si 
which offers no a hint about the origin or religion of the site’s inhabitants 
in antiquity. He wites: 

  

  
  

  

Khurbet el-Aris—"The ruins of the bride," lies a lile way from the dis 
charge of the Rukkad into the Yarm(k, on the steep margin of the high 
plateau of southern Jaulin. Today it is only a heap of ruins with a strong 
wall against the incline, which is a few layers in height and 3 feet thick. 
Foundation walls 30 feet broad by a length of 13, 22, 25, and even 65 feet, 
are found ranged one upon another on the highest places of the ruins, 
whilst other traces of the same extend as far as the plain and down the 
slope. This was once a settled and important place, as is shown by its solid 
construction of large unhewn basalt blocks set together without mortr. 
There are also several bent angled embossments (0 be found here. On the. 
slope, about 131 feet below the ruins, an excellent spring, the *Ain cl- 
‘Ariis, flows down into the ravine and joins the *Ain cl-Fejich below, 
which i overgrown with splendid fig treés, and which trickles down into. 
the Rukkad 215 

  

  

  

HAMMAT GADER (ELHAMMA, 

  

L HAMMEH) 

Hammat Gader lies in a valley north of the present bed of the Yarmuk River 
at coordinates 212-232. The valley is about 1500 m. long, about 500 m. 
wide, and its over-all area s about 750 dunams. The valley has a number of 
hot springs known by their Arabic names. Two of them, ‘Ein ej-Jarab and 
Ein Balus flow alongside the hill of Tell ¢l-Bani (or Tell el-Hammeh, that 

i, “the mound of the bath") upon which the remains of a synagogue were 
uncovered (see below). Two additional springs, ‘Ein er-Rih and ‘Ein el- 
Maglle or Hammet Selim flow in the southern part of the valley. Near the 

tancient baths have been uncovered. A 
o 

  

    

  ltter spring, remnants of magnifice 
fifth spring, the water of which Schumacher attests is good for drinking, 
flows in the north-cast comer of the valley and is called by the Arabs ‘Ein 
es-Sakhneh or ‘Ein Sa'dd cl-Fir. 

‘Space does not allow me o detail the list of travelers and investigators 
who have visited the site from the days of Estori ha-Parhi until the first ex- 
cavations in 1932. The essence of their remarks is devoted, of course, to the, 

  

    

© Kicn, Transjordan, . 31 
217 Avi-Yonsh, Palstine,p. 158, 
218 Schumacher, “Dicholan” p. 261; Schumacher, Jauldn,p. 187 
219 Sce Schumacher, “Dicholan.” p. 295; Schumacher, Jauldn,p. 151  
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description of the valley, the hot springs, and the baths. In the spring of 
1932, officials of the Department of Antiquities of the British Palestine 
Government became aware of the discovery of the remains of a mosaic at 
Tell el-Bini, and after a short check by these officials, an expedition under 
the auspices of the Hebrew University of Jerusalem, led by E. L. Sukenik, 
went out to excavate the site. The excavations concenirated on uncovering 
the structure in which the mosaic had been discovered, that is, the syna- 
gogue and its annexes, which covered an area of about 700 square mete 
“The expedition also cleaned the central part of the ancien theater that was 
found about 300 m. east of Tell el-Bani, and dug a number of exploratory 
trenches near the remains of the ancient bath at Hammet Selim.20 A short 
time after the work of the Sukenik expedition, C. . Fisher and N. Glueck 
conducted excavations at Tell el-Bini intended to examine the ancient strata 
in this tell Their excavations showed strata of scttlement there from Early 
Bronze Age LI, but the site was uninhabited from ths period until the late 
Roman or Byzantine period %! 

Because of the political and military events that took place in the region 
from the mid-1930's up t0 the Six Day War in 1967, there was a 36-ye: 
hiatus in the investigation of the site. In 1968, S. Tammari investigated the 
ancient baths and cleared the ruins of the rubble of the various Arab struc 
twres that filled them 222 During the years 1979-1982, Y. Hirschfeld and G. 
Solar excavated large parts of the baths complex** In March 1982, G. 
Foerster and P. Porat conducted further excavations in the arca of the syna- 
gogue that Sukenik had uncovered. 

In our discussion here we shall describe neither the theater—whose date 
of erection and patrons have yet to be clarified—nor the baths, for no Jewish 
finds whatever have as yet been discovered in them (according to the prelim- 
inary publications of Hirschfeld and Solar).225 We shall only point out that 
since neither the theater nor the baths are mentioned by Josephus, they were 
probably not built prior to the beginning of the second century. 

With the construction of the baths in the course of the second century 
CE. a small settlement began to flourish alongside them and remained 

  
  

      

    

    

  

      
       
   

  

  

      

220 Sce Sukenik, “Hammth-by Gadara”; Sukenik, “l-Hammeh' Sukenik,el-Hamnieh. 
221 Glucck, “Yarmtk," pp. 22-23; Glucck, “cl-Hammeb,” pp. 321-330; Glucck, 

Palestine,” pp. 137-140. 
22274 the best of our knowledge Tammari has not et published the resuls of his 

investgations. 
723 For a list of the many carly publicsions thatsppeared following these excavaion s Hirschfeld, “Hammat Gader 1. p. 514 Hirschied, “Hammat Goder 2. p 5 

report has yet (0 be publishd. 
224 Foerster, “Hammat Gader-1,” pp. 11-12; Forster, “Hammat Gader2," p. 41, 
25 Sec bove, mote 223, 

226 See Hirschfld, “Hammat Gader1,"p. 50; Hirscheld, “Hammat Gader 

  

    

  

    

  

  



DISTRICTOF SOSITA 597 

there for several centuries. The residents certainly provided services to the 
baths' many visitors. The remains of the town itself have not yet been 
avated systematically and, to our regret, in the twentieth century, buildings 

for various services to the bathers have arisen on much of it. However, the 
rabbinic sources, on the one hand, and the. remains of the synagogue at Tell 
el-Bani, on the other, make it clear that Jews were among the town’s resi- 
dents and the visitors that frequented the baths. 

Clear testimony to the existence of a Jewish community at Hammat 
Gader at the end of the second and the beginning of the third centuries ap- 
pears in B. Erubin 61a (parentheses mine): 

  

  

  

  

Tt has been taught: Rabbi (Rabbi Judah the Prince) permitted the inhabi- 
tants of Gader (=Gadara) to go down o Hamethan (<Hammat Gader) but did 
ot allow the inhabitants of Hamethan (0 g0 up (o Gader. Now what could 
have been the reason? Obviously, that the former did put up a parition 
while the later did not put up a barier. 
When R. Dimi came, he explained: The people of Gader used 1o molest the 
people of Hamethan....Then why should Sabbath be different?—Because. 
intoxication is not uncommon on such a day....Rav Safra explained: Gader 
was a town that was built in the shape of a bow. Ray Dimi bar Hinena ex 
plained: The former were the inhabitanis of a large town (=Gadara) while 
the latier were inhabitants of a small town (=Hammat Gader). 

  

   

It seems that the existence of the baths, and, concomitantly, the hospitality 
of the local Jews, drew many sages to Hammat Gader who, despite the pres- 
ence of Gentiles, came for relaxation o to seck relief for their illnesses. 
‘Apparently, they conducted Torah discussions and, amo 
termined the halakah for the local Jews. Thus, for example, in Y. Erubin 6, 
23c, we read: 

  

  

  

R Hanina and R. Jonathan went to Hammat Gader. They said: Let us wait 
uniil the Elders of the South come here 

  

Andin Y. Qid. 3, 64d we find: 
Rabbi Jonathan sccompanied Rabbi Judah th Prince to Hammat Gader 
There, there were (a Geniile and a slave who had intercourse with a Jewish 
gir), the offspring is legiimatc....R. Hama bar Hanina, on his way up o 
Hommat Gader, came (o his father. Said he to him: “Express your opinion. 
since there are disqualified (peaple or things) there that one should not 
have contact with 

     
   

  

And indeed, Hirschfeld and Solar, in their excavations in the baths, found 
much instructive evidence of the many “disqualified” there. Nevertheless, it 
seems that the Jews of Hammat Gader and the Jews who came as guests, 

  

generally got along well with the non-Jews there. One can se instructive, 
evidence of the relationships that were formed there between Jews and 
Gentiles in Y. Abodah Zarah 45b: 
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1f a person bought utensils from a Gentil...as in this instance: Rav Ami 
went up to Hammat Gader with Rabbi Judah the Patciarch and they borrowed 
silver from the house of Ossinus, 

  

From the sections quoted above and from other places in rabbinic litera- 
ture27 s clear that Jews lived at Hammat Gader and that sages visited the 
place from at least the mid-second century and throughout the third and 
fourth centuries C.E. When Sukenik excavated the remains of the synagogue 
at the site, he dated its erection between the fourth century and the first half 
of the fifth century C.E228 M. Avi-Yonah, who at the time wrote the 
“Hammat Gader” entry in the Encyclopedia of Archaeological Excavations in 
the Holy Land.? suggested on the basis of a comparison between the mo- 
saic of the Hammat Gader synagogue and that of the Hammath-Tiberias 
synagogue, to move the dating of the former to the middie of the sixth 
century C.E. at the carliest 20 Yet in the brief excavations carried out in the 
building in March 1982 by G. Foerster and P. Porat, it became clear that 
beneath the level of the synagogue uncovered by Sukenik there are two 
carlie stages in the history of the synagogue that Foerster afributes to the 
third and fourth centuries C.E.2! It turns out, then, that we have 
archacological evidence of a Jewish public complex from the third century 
up10 the end of the Byzantine period. 

