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Semitıic Worshiıp afl Serabit e] 1m (Sınal)
' eindertDikstra (Utrecht, The Netherlands)

1904/1 905 Flınders etrıe discovered the ırst TOTO--Sınaitic inscr1ptions
the temple and of erabıt el-Khadım (Sinai).“ To date about 5() Inscr1ptions
and artefacts elated to the Semitic workers al Serabıt known. They will be
republished thıs YCal wıth 1C  S handcopies and photographs 1 OTDUS of Proto-
SIinaıtic Inscriptions CPSD} QUu! twenty provıde SOTINEC informatıiıon about
the Semitıic cult and gods al Serabiıt, informatıon 15 of ıinteres for the study of
West Semitic elıg10ns the ate Bronze Age ZypUS periıphery hıs
Researches S1Inal i1nders etrie escr1be: also SOTNC observatıons about Semitic
worshıp and around athor temple at Serabıt thıs ould 1ke to
discuss hıs observatıons and IEVICW the gods and cult at Serabiıt the lıght of the
eXTIS and artefacts found far

Ba alat the OW goddess
The cult of the temple al Serabıt first and foremost the cult of the gyptian
goddess (0)8 and her paredros thıs of Egyp periphery, the Lord of the
kastern Desert, opdu The Semitıc worshıppers at erabıt (0)8 by her
West Semitic Name and tıtle Ba alat Ba alat WAas the fırst word and Name
discovered by Gardıiner the INSCYPUONS The frequent usec of her Name the
Inscr1pt10Ns 15 clear evidence of her PTOMIMNNENCC al Serabıt e] Khadım
probabılıty, thıs Ba alat manıfestation of the Ba alat of Byblos (b gbl
Itu “ "Gubla  . TUC), also known and worshipped ı kgypt ht.hr nbt
N(y) S111CC the Kirigdom.4 Quite number of gyptian funerary exTts
mention athor, the mistress of Byblos mortuary goddess
Thıs 1alsSscs the question whether the Ba alat of erabıt 15 but ocal Semitized
manıfestation of gyptian (0)8 ocal umen identified wıth athor The

hıs Was presented al the Fourteenth Internationa eeting of the Soclety of Bıbliıcal
lterature Irmıity College Ireland 21-24 July 1996 Professor ans-Peter üller
invıted publısh it the Zeıtschrift Althebraistik introduction for the publıcatiıon of
the Orpus of roto-Sıinaitic Inseriptions (Note 3) Only few essential 0O0InNOotes ave een

the orıgınal
Flinders 1e Researches 1nal London 1906

lan Biggs Meindert Dıjkstra, ‚Orpus of Proto-Sinaitic Inser1iptions (CPSI) OAT 41
ünster 1997 hI1s based Chapter of the Oorpus

Gardıner The gyptian rıgin of the phabe JEA (1916) 15 Bleeker athor and
Thot Leiden 1973 Ta
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gyptians CcE Sa  Z the Ba alat of Byblos 4S foreign avatar of OTr The
ex1istence of close Cu. and commercı1al contacts the 1ddle Kıngdom
suggests that the cult of the Byblıte (0)8 Ba alat INay also ave found 1fs WaY tOo
Egypt early the 7nd Millennı1um through MmMarıtıme ade and cultural
exchange, happened durıng the Ind Intermediate wıth Ba Saphon, sımılarly
patron ofarıners> The cult of Ba alat al erabıt probably introduced
from Egypt by gyptian expeditions that included Semitic craftsmen ase. Egypt
T here 15 evidence for the assumption that the Ekgyptians aft erabıt imposed theır
athor cult ocal umen wıth specıfically Semitic cult despite ocal
peculıarıties noted about her cult Z erabıt etrıe for argued that the
rıtuals there WEeIC Semıiıtıc Cılıng four egedIiy dıagnostically un-kgyptian practices
the offering of burnt sacrıfıces hıgh places the dedicatıon of conıcal stones
elaborate ablutions and the custom ofvisıling chrines CCCIVC oracular dreams
Certamly evidence for these praclices Semuitıic rel1g10ns eX1STSs but whether they
WeIC bserved erabıt 15 less certaın The evidence for burnt offerings al erabıt
(the ash ayer eneal the 1 8th-Dynasty emple) 15 not conclusıve. Campbell
Thompson proposed, LNOTC prosaically, that the ash-bed the CcINaılns of the
expeditions’ camp-fires, and the potsherds wıthın it Support thıs alternative./ For
etrie’?S second allegedly un-Egyptian practice (the dedicatıon of conıcal stones), the
princıpal OU! relates tO the evidence at erabıt ıtself. The tWO conıcal STtONES
illustrated by Petrıe (and of unclear provenance) trongly resemble the