Since the synagogue complex, at least i its last stage, has already been 
discussed at length by its excavator and others, there is 1o reason to repeat 
its description here. 22 But we shall present the inscriptions uncovered in 
the building, for Sukenik's readings and interpretations have been emended 
by J. Naveh™ and they contain material that illuminates the strong ties 
that remained between this site and Jewish communitics in the Galilee and 
the Golan. 

  

  

    

  

  

  

    

227 S Y. Shabbat 3, 5 4, 7 18, 16c; Y. Abodsh Zarah 2, 40s; 2, 40; Y. Terumor 2, 
41b & dic; Eclesiases Rabbabh 510, 11 . 

28 e Sukenik, “Hammath by-Gadara, " p. 9; Sukenik, “l-Hammeh,” . 170 
229 ovi-Yonsh, “Hammat Gader” pp. 469473 
30 Avi-Yonah, “Hammat Gader” p. 473 
231 e Focrster, "Hammat Gader—L," pp. 1-12; Foerster, “Hammst Gader—2," p. 41, 

And asosee his arice intis colecion ol. 1, p. 8794 
232 Sce Sukenik, “Hammath-by.Gadara'; Sukeni, "l Hammeh'; Sukenik,el-Hammeh 

Avi-Yondh, “Harma Gader” pp. 469473 
Naveh, Mosaic, pp. 54-64, Inscipions #32.35 
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Inscription #17% 
‘This dedication inscription of ten lines in Aramaic was found in the mosaic 
floor of the nave (the middle hall) of the synagogue, within a wreath be- 
tween two lions, 

According to Sukenik the inscription reads as follows: 
2 wom 

ipr o 
       

   

ot o) 
™ 
o 
T 

T 

  

TR TR D2 10 

which he translates: 
1. And remembered be for good 
2. Kyris Hoples, and Kyra 
3. Protone, and Kyris Sallustius 
4 his son-in-law, and Comes Phroros his son 
5. and Kyris Photios his son-in-law, and Kyris 
6. Haninah his son—they and their children— 
7. whose acts of chariy are constant everywhere 
8. (and) who have given here five denari 
9. (o) gold. May the King of the Universe bestow the blessing 
10. upon their work, Amen. Amen. Selah 

Naveh accepts Sukenik’s reading literally as written and only adds a few 
comparisons that were unknown in Sukenik’s day. 55 

Inscription #2356 
This dedication inscription in Aramaic of four lines was found in the mosaic 
loor of the nave, within the right part of a tabula ansata under the pair of 
lions and the wreath in which Inscription #1 was set. The inscription is 
2.58 m. in length, s read by Sukenik thus: 

' 

    

4 Sce Sukenik,“el Hammeh,” pp. 120-137, Inscripion #1; Naveh, Mosaic, pp. 54-57, 
nspion 2. 

25 see previous note. 
36 See Sukenik,“el-Hammeh,” p. 137-143, Insciption 411 Naveh, Mosaic,pp. 57-60, 

Inscrption #33 
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nd he translates it as follows: 

  

1. And rfemembered be for] good Rab (sic!) Tanhim the Levite, the s{on of 
Hallipha, who has donated one tremissis; and remembered be for good 
Monikos of Sasitha (2, the Sepphorite 
2. and [Kyros Paluicius, of (Ke)far ‘Aqabyah, and Yose, the son of 
Dositheus, of Capernaum, who have, all three, donated three scruples. May 
the King 
3. of the Unfiverse bestlow the blessing upon their work, Amen! Amen! 
Selah! Peace! And remembered be for good Y0din...of...who has donated 
three (that i, 3 scruples?); 
4. and remembered be for good the people of Arbela who have donated of 
their cloths. May the King of the Universe bestow blessing upon their 
work. Amen! Amen! Selah! 

  

  

  

In the first sentence Naveh emended Sukenik's reading of “T'5n™ to 
“s5” (=Halafa or Halfa). This name in its Greek form AXada is found in 
the Golan on a burial stone discovered in the village of Farj %7 It should be 
pointed out that forms of the name that originate in “h-1-f” root are common 
enough in the Jewish inscriptions on the Golan; in the Aramaic inscriptions 
the name 1851 is found at Mazra'at Kanaf and perhaps also in the inscription 
from Ghidriyye. In ts Greek form, AXae it appears in Inscription #3 from 
Quncita. The Greek form ANa¢0a appears in Inscription #1 from Rafid, 
while the form Akadeos is found in Tnscription #2 at Sirmén. The name. 
form a5 appears in Aramaic in Inscription #2 from Qisrin. 

In the continuation of the first line, Naveh suggests emending Sukenik’s 
reading of * 

  

    
  

    

    

    
     instead of “Monikos of Sisita (?)the Sepphorite,” Naveh suggests reading it 

“the child of Sisifos the Sepphorite.” It is interesting to mention here that 
Sukenik indeed translated the namg as “the Sepphorite” but never- 
theless also raised the second possibility that the m native of 

affireh in Jaulin." Saffireh is es-Sufeira (see Site #49 on the map on 
pp. 386-387 and the above discussion). Since the continuation of the 
inscription mentions donors from settlements near Hammat Gader such a 
Kfar *Aqabyah and Capemaum, I prefer Sukenik's second suggestion. 

As already mentioned in our treatment of Kfar *Agabyah (see above), 
Naveh suggess reading the second line of the inscription “~£3<7> 

      
   

  

  

     

  

    

237 Scc ur discusion o Far, and for the fll detils on this gravesone, see Grege and 
Urman, nscrption #136, 

8 Sukeaik, “c-Ha   imeh.”p. 140.  
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         mapy (537" as Sukenik read it. There is 
nothing in this emendation that changes the translation or meaning of the 
inscription which, according o both Sukenik and Naveh, commemorates a 
donor from Kfar *Aqabyah. 

In the third line Sukenik struggled with the reading of the line’s last 
words, p) " therefore he left spaces in the in- 
scription’s English translation. In hs discussion of this section he wrote: 

5 <> instead of “73p 
  

    

  “This phrase bristls with difficultis. The rare biblical name %, and 7 
all” are equally unsalisfactory: the latter would have (o be either 

Hebrew —or Aramaic—s> (the real name of the great second cen- 
tury scholar was, of course, x> Ra¥). 127 is also meaningless, and it is no 
help to correct it 10 37 as no place by the name of ST or LT is known. 
1tis further remarkable that the denomination of the coin should have been 
left out after 55n, though it might be meant {0 be understood from the fore- 
going to be e, It is therefore from sheer perplexity, and with all reserve, 
that 1 suggest that the mosaic-maker may have jumbled the letters, and that 
the first three words should be s 137 7. A place called 7w in the neigh- 
bourhood of the Sea of Galile is known from several passages. It is sup- 
posed to have been identical wit the site of which we arc enabled 
by the contexts in which it occurs to locate with certainty at Khirbet 
Kerak, a the southwestern comer of the Sea of Galile, just above the issue. 
of the Jordan 27 

  

  

    

        

  

        

  

  

About twenty years afier Sukenik wrote these words, P. Bar-Adon uncoy 
the remains of a Jewish public structure complex at Khirbet Kerak 
Yerah), which he defined as a synagogue dated to the fourth or fifth century 
CEM0 

Naveh suggests here, instead of 
<5557, that is, “the architect,” and instead of 

Sukenik read it, he follows Kutscher who reads “SWaK" or ‘o 
ukenik’s speculation and that of Naveh the decision is difficult, 

and the section is still in need of reconsideration. In any case, the settlement 
SR or TR (or DN as Kuischer and Naveh suggest), is to be 
soughtin the Lake Kinneret basin near Hammat Gader and not in Judaea. 

In the fourth line Naveh reads *7 7 1) that s, “the peo- 
ple of Arbela who have donated the cost of (7). 

  

  

  N, 1o complete the word as 

  

         
  

  Between   

    

  

    

9 Suken, “l-Hamneh.” pp. 142143, 
240 Sce Bar_Adon, “Beth-Yerah” pp. 5354 Bar.Adon, “Synagogue,” p. 155, Sec ako 

Applcbaum, “Beth-Yerah," pp. 181184, 
Naveh, Mosaic, p. 59, and the eference to Kutscher appeas tere 

242 Navel, Mosaic, p. 59, Naveh's reading is preferable 1o Sukenik's but see his 
hesiations and eservatons her 
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Inscription #345 
“This Aramaic dedication inscription had four lines and was lso found on the 
mosaic floor of the nave. I continues Inscription #2, and appears within the 
Teft par of the fabula ansata formed as a frameork for the two inscriptions. 
“The length of the inscriptionis 2.20 m. and it s read by Sukenik thus: 

  

And he translates it: 
1. And remembered be for good Kyris Leontios and Kyra Kalonike, [who 
have donated...denari in holnour of the synagogue. 
2. May the King of the Universe bestow blessing upon his work. Amen. 
Amen. Sclah. Peace. And remembered be for good one woman 
3. Anatoli, [who has donateld one denarius in honour of the synagogue. 
May the King of the Universe besiow blesing upon her work 
4. Amen. Amen. [Selah]. Peace. And remembered be for good the wakeful 
who have donated one rr{em)issis. 

  

This inscription is important because it is the only published inscription 
found in sit in an ancient Jewish public structure in Palestine that specifi- 
cally states that the structure served as a synagogue! Another inscription 
with expression *9,” that is 10 say, “in honour of the syna- 
gogue,” was found on a fragment of a stone column which is reported to 
have been found at Beth Govrin 2 but even if the origin of the column 
fragment is Beth Govin, it was not found in situ. My teacher and friend J. 
Naveh taught me years ago that it i possible that the term ‘synagogue’ also 
appeared in an inscription uncovered at the public Jewish structure at “Ein 
Gedi, but o this day the inscription remains unpublished and we know 
nothing of it details 245 

h argues that the name Anatolia, which appears at the beginning of 
the third line, is 0 be explained as an adjective and not as a private name, 
and that the words “w s 7" he suggests,then, be translated “a righ- 
teous woman."46 

  

   

  

  

    

      

263 Sce Sukenik, cl-Hammeh,” pp. 143-145,Inscription #1li; Naveh, Mosai, pp. 60-62, 
Inscription #34 

244 See Urman, “Beth Guvrin,”py 
245 Sqe Naveh, “Aramsic and He 246 See Naveh, Mosaic,p. 6. 

151-162 and the addidonal bibliography there. 
B 308, 
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Inscription #47 
‘This inscription was found in the northern panel of the mosaic floor of the 
nave surrounded by a frame of a tabula ansata, its length 125 m, and its. 
height 0.35 m. The inscription was written in Aramaic and in Sukenik's 
opinion its letters were set in the mosaic by a different craftsman than the. 
one who worked on the letters of the three previous inscriptions. 2 The in- 
scription contains five lines which Sukenik reads: 

  

  

and translates it 
[And remembered for] good be Ada, the son of Tanhim 
[the son of Monilkos, who has contributed one tremissis, and Yose, 
the son of Qarosah(?) and Monikos, who have contributed [one]- half 
denarius towards th{is mosailc. May theirs be 
the blessing. Amien Sellah. Peace 

Naveh's reading of the first three lines of the inscription presents a slightly 
different version from that of Sukenik: 

  

and translates it 
1. [And remembered be for) good Ada, the son of Tanhim 

2. [and his] child, who has contributed one rremissis, and Y6se, 
3. [the son of] Qrw'h and his child, who has contributed one-half denar- 

Fragments of Inscription #5 
Fragments of a dedication inscription in Greek were found engraved on a 
marble panel within a chancel screen of the synagogue. The fragments were 
found during the excavation scattered in the region of the apse, and the in- 
scription is difficult to complete. Sukenik describes the fragments and the. 

ains of the inscription that is on them: 

  

  

  

257 See Sukenik, el-Hamineh,” pp. 145-147, Inscipion #1V; Naveh, Mosai, pp. 62.64, 
Insripion 55 

248 Sco Sukenik,“el-Hamet 

  

p. 16  
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Three consecutive fragments (PL. XIIb, from a slab which was omamented 
with a wicath enclosing  shel (or rosete) and inseribed with Greck writ- 
ing, were found. Their preserved length is 46 cm., height 25 cm., and 
thickness 5.5 cm. They preserved the following letters: OCTTAPHIOPIOY; 
which is perhaps to be restored c.g. as vilos Tlapmyopiov, that is, X. the 
son of Paregorios. The name Tlapnypios (ef. 5, name of an Amora 
Yer. Ter. 476), which is equivalent to the Hebrew, &z, 1am, &1, 0vin, ., 
occurs a number of times elsewhere in Jewish cpigraphy. Apparently an- 
ather son of Paregorios is referrd o in a frther fragment of 2 slab, (30 
cm. by 14 cm. by 3.5 cm.), the legend of which may perhaps be restored 
as: Y vids Tapnlyopiov ke 7ov (. A smallr fragment (16 cm. by 19 cm. 
by 4.5 cm.) whase let edge is thinned 50 a5 0 fit into a vertcal groove in 
a pillr, is inscribed ki 76v[. Sill another (11 cm. by 16 cm. 4.5 cm.) 
bears the lettrs ov k(a). Other fragments preserved only a few letters, 
from which it is impossible to cxtract any meaning 249 

   
  

  

It should be pointed out that in the area between the theater and Ein er-Rih 
a fragment of another chancel tablet was discovered made of marble which 
may also have belonged originally (0 the chancel of the synagogue. This 
tablet fragment, published by M. Avi-Yonah, is the upper part of the tablet 
whose original measurements seem to have been: length—1.00 m., 
height—0.84 m., and thickness—4 cm.3 The tablet was decorated with a 
Tovely reief of a wreath with a seven-branched menorah within it 

Finally, let us mention a small find made by Sukenik in his excavation 
of the synagogue. This find is asignet ring with an engraved bezel, a draw- 
ing of which the excavator published 5" About it he wrote only, ®...(it) ev- 
idently served as a signet, on whose bezel are deeply incised one above the. 
other an cagle, a lion, and a serpent”5 It s hard to know if the ring be- 
longed to a Jew, even though Sukenik found another ring in the synagogue. 
which undoubtedly was a Christian’s—for upon it appears the Christian leg- 
end: Xe (that is, Xpto7¢) Borfd(e). "Avbpéa, that is, “O Christ, help 
Andrew.” Even so, we can suggest that the ring belonged to a Jew, be- 
cause we found on it an interesting combination of three living things most 
widespread in the decorations of the Jewish public buildings in the Golan of 
the rabbinic period. Can it be that this triple combination on one ring and 
the order in which they appear from top to bottom may hold an artstic idea 
which reflects the world of living things? Each domain is represented by a 
ruling animal: the eagle—King of the birds; the lion—king of the beasts on 

  

    

  

  

  

   
9 Sukcaik,“el-Hammeh,” pp. 145-149. S also Roth-Gerso, Greek Inscriptions, p. 

1523 
250 AviYonsh, “Remains,” pp. 17-19, and s espeially p. 17, 
351 See Sukenik, “el-Hammeh,"p. 160, i, 24 
252 Sukenik,“el-Hammeh,”p. 161 
253 Sukenik,“el-Hammeh." p. 160-161, Fig. 23, 
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in living creatures or   arth; the serpent—here representing the subterran 
those that live in the oceans. 

To conclude our discussion of Hammat Gader, we shall only note that 
  

the archacological investigation of this important and interesting site is not 
complete. In the future, it behooves us to continue to clarify fully the plans 
of the stages that Foerster and Porat uncovered beneath the synagogue which 
Sukenik had revealed. It is also fitting to excavate in the areas between Tell 
el-Bini and the Roman theater, and between Tell el-Bani and the baths com- 
plex, with the purpose of uncovering the remains of houses of the town’s 
residents—where we look forward to further Jewish finds 

    
  

 





‘THE GOLAN JEWISH PUBLIC STRUCTURES: 
TYPOLOGY AND CHRONOLOGY 

In my preface to this artile, I observed that the archacology of the Jewish 
communities in the Golan Heights region is still in its infancy. The re- 
mains have just begun to undergo study and 5o it would be an error 10 at- 
tempt to summarize their implications. Nevertheless, Z. Ma‘oz has rushed 
to do so in his recently written essay, “Golan,” in both editions of The New 
Encyclopedia of Archacological Excavations in the Holy Land.! The 
English-language essay provides a good example of the problems caused by 
our current lack of knowledge about the Golan, for he has presented an 
incomplete, erroncous, and distorted picture of the Jewish settlement in the 
Golan during the second-temple and rabbinic periods. In addition, he has 
proposed a typological and chronological scheme for the Jewish public 
structures uncovered in the region. His scheme, like his picture of Jewish 
settlement, presents an inaccurate portrait, But before we discuss the 
shortcomings of Ma‘oz’s scheme, we must first analyze his presentation of 
Jewish settlement in the Golan, for this distorted picture serves as the basis 
for his proposed typological scheme. 