VOLLVES athor and opdu The matter of ablutions and oracular dreams 'ould
consıderation at greater en: Let ıf suffice tOo refer the Orpus

partıcular etrie suggestion that the enclosures WEIC sed for oracular dreams has
been refuted by several Ccholars Many cholars notably Albrıght ough these

circles O be burial Callils (broken INnTtO antıqur Xplorers after etrie
found at least 1ve of the proto Sıinaıltic inscr1pt10ons insıde Just such CalIrns NC Miıne

recent archaeological SULVCY of the Charles de Gaulle Universıty of has
cshown that distinction should be made between enclosures and shelters sed
temporary bıtats, admınıstration T: and storehouses the ON hand and
commemoratıve “Calrns’, sometimes marke. by stelae and offering tal  es, the
other. There 115 118 Oou the essentially gyptian character of the Serabıt
temple, ıts goddess and ıts tes Sınce (0)8 Wäas the goddess responsıble for
I1SS10185 abroad, the ONSTITUCLO of temple her S1naı probably essential
ady of the JT urquoise” 15 ONC of al least twenty-four epıthets eferring LO rCcg101S
and o STONES and metals Interestingly, the tıtle ady of the Turquoise
presumably acquıred because of the assoc1atıon wıth erabıt e] Khadım later
adopted Z shrines unconnected wıth Lurquo1lse INNS, namely 1ımna (strictly

Bıetak, Zur er! des Seth Von Avarıs gypten und Levante (1990) CSD 10f.
Dıjkstra The Weather-God I|wo Mountaıns 23 (1991) y ıth references
1e Researches 186-189
Campbell Oompson Gardıner Peet The Inscriptions of 1nal

Iranslatıon and Commentary (edited and completed by erny), London 1955 45
Chartier-Raymond et al Les SIfeSs 1NIeETSs pharaon1ques du Sud-Sınai uelques es

observations de erraın (1994) NT CSP 58171 76f
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Semitıc Worship at Serabiıt el-Khadım

COPPCT-MMNUN: sıte), and Abu Hassa the eastern elta (a New Kıngdom
shrıne the Turquoise oad Sinai) probabılıty the Egyptians inıtiated the
cult of Hathor ı Sınal they did ı 1ımna before Asıatıc involvement.
However Semiuitic craftsmen IN the kgyptian expeditions brought theır
Ba alat OTr Textual and iconographıica data confirm certaın SYNCIASIS of
Hathor Ba alat from the Semitıic sıde Her Semuitic titles CADICSS predominant
posıtıon the cult and also motherly character The tle adattu”* ınaı 375
AP3) femımnıne of adanu”* / adon 15 used OMNCEC for her IT 15 used for Ba alat of
Byblos and Astarte 1 Phoenicıan exXTts of the Ist Miıllenn1um 2 4: 29
OCCUTI'S also 1 Ugarıtic perso: NaINCS, partıcularly female nämes.l ) In Ugarıt and
elsewhere 1 the Levant, ıt sed respectful tıtle for the heavenly matrıarch
Iso the tıtle S{ Sıttu”* °  29 epithet {tO Asherah and S  at Ugarıt,

Ba alat at Serabiıt, ıf May that che 15 meant Dy the epiıthet S{ Ihnn
(SIEtu labandni”* ) y of the Lebanon” (Sınal 35} The epıthet does NOT
OCCUTLr thıs form 1ı YOUNSCI X  ' but ıt 15 comparable 118 Ba al of Lebanon

IX ] * Strt  - wlitnt nn and sımılar names.l ! The epıthet 15 perhaps
further evidence that the cult ofBa alat at erabıt Camnlec from the Lebanon
The motherly ature of Ba alat 15 expressed Dy the epıthet arhatu”* “CowWw Goddess
OMNCC ombined wıth adattu* ınaı 353 S1ınal 3775 3° perhaps also
Sınal 2852 epiıthet that she shares wıth SOMNC other mother goddesses the
ancıent Near ast I general, but especlally wıth OT. Hathor ı15 often depicted ı
bovine form 1 gyptian 1CONOgraphy, includıng Serabit. !“ The bovine 1IMAaSCIYy f
the mother-goddess though unıversal ONC, partıcular 1gnificant element

Giveon Ihe Impact of Egypt Canaan Iconographical and Related Studies OBO
Göttingen 1978 66 Iso Kom Abu-Bıillo the western ynası and the
Alexandrıa Sarapeum (Ptolemaıic) Giveon pac! 606f.