In his survey of Golan history from the Hellenistic period tll the time of 
the Great Rebellion against the Romans (which Ma‘oz labels ‘Early 
Roman’) in light of the archacological findings, Ma'oz mentions the name 
of Judah the Maccabee only once; there is no hint of a single Jewish settle- 
ment or community in the Golan during the entire period from the time of 
Judah Maceabee until the Great Rebellion in 66/67.2 By contrast, Ma'oz 
writes extensively about the Ttureans who dwelt in the northern Golan, in 
his opinion, from the early second century B.C.E. up to the last days of the 
Byzantine period! This picture is based upon excavations that “have been 
conducted on a limited scale at only thre Tturean sites in the Golan— 
Horvat Zemel, Horvat Namra, and Bib el-Hawa.” In comparison, Ma'oz 
treats the Jewish archacological finds that were found at sites in the northern 
Golan—for example, at the same Bab el-Hawd, as well as other sites from 
the second-temple and rabbinic periods, such as $0rman and Quaeitra—as if 
they had never existed. He deals neither with the Jewish communities on the 

  

  

  

T See Ma‘oz, “Golan—I" and Moz, “Golan—2." 
2 See Ma'oz, “Golan—1." pp. 286288, Ms'or, “Golan—2," p. 534-5%, 
3 See Ma'oz, “Golan—1.” pp. 287.285; Ma'or, “Golan—2." pp. $35-536. The quotation 

s 
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Golan from the days of the conquesis of Alexander Jannaeus, through the 
days of his heirs, nor even in the days of Herod's heirs such as Philip and 
Agrippall 

In his treatment of the period he designates the *Early Roman’ (66 B.C.E. 
10 67 C..), Ma‘oz writes: “Sherds from 143 sites throughou the Golan in- 
dicate the magnitude of the settlement in the Early Roman period; many ad- 
ditional sites from the Byzantine period were probably seftled in the Early 
Roman period as well, but their remains have disappeared bencath the mas- 
sive construction of later periods.™ But despite the *143 sites,” he bases his 
description of this period primarily upon the excavations at Gamala and 
Mazra’at Kanaf. Even then, he fails to mention that they are Jewish com- 
munities, except for a brief mention of the existence of a synagogue at 
Gamala. In continuing his discussion of the Early Roman Period, under the 
heading of “The Aftermath of the First Revolt Against Rome in the Jewish 

ettlements in the Golan,” Ma*oz first reveals that there were Jewish set 
tlements in the Golan before the Great Rebellion, but then —immediately 
after the heading—he manages to massacre nearly all of them, with the help 
of the Romans. He writes: 

  

   

  

  

        

The excavations at Gamala confirmed that the site was abandoned afte its 
‘conquest by the Romans and the massacre of al its inhabitants, never (o be 
resettled. A similar picture emerges from the excavations at Horvat 
Kanaf—the occupation level from the fist century CE precedes a hiatus of 
two or three centuries in the sie’s occupation. The Kanaf villagers proba- 
bly sought refuge al nearby Gamala and met their fate there. Excavations of 
the synagogues at “En Nashut', Qasrin, and Dibiyye also testfy 1o an ar- 
chacological gap, lasting from the late frst o the early fourth centuries 
CE. Morcover, there is almost no mention of places in the Golan in the 
Mishnah or the Talmud. It would seem, therefore, that ts Jewish popula- 
tion was almost completely obliterated in the First Revolt, following 
which there was a drastic decline—if not a complete halt—of Jewish st 
tement in the region. An echo of this catastrophe can be discerned in - 
demption homily dating (0 the time of the sages of Yavnch: “And the 
Galilee shall be destroyed and the Gaulan desolate and the people of the 
border [of the Galilee] shall wander from ity 1o city and none shal pity 
them...” (Mishnah Sor. 9:16). Morcover, the Roman authorites may have 
forbidden the renewal of Jewish settlement in the rebellious Golan, as they 
did in the area of Jerusalem, with the prohibition remaining in cffect unil 
the beginning of the Byzantine period. A similar pattern of destruction, 
followed by a palpable gap in Jewish presence, has been detected in other 
distict that took part i the revoll, such 1s Peraca and Narbata. The disap- 
pearance of the Jewish population of the villages in the territory of Sussita 
(Hippos), mentioned in the Baraita di-tefumin, may also be linked 10 the 
aftermath of the First Revolt. The remains idenified by the archacologiczl 
survey at the locations figoring on that lst, such as Khisfin, Nov, and 

  

   

  

          

Mo,     Golan—1," p. 288; the quosion s from Ma'z, “Golan—2" p. 536, 
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Kefar Haruv, among others, did not include synagogues—only evidence of 
Christian occupation in the Byzantine period." 

s difficult to imagine a more mistaken picture of the Jewish setlement in 
the Golan following the Great Revolt than the one Ma'oz sketches above. I 
will not take the time to correct all his errors, but shall only indicate some 
of them in brief. 

(A) It is not true that Jewish settlements in the Golan are not mentioned 
in the Mishnah and in the Talmud. Many of them are explicitly mentioned 
by name, while other appears as part of the names of sages who were ideni- 
fied with specific Golan villages or towns. 

(B) Ma‘oz completely misunderstands the aggadah preserved in Mishnah 
Sotah 9:15 (mistakenly cited as 16). In fact, the homily speaks of the future 
which will come “with the footprints of the Messiah”"—a time which is also 
referred to as “in the generation when the son of David comes.” This 
homily does not reflect a historic situation from the past or present, but 
rather what will be when the Messiah comes. And even if we for a moment 
set aside the Messizh and the problems of the use of the term Gavlan (53) 
in this homily, the implications of Ma‘oz's statement are that in the Galilee 
as well as in the Golan no Jewish settlements remained after the Great 
Revolt! 

(C) Josephus makes it clear that only one of the three Golan settlements 
he claims to have fortified participated in the Revolt—Gamala. The other 
two, Sogane and Seleucia, finally decided not to fight and so were spared 
Gamala's fate (War IV § 4). Gamala, indeed, was laid waste and not 
resettled, but the great majority of the Jewish settlements in the Golan were 
not harmed; they remained under the protection and rule of Agrippa II. Could 
it be true that the Romans decreed “no Jewish resettlement in the 
Golan...and the prohibition did not lose effect until the start of the 
Byzantine period™? If so, we would expect to find some recollection of so 
harsh a decree in the writings of Josephus and/or the Church Fathers 

(D) No Christian finds have as yet been found in Nov (=Nob or Nab) 
Furthermore, with only one exception, none of the sites identified with the 
list of “the forbidden towns in the territory of Sisita” (not in Baraita di- 
tehumin—a term which Ma‘oz borrowed from others and is inapplicable 
here), have undergone extensive archaeological excavations.’ So it is pre- 

   

  

  

  

   

    

  

    

    

5 The quotation is from Ma'oz, “Golia—2,"p. 536 
© e Y. Sotah 9, 23bi B. Sotah 49ab; B. San,97a; S h-Shiim Rabbah 2, 13; Pesika 

de R Kahana 51, 2 Pesikia Rabbai 15, 75; Derekh Ertz Zuta 10, 59 Seder Eliho Zata 
16. For a more extensive discusion of tis homily and the question of s at, see Urman, 
Golan, pp. 1418, 

7 The exception is Khisin, wheresome small excavations have becn conducted 
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mature to declare that they contain no remains of structures that Ma‘oz calls 
“synagogues,” that i, public Jewish buildings 

Before Ma‘oz. gets (0 the Byzantine period, he addresses the situation dur- 
ing the Middle and Late Roman Periods (67-365 C.E). His discussion of 
these 300 years opens with this inaccurate statement: “As the surveys have 
produced almost no pottery from the Middle and Late Roman periods, in- 
formation about the settlement patten then is vague.” This statement is 
simply fale; shards and coins from this period have been found at over 150 
sites in the Golan in surveys and excavations (including those of Ma‘oz!) 
Following the above sentence, Ma'oz writes, “The excavations at Qasrin and 
Dibiyye exposed occupation levels from the fourth century C.E He imme- 
diately proceeds to deal with Roman Sisia and Banis. From there, through 
alengthy discussion of Roman roads in the Golan, he goes on to deal with 
the Golan of the “Byzantine period (365-636 C.E.).” Thus 300 years slip by 
for which he mentions almost no settlements i the Golan in general and no 
Jewish communities in particular. The sages of the Yavnean period residing 
in the Golan and those visiting its Jewish communitis fail to reccive a 
mention. The events of the Bar Kokhba Revolt and its results, the 
generation of Usha, the sages of Bethsaida, the generation of Rabbi Judah 
the Prince and R. Eliezer ha-Qappar,the academy at Dabira, and the sages of 
Qisrin—none are worthy of attention. Apparently, they potentialy disturb 
and undermine the conclusion towards which he is sriving, namely, that 

s did not appear in the Golan before the fifth and sixth centuries 

  

    

  

  

  

    

period, Ma'oz writes: 
The archacological data from the Byzantine period has made it possble for 
e irs time to determine the ethnic and religious identity of the popula 
tion of the Golan. Public buildings, such as synagogues and churches 
inscriptions i Hbrew, Aramaic, and Greck, and artistc and religious sym 
bols, such a5 seven-branched candelabra and crosses, provide clear guide- 
Tines o the ethno-religious map of the Golan i this period.? 

  

  

Ma‘oz apparently knows how 1o identify the continuity of the existence of 
the Tureans in the northern Golan from the Hellenistic through the last 
stages of the Byzantine period through the evidence of shards, 0 but do not 
statues and dozens of Greek pagan inscriptions found at sites throughout the 
Golan indicate these peoples” existence in the region during these periods? 
Could none of the dozens of Hebrew, Aramaic, and Greek inscriptions, and 
dozens of menorah decorations have appeared before the Byzantine period? 

   

  

& Ma‘oz, “Golan—1." p. 285; The quotton’s from Ma‘oz, “Golin—2, p. 536, 
9 Ma‘oz, “Golan—1," p. 290; The quotaton is from Ma‘oz, “Golan—2" p. 538 

(emphasis mine), 
19 e, ibid 
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According to Ma‘oz, “the main impetus for the renewal of Jewish set- 
tlement in the Golan—after it was interrupted in the Middle Roman pe- 
riod—was provided by migration from the Galilee during the fourth century 
C.E™ The problem with this statement s that Ma‘o fails to explain what 
happened in Galilee in the fourth century that led to this wave of migration, 
Nor does he explain why the destruction of the Jewish settlements in Judea 
after the Bar Kokhba Revolt in the second century C.E. produced no 
migration into the Golan, but an unknown event in the fourth century did? 

‘After Ma‘oz establishes the renewal of Jewish settlement on the Golan, 
he turns to explicate his typological and chronological scheme. He bases his 
scheme on the synagogues, that s, the Jewish public buildings that have 
been discovered there. This is what he wites:12 

  

‘Synagogues. Surveys carried out in the western part of the central Golan 
(the Lower Golan) ideniified remains of sevenicen synagogues; at eight 
other sites, architectural fragments were found from synagogues whose cx- 
act locations are unknown. 13 Four of those synagogues have been exca: 
vated: at Horvat Kanaf, ‘En Nashut, Qasrin, and Dabiyye.'* The synagoguc 
was generally the only public building in the typical Jewish village in the 
Golan.15 It was buill on the best site available, which, given the topo- 

  

T Ldem, i, 
12 Moz, “Golan—1,” pp. 290-291; The quotation i fom Ma‘oz, “Golan—2," . 530 
13 I i cear that Mao7's nambers re rroncous and misleading. Any one who reads the 

carlier chapters of thi arile will find.in the Lower Golan slone, another cight or more 
<ynagoguc” buildings. But Ma'oz's count is over increasing. He began his count of 
synagogue buidings in the Golan with only cightn 1981 (See Ma'oz, “Excavations,” p. 101 
Now, in 1993, he couns seventcen, and it sppers, thn, that he necds only ancthr twelvc 
years o reach the numbe known today: 

Her we should clarfy tha our sharp criiismin this ssay i inended irst and foremost 
0 wam againtthe uncriicl wse thata number of the important igoes in ancint y3gOe. 
Tescarch have made over the past twelve years of Ma‘os's material to support teir 
Conclusions. Se, fo example,th aricle of E. M. Meyers and G, Foerster in Levine, SLA 

Focrster, “Art). Y. Tsarr, who, in th same collction, wites an 
aticle headed “The Byzantine Seving and ts Inflance on Ancient Synagogues” (Tsafi, 
‘Synagogues,” pp. 147-157), is somewhat more careful in depending upon Ma oz—sce . 
154 note 2, as welashis comments n his aricle n this collction (vol. 1, pp. 70-56). 

4" What happened to the excavations of Sukenik and Foerser at the synagogue in 
Hammat Gadee? Here Ma'o can argue thal one should not s Hammat Gader as pat of 
the Lower Golan. But what happened (0 S. Guman’s excavations of the Jewish public 
builing at Gamals? This of course docs notbelon o the homogencous all-Byzastine picturc 
which Ma‘oz wishes to_presnt 10 us. But to where have the excavations of Kohl an 
Watzinger at Kh. od-Diklkeh snd Umim l.Qundte disappeared? These apparently 
unwarthy of mention & excavation, even thowgh lter on he incorporates the finds of these 
igs o his reatment of the synagogues when they suit the picure e s realing. 

15 Since the archacological invesigation of the emains of the Jewish commurites in the 
Golanis sl n s infuncy. it is il toocalyto decide with cetanty tha te symagogue wis. 
{he only public buidin in the typial Jewish vllge in the Golan.” Ma'oz himself admits (0 
the poseibilt, when he wites about the Jewish remains discovered at Yahadiyye and at 
Dabira, scknowledging tht 3 thes sies here were at least (wo diffrent public Jewish 
buildings. See Ma'oz, "Golan——1". p. 296.298; Maloz, “Golan—2."p. 544 
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graphical and climatic conditions of the Golan, was not necessarily the 
highest or most central point in the village. Rather, it was the highest 
point on a slope or somewhere near a spring. The Golan synagogues con- 
sttute a regional architectural group, sharing cartain common features: 
basalt ashlar masonry, thick (0.5-1 m) dry-stone walls, a single entrance 
in an ormamental facade, columns and stone architraves, an internal divi- 
sion by two rows of columns, and gabied roofs made of tiles laid on 
wooden trusses. At the same time, different subgroups of buildings, the 
work of different masons” “schools,” can be discerned, each with is dis 
tinctive plan, clevation, and carved decorations. The differences betuweer 
these schools may be attributable in part to the date of consiruction (fifth 
as opposed 10 sixth century CE), but also to the different economic con- 
straints on the builders. 

  

  

  

Ma‘oz goes on to detail the division of the Golan ‘synagogue’ into three 
“schools.” He describes the firstin the following manner:1© 

  ‘The Chorazin-En Nashut “School” includes the synagogues at Chorazin, 
Khitbet Shura, and Khirbet Tuba west of te Jordan, and En Nashut, Kh, et 
Dikkeh, Rafid, Kh. Khawkha, Horvat Bet Lavi (Wakhshard), and Khirbet 
Zumeimira in the Golan. These synagogues have richly decorated facades, 
and the gables are surrounded by convex friezes with floal scrolls in relief 
and decorated cornices. The facade is pierced by windows whose frames are 
carved with a gable with colonnettes, and sometimes also with conches and 
animal reliefs. The outer walls are decorated with pilasters crowned by di- 
agonal lonic capitals. The columns in the synagogue hall stand on 
pedestals: the lower order of columns has Doric or lonic capitals and the 
upper story has Corinthian capitals (or sometimes Doric columas without 
bases). The archilraves resting on the columns ar of the “*En Nashuf 
type”:17 an abundance of sculpture in relief, with subjects taken from the 
world of flora and fauna. Miniature animals carved in relif on architectural 
elements, such as capitals and parts of windows, are very common, 
Based on the excavations at ‘En Nashut and on some specific architectural 
detals,the date of his group has been assigned to the mid-fifth century CE 

  

  

  

   

  

  

   