As such Iso NC attested for Asıatıc WOomMan dwtw Second Intermediate Egypt,
pBrooklyn 35 4406 VSs 15 SCn Chneıder Die semitischen und ägyptischen Namen der
syrıschen Sklaven des apyrus Brooklyn 35 1446 19 (1987) 264 Dıjkstra, Adat,

der 10orn ei I (eds ), 1ct1onary of Deıities and Demons the Bıble eıden-New
York-Köln 1995 Col

In all three iInstances It CONCETDNS cult outsıde the ome COUNIrTYy of the gods mentioned The
Jement Ihnn seemingly has function simılar SN h‘ SM ere d temple of Ihnn

(Cyprus). and there WEeIC emples and chapels ofBa al Saphon ı Transjordan (D I spn
KIU 10929), perhaps Iso dreı der and ‘ Ashtarorth Qarnaım tell ashUart, if the

stele firom Sheikh Sa Was dedicated [Ba al] 1yanı  » |lord|] of Saphon Stadelmann
Syrisch-Palästinensische eıten gypten Leiıden 196 7 45{1.); Kasl0os aal Zephon
Tahpanhes and the arbour Prw nfr of Memphıis Egypt al  e  ann iıbıdem 3747 de
Moor col 712 1€] gypten und Levante (1990) 10f. Dıjkstra, Z (1991)
127

On blocks from the temple che depicted COW suckling the kıng Inal 337 and
Giveon Impact, 23-24 About her bovıne form and nature, ssc urker The ods and
Symbols of Ancıent Egypt Illustrated 1ct1onary, London 1980 58f athor LexAg
{l ols CSD 025 Frankfort, Ancıent ‚gyptian elıg1on New ork 1948 15
Brunner Tun!  ge der altägyptischen elıg10n Darmstadt 1983 211 S  at and Asherah
the weit-nurses of gods and kings Ugarıtıc mythological 'adıtıon (KTU 15 26ff. 23 741
61f also Caquot Sznycer Ugarıitische elıgıon Leiden 1980 pl XXIX)
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of the Hathor-1conography. therefore not surpr1ise tOo fınd thıs image of
(0)8 Ba alat Cow also in the Semitic cult of Serabit and Timna.
If thıs Semitic Ba ’ alat indeed be genulne Canaanıte goddess, it WOU. be of
interest define her character INOTC closely from her Levantıne ackgroun!
(0)8 Ba alat of Byblos. For INOTEC detaıled men! of thıs 1SSUE, refer agaın

Corpus the past, cholars identified athor Ba’alat dırectly wiıth
Canaanıte Qudshu-Asherah and even the Egypto-Asıatic goddess Ods(t)
Qadesh(tu)* However, it ould be hazardous eimne the character of Ba’alat of
Byblos and Serabit the basıs of the cult of Ods(t) INn Egypt Her posıtion and cult

quıite different irom that of Qudshu Asherah Levantıne tradıtion, 4S for
instance al Ugarıt Because of her deferential tıtles and bovıne assoc1lations OTr
Ba ’alat at Serabit also far removed from the erotic symbolısm of the Qudshu
goddess 10N, snakes, caprıdes, lo'  S, flowers eic:) Moreover, beside Ba’alat there

goddess “'I“he Lady of the Serpents” the alphabetic XTS of erabıt
The question arses whether the Namle and posıtion of thıs goddess COU. ave
earıng thıs problem.