The second ‘school” Ma'oz describes as follows: 
‘The Kanaf “School” includes the synagogues at Horvat Kana, Deir *Aziz 
and probably also Taiybeh. This school lacks the ornate decoration of the 
preceding school. What decoration there is i its gencrally simple style is 
concentrated mainly on the outer facade, usually around the portal. The 
‘olumns in the prayer hall have no pedestals and their capitals are Doric 
(Deir “Aziz, Horvat Kanaf) o schematic lonic (Taiybeh). Based on the 

  

  

  

16 Ma'oz, “Golan—1." p. 291 The quosaion i from Ma'oz, “Golin—2," p. 53, 
17 Here we must direet the reader'satenion once again o Ma'oz's imaginaive abily 1o 

reconsructlarge strucures out of a few remins. How many arcitrave fragments did he 
find in his “Ein Nashot excavations? Can two archirave fagmens on which ‘Abun bar 
Yose! i incised indecd be worhy of having a ‘type’ named afle them? And this in 
‘comparison with the rih find t Chorazin tht he includes i the “school” under discussion 
here? 
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Kanaf excavations, the school has been da ed to the beginning of the sixth 
century CE1% 

  

The third ‘school” 
Qisin, *Asliyy 

s that of Qistin or Qastin, and includes the structures at 
Kh. Qusbiye, and Yahidiyye. According to Ma'oz:"” 
  

    
The decoration in these buildings is concentrated on the outer entrance. All 
of them have the same type of frame around the main entrance: a convex 
frieze merges at the bottom of the doorposts with a kind of engaged pilar 
on an Attic base, and the cornice is decorated with an egg-and-dart moi. 
Within the hall the plan i uniform—two rows of columns stand on At 
bases.20 The columns have lonic capitals whose design is specific (o this 
School, No stone architraves were found in the synagogues in this sub- 
group 2! 
   ations, Ma'oz dates this ‘school” to the beginning 
of the Gth century C.E. In his opinion, *Its architectural style is not a local 
development but a new fashion that originated in western Palestine.” 
although he brings no evidence for this declaration. Ma‘oz concludes his dis- 
cussion on the typological/chronological scheme by observing, “In addition 
to reflecting these well-defined architectural ‘schools,” synagogues in the 
Golan exhibit a distinctive architectoral design within the general *Golan’ 
style, such as those at Umm el-Qantir, Salabeh, and Dibiyye." 

he typological scheme that Ma®oz proposes is not as solidly based as he 
presents it. Many of the structures upon which he builds his typological 
framework have not yet been excavated; their exact plan remains unknown, 
and their architectural details have not yet been uncovered. Even in buildings. 
that have been excavated, Ma'oz presents the reader only with the finds that 
fit his suggested building scheme. As T noted above, Ma‘oz ignores the ar- 
chitrave from the Qisrin structure (see my discussion of Qisrin, including, 
the notes). 

In the “Chorazin-‘En Nashut School,” Ma‘oz includes buildings from 
sites in the Galilee, and when he sums up his discussion of the “Qasrin 
School,” he concludes that this type was “a new fashion that originated in 
western Palestine.” The question is, then, whether it is possible to distin- 

  

  

  

     

  

  

  

      

T8 Ma'oz, “Golan—1." . 291; The quotaion i fiom Ma'az, “Golan—2." p. 539. 
19 Ma'or, “Golan—L.” . 291 The quotaion s from Ma'az, “Golan—2." p. 539 

g 

  

  e we must noe that Ma'oz exaggertes. Whence docs he Know tht “he plane is 
uniform-—two fows of colums sand on At bases”? Aftr al, except for the structurc 
Excavated at Qisin, te other srucures at “Asdlpye, Kb, Qubiyye, and Yahidiyye that re 
Seen on the surface o the area have no been excavated yet, nd there is 1o possibilty of 
Knowing thei plan and th orde ofhei colums. 

21 I thee of the four buiings Ma'oz incudes i this sub-group excations have not 
Jettaken place. Once again Ma‘oz leads the reader asray since in the excavations of the 
Structure at Qe pars and fagments of an achitave were discovered and on one of ther 
nsripion #4 ws found-—sce sbove, i our discassion of he ered at Qs 

22 Ma'oz, “Golan—1," p. 291; The quoaton i from Ma'oz, “Golan—2." p. 539 

     

  

  

    

   



  

614 URMAN 

guish a ‘Golan type’ among the Jewish public buildings in Palestine and 
Syria? According to the “common features” Ma‘oz attributes to the Golan 
structures—“basalt ashlar masonry, thick (0.8-1 m) dry-stone wall, a single 
entrance™—it is possible to include in this group not only buildings from 
the eastern parts of the Galilee but also structures in the Lower Galilee and 
the Issachar Heights. Rather than setting forth a distinctive Golan style, 
Ma‘oz has instead delineated characteristics that identify these structures as 
part of a larger regional patiern. 

More than a dozen years ago, A. Kloner set out a regional-typological 
scheme of the ancient synagogues in Isracl and explored the possible link- 
ages between such a scheme and a chronological one* He wisely included 
the little material known at the time about the structures in the Golan 
within the “Galilean Synagogues” complex.2* In his conclusion concerning 
allthe regions of Palestine, he wrote: “At the present stage of investigation 
the most fruitful method seams 1o be an examination of each building indi 
vidually. Similar characteristics are shared by buildings in the same or 
neighboring regions, but there is no chronological distinction between the 
various regional types.® 

Despitc this observation, we can see that Ma‘oz's scheme essentially 
puts the cart before the horse. He defines  ‘Golan type’ and divides it typo- 
logically and chronologically before most of the Golan sites have undergone 
complete and systematic excavations. And in Ma‘oz’s scheme, the cart lacks 
wheels, for as we noted above, the ‘wheels’ of Ma'oz's assigned dates are of- 
ten unfounded. This is particularly true for the sites of Dbiyye, 
Nashdt, Mazra’at Kanaf, and Qisrin, as I demonstrated in my discussions of 
those sits. 

Ma‘oz is not alone in his misrepresentation of our knowledge of Jewish 
settlements and public structures in the Golan region.® In L. I. Levine's es- 
say on “Synagogues” in the Hebrew edition of The New Encyclopedia of 
Archacological Excavations in the Holy Land ¥ Levine “updates’ the state 
of rescarch on the synagogues in the Golan from the 1970's to the begin- 
ning of the 1990's. He writes: 

      

  

  

  

    

  

    

  

. 1L18 
. 1215, 

ynagogues,” p. 1. 
Should note that in Mar's discussion of the “schools” he sces i the Jewish public buildings in the Golan, he wrote  secton tiled “Location of the Entrance and the Directon of Prayer’—sce Ma‘oz, “Golan—1," p. 291; Ma'oz, "Golan—2," p. $39. This secion s based upon imaginary data of locatons of Torsh arks for which no fraces have 

been found. (1 commented on his above i th sections o the relevant sites—it i not worth 
discusing frther here) 

77 See Levine, “Research,” pp. 258261 

2 See Klone, "Synagogue: 
* Kioner, “Synagogues, 
5 Kloncr, 
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The Golan. Since the end of the nineteenth century three synagogues were 
known in the Golan—at Kh, ed-Dikkeh, at Horvat Kanaf, and at Un el- 
Qunéir, whereas since the Six Day War the remains of six additional 
synagogues have been discovered here—at Qasrin, ‘Ein Nashot, Deir *Aciz, 
Kh. Zumaimira', ‘Asdliyye, and Dabiyye—as well as other cvidence 
(symbols, inscriptions) of the existence of other synagogues. These siruc- 
tures were built of local basal stone; the exterior face of their walls are 
made of ashlar siones, and the interior—of planed stones. The thickness of 
their wals run from 0.80 1o | meter; they are of dry-wall construction, ic.. 
without mortar; and are strengthened by a fill of dirt or small stones. Al 
had 2 magnificent facade with a Syrian gable and a decorated entrance. 
‘These structures generally had a single entrance (cxcept the synagogue at 
ed-Dikkeh, which had three entrances), and a few had porticos in their fa- 
cade. The interior of these buildings was uniform, generally: (W rows of 
columns (except for the Umm el-Quniti synagogue which had thrce rows 
of columas), the floors were made of slabs of stone or clay, and in a few of 
them, such as the synagogue at Qastin, in the second stage of ts existence, 
they were decorated with mosaics. With the excepton of the synagogue at 

in Nashdt, the columns had no pedestals, and in all of the structures,in- 
side the room along its four sides, there were two rows of benches. A base. 
for the Holy Ark was found in the synagogues at Qasrin and Ein Nashot 
The orientation of the enirance in these structures i not uniform: in four of 
them the entrance faces wes, in one-north, and in four, south. Among the. 
most widespread molifs n their omamentation are the cagle, the lon, the 
fish, grapevines, and the double meander 2% 

  

  

  

  

        

“The picture that Levine sketches for the reader s not only wanting, in error, 
and misleading, but apparently i intended to belittle the significance of the 
remains of the Jewish settlement in the Golan for the study of the Jewish 
people during the second-temple and rabbinic period in general, and for the 
investigation of Jewish public buildings in particular. Is it really true that 
from the end of the nineteenth century Gl the Six Day War only thre 
synagogue sites were known in the Golan? Or indeed, thatfrom the Six Day 
War until the beginning of the 1990's, the remains of only six more 
synagogues discovered?” If it has accomplished nothing else, my preceding 
discussion of over sixty Golan sites reveals this is simply untrue. 

    

% Levine, “Research.” p. 260. 
2 And here we must noe tha i the English ediion of the Encyclapedia,notonly was the 

essay writen by M. Avi-Yonsh femoved from the “Synagogues” cntry (even though it 
carsin the Hebrew cdiion which came out just  year caler)—a grave mater and we. 

regret the loss—bu also Levine wioe  diferet aricle from the one in the Hebrew ediion. 
', he cortcts the numbers ineverything rlated 0 the Golan synagogues, but continues 0 
transmit imprecise data: "Surveys and excavations in the Golan before the 1967 war 
ncovered only a few Scatered syagogue emains. However, i the subsequent twenty-fve 
years, remains of at least sixtcen buidings, and evidence of eleven others, have been 
discovered. Almost without excepion, these emains date (0 the Byzaniine period.” See 
Levine, “Synagogues” p. 1422. And o contnue, in his new article Levine wries 
“Synagogucs in the Golan, which in some ways resemble the “early” Galilean type and in 
others resemble the It type, were constrcted rom the Ffh (0 the sevenih centuies. 
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Levine generally follows Ma‘oz when he sets out the common features 
of the Jewish public structures in the Golan. However, he adds a characteris- 
tic not found in Ma‘oz: “in all of the structures, inside the room along its 
four sides, there were two rows of benches.” Clearly this sentence is impre 
cise and as yet unproven. Structures which he himself cites, such as those: 
that were discovered at Deir *Aziz, Kh. Zumaimira’, and ‘Asiliyye, have yet 
o be excavated, while it remains uncertain whether the structure at Dibiyye 
had benches along all four walls (see my discussion of Dibiyye above). 

‘To conclude my discussion, let me riterate that the archaeological inves 
tion of the remains of the Jewish communities in the Golan Heights re 

gion is still “in its infancy.” It would be a serious error at this stage of the 
research (o conclude, as do Levine and Ma'oz, that “Synagogues in the 
Golan...were constructed from the fifh to seventh centuries C.E.” The ar- 
chacological and epigraphic remains that were discussed above clearly indi- 
cate the continuity of the Jewish settlement in the Golan from the time of 
Alexander Jannacus to at least the end of the Byzantine period. The Tonic 
capitals found in the assembly building at Gamala and in the dozens of 
Jewish sites in the Golan constitute clear archacological evidence of this 
continuum. OF course, some researchers will argue that this constitutes 
‘merely a ‘conservatism’ in decorative style and not necessarily evidence of 
continuity. It seems to me, however, that a comprehensive study is required 

of the place, the origins, and the evolution of this capital in Jewish archite 
ture and decorative art in the Golan and the Galilee.*0 

‘The coming generations of researchers who hopefully willinvestigate the 
Jewish archacological remains in the Golan will face many additional chal- 
lenges. For example, it is very important to complete the excavation of the 
two early strata of the building found by G. Foerster and P. Porat in the 
synagogue at Hammat Gader, for here with complete confidence we can 
claim (at least in the third stage of the building) that we have the remains of 

synagogue. It i to be hoped that the Jewish public buildings at Dabira 
will also be uncovered soon. For among these is the single building that we 
know served as a house of study (bet midrash). The issue of the benches in 
the Jewish public construction in the Golan, whose chronological beginning 
appears in the structure at Gamala, is also worthy of basic investigation. 

  

  

  

     

  

  

    

  

  

  

p. 1423, A look at the bibliography lst tht Levine appends to his aricle, 
Whence he drew this information-—the aices of his studnt,Z. Ma'oz 

30 Here we shall only not tht in the first surveys we conductd i the Golan e 1967, 
these capitals served s an indicator of the exstence of the remains of a Jewish public 
buiding at th ste. Thus,afte we found such cspitalsat ‘in Nashdt,we continued (0 estch 
the site and found the remains of the lntel it the menorah relie and the tem with the 
Tioness relie. On the heels of these, the Jewish public building there was slo discovered 
see bove inthe chapter dealing with inds from “Ein Nashot 

  

indicates 
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But above all, it is to be hoped that the dozens of unexcavated Jewish public 
structures in the Golan will indeed be excavated, and that we will receive 
from them true dates and reliable, proper excavation reports, for without 
these, there is no typology, no chronology, and no value to archacology. 
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Kb, ed-Dikkeh: Lintel fragment with arelef of a winged female 
figure holding garlands. (Zev Radovan, used by permission.) 
Gamala: Synagogue structure, looking toward the east. 
(Zev Radovan, used by permission.)



LIST OF PLATES 

Gamala: lonic capital found in the synagogue. 
(Zev Radovan, used by pemission.) 
Gamala: Architectural item (a captal?) found in the synagogue 
structure. (Zev Radovan, used by permission.) 
Mazra‘at Kanaf: Fragment with lion elief. 
(Zev Radovan, used by permission.) 
Unnim el-Qandfir: Decorated capital. 
(Zev Radovan, used by permission.) 
Khisfin: Voussoir from a Jewish (7) public structure. 
(Zev Radovan, used by permission.) 
Khisfin: Decorated linel 
(Zev Radovan, used by pemmission.) 

‘olumn upon which s engraved Inscription #1 and a sever- 
branched menorzh. (Zev Radovan, used by permission.) 
Fig: Fragment of the door lintel with Inscription #2. 
(Zev Radovan, used by permission.) 
Fig: Door lintel with a elif of aseven-branched menorah within a 
circl, with a shofar and ethrog (). (Zev Radovan, used by 
permission.) 
Fiq: Lintel with a relief of a five-branched menorah or ‘ree of life." 
(Zev Radovan, used by permission.) 

 





  

          
     

Ia. Magdala: Synagogue Plan 

  

        
  

1d. Gush Halav: Plan of



 



 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
   

  
  

 
 

 
 

 
 

  
  

    
  

  
 
 
 
 

 
   

   
 

 
 
 



1c s in the middle of the north  



5b, e e towards the south,  



 



7b. H.Sumaqa: The eastern 
facade and the narthex of 
the synagogue.  



 



@ I Sumaqa: A collection of 
Kitchenware pottery from the early 
Middle Ages. It was discovered in 
P 12 

gogue. It was inhabited durh 
Middle Ages. 

 



 



 



 



 



 
 

 



  
12b. Bar'am: Looking at the central entranceway in the wall of the southern facade of the 

Great Synagogue structure  



   



   



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



nth century. 

ngement, fourth to 

 



 



 



 
 

 



21b. Dura Europos: David figure in synagogue reredos. Technique 2.  



 



 



 
 

 



  

 



  

    

   



26b. Dabira: Inscription #1    



Dabiira: Inscription #4  



 



sic inscription, 

20b. “Ein Nashdt: Remains of an olive-oil press in sifu  



30b. “Ein Nashot: Architectural item with the seven-branched menorah,  



 



3%, “Ein Nashot: Architrave with the inscription of *Abun bar Yose.” (Inscription #1.) 

 



33, “Ein Nashot: Inscription #2. 

83b. “Ein Nashit End of a sarcophagus i showing the decorations of a stylized roset 
< of lif.  



34b. “Ein Nashi: Fragment of a decorated door lintel  



35b. Fikhara: Pedestal showing the side vith the meander  



        36a. Fikhir 

  

ame pedes 

    
36b. Ahmadiyye: Inscription #2.



 



the southeast. e, view from, he Jevish public structus 38, Qisrin: The |  



39b. Qisrin: Smaller column base    



  
40b. Qisrin: Inscription #5, R. Abun’s grave marker.  



 



42b. Kh, er-Rafid: Sketches of architectural fragmenis.  



 



4b. et Taiyiba: Lintel,  



15b. Yahidigye: Large lintel.  



 



#7a. Kh. ed-Dikkeh: Decorated architectural items found near the remains of the public 

47b. Kb cd:Dikkeh: Lintel fragment with a relicf of a winged female figure holding 
garlands  



a: Tonic capital found in the synagogue  



19b. Mazra‘at Kanaf: Fragment with lion relict.  



50b. Khisfin: Voussoir from a Jewish (2) public structure.  