EL the Grey-(harred) One

The divıine Namnle and tıtle 7 15 second equenNCY after b”1t about S1X
tiımes, three times dıviıne 1ainlec (Sınal 3500 F Sinal 363 20:4; eıt S  eh

46) and perhaps three times In personal amnecs ulın 34; utin
1932, 200B 35; Gerster ASSUINEC that all instances LI1C: the god El, the
head of the Canaanıte pantheon. In Sınal 350 Z he 15 assoc1lated wıth partıcular
place of worshıp Bet Gan, but the place NaINeC, ıf read correctly, Cannot be
identified wıth certamty. Sınal 363 20, perhaps received cultic object
votive oift One stela e1 .  eh 46) apparently contaıned only El’s 1alle

o  eIY, the °el du olam “El ofEternity”, 1C Cross, Albrıght et alıı found
Sınal 358 15 Cannot be maıintained Later collatıons of the text proved thıs

rendering impossıble.
The character of at erabıt 15 nNOoTt al clear. Albright suggested his fi  S
decıpherment that the epıthet °Mercıftful (One’ efered 18 the god Though
uggest eadıng thıs epithet Sibalti)* Grey(-haired) Une‘. thıs epıthet
MaYy indee: refer EL, the specılal manıfestation of al erabıt. The Semites
al Serabit represented theır in the form of Ptah of emphıs, done in
Egypt  14 The epiıthets ° Ancıent ÖOne’, OT! of years’, OT'! of ernıty irequently

13 Dıjkstra, "Olam in the Sınal?, ZA  < (1987) 249f.
Despite the dentification of the cCreator god and artısan Ptah ıth Ugarıtic tradıtion,
Gese et alıı, Die Religionen tsyrıens, Altarabiens und der andäer Dıe Relıgionen

der Menschheit 10,2, Stuttgart-Berlin-Köln-Mainz 1970, 148; Albright, 'WEe| and the
ods of Canaan, London 1968, 193{f.; but SCcCC Iso Caquot Sznycer, Textes
Ougarıitiques L, ythes et Legendes, Parıs 1974, 99) ere aIc indications that the Egypto-
Canaanıte dıtıon and WEIC assımilated, In partıcular the PYTUS, 1C
takes the posıition of head of the ennead ese, 6 , Stadelmann, yrisch-
Palästinensische Gottheıiten Agypten, 127) and S  at werTe the auU;  ers of Ptah, and
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Semitic Worshıiıp at Serabit el-Khadım

18 CONsonant wıth El’s IMAagc (Canaanıte tradıtiıon Ihe spec1
manıfestation of South-of: his-W.: the ancıent creator-god of Memphıs Was

indeed worshıpped the temple of Serabiıt The steliform pane]l S1nal 351
includes {to the rıght of columns of text the ell known statue of hıs
chriıne 0Ug the inscr1ption ıts present state 0€es not reveal clear connection
between text and P1' the p1C  c of hıs shrıne May ave been closely
assoc1lated wıth the Nanmnc 7{ bsnm “the Lady of the Serpents and that the dıvıne Dalr
of and hıs CONSOIT therefore represented thıs stela other
stelae

udshu(?), the Lady of the Serpents
Some of the gods of erabıt not mentioned by Namne but known through
epiıthet of type that apPpPCals frequently Ugarıtıc and ancıent 'aDıic exXTISs. They
consıst of demonstratıve PTONOUNJN wıth NO added ı construct state The latter ı15

often toponym OT specıial attrıbute, du-sS-Sara DuSara/Dusares’, dat ran
‘Lady of (also known b< Gdrn); du Samawı OT! of Heaven)’. Divıne
epıthets ormulate! thıs princıple from North-West Semuitic relıg10ns
Ugarıt dpid °‘the Benevolent One El) dkbkbm °the Lord(s) of the Stars and Marı

-Hatn Well known the Old Testament zen “the Lord of Sınal  29 udg
Ps 68 and zehnh salom “the Prince of Peace” Micah rıgh' deserves

the credit for havıng discovered thıs Lype of epithet the proto-Sinaitic
° Two of them rather ell establıshed, because they attestedinscriptions.

several mes discussed the epithet Sibati* °“ The Grey(-haıred) One” above
(Sınal 360 17 S1inal 361 18) Zzalt basanım* (Sınal 351 S1ınal 353 10:1
S1ina1l 3600 S1ınal 361 18 and galuni* (Sınal 353 3); wiıll NO

discuss
First the epıthet zal basanım”* hıch suggest translate ady of the two)
Serpents” Albright suggested nıtially identification wıth Qudshu sherah,
who identified wıth athor Ba alat because of the udshu-
representations Egypt 15 that stelae from kgypte plaques from Egypt and
Palestine and SOMNNC pen from Ugarıt and elsewhere sShow ude goddess wıth
ONe 0)8 [WO snakes hıch she either ONC hand OT ONC each
Because INOTC OIlC serpent often depicted prefer to read the epithet :

udshu his SDOUSC Consonan:! wıth the Canaanıte tradıtion (Note Z The bow/l of Sen-nefer
(TUAT 1/6 540f. dedicated the temple of South-of: his-Wall at Memphıs contaıns
OS! Canaanıte pantheon nat Resheph Qudshu)
15 Höfner Altsüdarabische Tammal Sna! 1976 42{t idem, 240f£f.
ese kınd of epiıthets alternate wıth 0Se of the !/b It nouml toponym Wıth Albright
et In translate such epiıthets by °the One of. the Lord/Lady of