51b. Fig: Column upon which is engraved Inscription #1 and a seven. i P @ P 
branched menorah.  



52, Fig: Door lintel with a relief of aseven-branched menorah within a circle, with a shofar @ and ethrog (7) 

58, Fig Lintel with a reief of a five-branched menorah or ‘ee of life  





   STUDIA POST-BIBLICA 
KOSMALA, H. Hebrer ~ Esner ~ Chisn. Studien zur Vorgeschichte dee 

' frihchristichen Verkindigung. 1939, ISBN 90 04 02135 3 
WEISE, M. Kilzeten und lischer Bendischl i der“Ordensgel vom Toten M. 

1961 ISBN 90 0402136 | 
4. VERMES, G. Seiptue ond Tradtion in Judoim. 

» 1985, ISBN 90 04 07096 6 
CLARKE, E.G. The St Qustions o 5o bar Nin ot Patateh. Edited and 

Transiated from Ms Cambridge Add. 2017. With a Study of the Reltion- 
ship of Isho'didh of Merv, Theodore bar Kon and Isho bar Nan on 
Genesis, 1962. ISBN 90 04 03141 3 

6. NEUSNER, J. 4 Lifeof Jobanan ben Zabbai (ca. 1-80 C. 
1SBN 90 04 02130 8 

7. WEIL, G.E. ElicLii, hunanise o masorte (169-1549). 1965 
ISEN 90 04 02139 6 

8. BOWMAN, J. The Gosplof Mark. The New Chrisian Jewish Passover Hagga- 
dah. 1965. ISBN 90 01 03142 1 

11. NEUSNER, J. 4 Hisry of the s in Babylonia. Part 2. The 
Period, ISBN 90 04 02143 4 
SUSNER, J. Part 3. From Shabpur | o Shahpur 1. 1965 

BN 00 04 0214 2 

     
      
    
    
             
        sggadic Studies. Reprint       
           
        

            d rev. cd. 1970,           
         

                 
dy Sasanian 

       
            

  

    

         

          

    

  

   
   
    

    

   
   
       

   

    

  

    

    

14, ER, J. Part 4. The Age of Shahpur I1. 1969. ISBN 90 04 021469 
15, R, J. Part 5. Later Sasanian Times. 1970. ISBN 90 04 02147 7 

16. NEUSNER, J. Dalopman of a Legad. Studies on the Traditions Concerning 
Johanan ben Zakkai. 1970, ISBN 90 04 02148 5 

17 R, J. (cd). The Formation of the Babplonian Talnud. Studics in the 
{ ‘Achievements of the Late Nineteenth and Twentieth Century Historical 

 Literary-Critical Research. 1970, ISBN 90 04 02149 3 
     

  

18 D.R. The Trial o Jesws. A Study in the Gospels and Jewish 
Historiography from 1770 to the Present Day. 1971. ISBN 90 04 02599 5 

i 19. NEUSNER, J. Aphnahat ard Judsism. The Christianjewish Argument in    
Fourth-Century Iran. 1071 ISBN 90 04 02150 7 

20. DAVENPORT, G.L. Tie Exchablogy of the Bookof Jubiles. 1971 
ISBN 90 04 02600 2 

21. FISCHEL, HA. Rabbinic Lierature and Grco-Roman Phisoply. A Study of 
Epicurca and Rhetorica in Early Midrashic Writings. 1973, 
ISBN 90 04 03720 9 

22. TOWNER, W.S. Tl Rabinic ‘Ensmeration of Seiptural 
Rabbinic Pattern of Discourse with Special Refe 
Iimacl, 1973, ISBN 90 04 03744 6 

23, NEUS 
24, ASMU: 

(Homages ¢t Opera Minora, 12). 1973, ISBN 90 04 0362 
25. BARZILAY, 1. Zosh Skiomo Delmedigo (Yashar of Candi). His Li 

Times. 1974, ISBN 90 04 03972 4 
27. BERGER, K. Dicgrchische Danie-Exgee Eine 

Ubersctzung und Kommentar. 1976. ISBN 90 04 047: 
28. LOWY, S. Tie Princles of Samaritan Bie Exegess. 1977. ISBN 90 04 04925 8 
29, DEXINGER, F. Hewels Zdnuscheapokabpse wnd offn Poblen dr Apoaypik 

Jorschung. 1977. 1SBN 90 04 05423 6 

  

ample’. A Study of a 
< to Mebhilla d'Rabbi 

  

  

R, J. (cd.). The Moderm Sty of the Mishna. 1973. ISBN 90 0403669 5 
N, J.P. Sudis in Judeo-Persian Liteature. [Tr. from the Danish]    

    

    

  

   . Works and 

    

pokalypse. Text, 

     



  

        

    
        

          

      

          
      

    
        
    
        

     

   
   

    
   
   

     
   

  

    

      
     COHEN, JM. 4 Samaritan Chronicle. A Source-Critical Analysis of the Life and 

Times of the Great Samaritan Reformer, Baba Rabbah. 1981 
ISBN 90 04 06215 7 

31. BROADIE, A. 4 Sanarian Philssoply. A Study of the Hellenistic 
of the Memar Margah. 1981 ISBN 90 04 06312 9 
EIDE, A. VAN DER. The Yemenite Tradiion of the Targum of Lamentations, 
Critical Textand Analysis of the Variant Readings. 1981, 
ISBN 90 04 06560 | 

H, D. Jaws, Pagans and Christans in Conflct. 1982. ISBN 90 04 07025 7 
NMAN, RH. James the Just in the Habakiuk Pesher. 1986 

ISBN 900407587 9 
36. HENTEN, JW. VAN, HJ. DE JONGE, PT. VAN ROODEN & 

JW. W US (¢ds.. Tradition and Re-Tntepreation in Javish and Early 
Clristan Liteature. Essays in Honour of Jurgen C.H. Lebrarn. 1986. 
ISBN 90 04 07752 9 

37. PRITZ, RA. Nazane Jewish Chrisianiy. From the End of the New Testament 
Period uniilits Disappearance in the Fourth Century. 1988, 
ISBN 90 04 08108 9 

38. HENTEN, JW. VAN, BAG.M. DEHANDSCHUTTER & HW. VAN 
DER KLAAUW. Die Entstehung derjidichen Martyologe. 1989. 
ISBN 90 04 08978 0 

ON, S. Flvius Josphus on the Pharisees. A Composition-Critical Study. 
1991 ISBN 90 04 09181 5 

#0. OHRENSTEIN, RA. & B. GORDON. Economic Analyss in Talnudic Litrature 
Rabbinic Thought in the Light of Modern Economics. 1992, 
ISBN 90 04 09540 3 

41 GERA, D. The Role of Judaca in Eastern Mediteranean ternational Politics. Tn 
Preparation. ISBN 90 04 09441 5 

42. ATTRIDGE, HW. & G. HATA (eds). Eusebius, Chvistanit, and Judaism. 1992. 
ISBN 90 04 09688 4 

43. TOAFF, A. The Jews in Unbria, Vol. T: 1245-1435. 1993, ISBN 90 04 09695 7 
44. TOAFF, A. The Jews in Unbria. Vol. II: 1435-1484. 1994. ISBN 90 04 09979 4 
45. TOAFF, A. The Jaws in Unbria. Vol. 1I: 1484-1736. 1994. ISBN 90 04 10165 9 
46. PARENTE, F. & J. SIEVERS (cdks). Josephus and the History of the Greco-Roman 

Perind, Essays in Memory of Morton Smith. 1994, ISBN 90 04 10114 4 
47. URMAN, D. & P.V.M. FLESHER (cds.. Ancient $magogues. Historical Analysis 

and Archaeological Discovery 
Volume One. 1995. ISBN 90 04 10 
Volume Two. 1995. ISBN 90 04 | 
ISBN ser 90 04 09904 2 

  

  

  

ural Ethos 

  

Hi    
  

    

     

  

    

    

    
         

    
    

  





         

   
     
      
         

New York Univers 
€ Dot 

T 70 Washington Square South 
New York, NY 10012-1091 
  

  

DUE DATE DUE DATE DUE DATE 

R 
Bobst [orary|  Bbst Libra 

DEC - %998 M%l 42000 
8 

= 
X 

D‘JE Dim BSbst Librar) 
™ G © 

  

4 %)) o 

Roefilg @ osm 
st Ly oy = oh 

- — Cirgulation T~ GIRCULATIO 

o 

UE EATE SEP (s 2008 
= RA JAN 0 822006 3 %%Tg—_fl-mn 

BPBST IYBRAR' 
_______ EIRCULATION |    



- 
5 5371 

 



   