‘the offerer dt °the Serpent Lady °the Mercıful One (Ptah El); °the
Lord of ackals Anubıs) and gnt *the Lord of the W ine-press (Shesmu) Albrıght, TIhe
Early Alphabetic Inscriptions irom Sıinal and theır Decipherment, 110 11948] 161.); the
last three WEIC first note: Albrıght The Proto-Sinaitic Inscriptions and theır
Decıpherment, arvard Theologica Studies X XII London 1966 1969 2022
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bsnm ady of the two) Serpents”. 17 If ook for goddess to identify wiıth the
divinıty escribed ı thıs epıthet, the gypto-Semitic goddess Ods(t) Qudshu ı15

the MOST eIy andıdate Neıther the epiıthets, NOT the iconography of Ba alat
Or the gyptian qat erabıt favour the dentity of these goddesses.
Sımilarly, nothing the alphabetical SUppOrts the VICW SCC the SAaInc

goddess Ba alat and the “Lady of the Serpents” On the COontrary, SOMNC of the
Inscrı1pl0onNs apparently mention them dıstinetive goddesses (Sınal 351 &: Sınal
353 10) Qudshu Asherah construed ASs El’s wiıfe gypto-Asıatıc
tradıtiıon Also erabıt they closely connected ONC another rTECC1IVIN£ the
offerıng of sheep

Resheph(?), Lord ofGN

S1na1l 353 10 male dıvinıty galuni* “the Lord of GN” 15 mentioned The
word 2n could INEC: garden, court OL, EVecn (holy) precınct, emenos’. sugges
connect thıs epiıthet Cmanıfestation of the god Resheph known FSD
SR R  A N  aSap Gunu(m) , the Resheph, of Gunu OUun!| Eblaıitic and Ugarıtic
éources.l $ It i15 not entirely clear whether the tOoponym 15 indeed geographical ON

denotes partıcular temple, of temple cultic installatıon. Ugarıt,
on the shape of ı1on-heaı WAas presented tOo thıs Resheph votive

62) and admınıstratıve text ral of {Oo Astarte and Resheph-of-
theır respectıve emples (RS 16 179 219 Thıs 15 significant for

Byblos possessed temple of Resheph ul temple for Ba alat OTr
from the 1ddle Bronze Age
Numerous 0Ca. eshephs known from 3rd Milllennı1um Ebla, from the 7nd
Miıllennıum Orıte personal aIinlecs and Ugarıtic rıtuals, and the Ist Miıllennı1um
Phoenicıian-Punic exts The cult ofResheph wıde--spread ı the Levant. arly ı
the New gdom, it also introduced into Egypt The of specıal
manıfestation of esheph ı Sinal ı the envıronment ofOT Ba alat does not
COIINNC Resheph most Ce her paredros al Byblos So why nOot
al Serabiıt ifher cult uenced by the Byblıte OTr Ba alat? The epiıthet
dt rht ° Warrıor of the Lady COow Goddess found ONCEC COU. imply reference
Resheph. Perhaps the Semitic workers SV ıdentified Resheph wıth the ° Ası1atıc"
form of the warrior-god opdu al Serabıt. Resheph’s warlıke ature 15 p  1cularly
ell attested 1 Egypt.  20 Why thıs ‚pecıal manıfestation °"T’he Lord of GN/Gun:

We INdaYy ere comparable epıthets garı qarnm dnb °‘He-wI! he-two-horns-
and-the-tal KIU 114 2127 Isnm/dnbtm Y am-wiıth the forked-tonque/wı the-forked-tail’
KIU 834-5‚ and Old JTestament baal haqqarnayım (Dan cT. uranıc du-Il-gqarnayn)
and the toponym asfröt (Gen

00  S Pettinato, Ugarıtic FSD and Eblaıte LD gunu(m)“, Orılentalıa (1977)
230-232:; for 1Tieren! ODHNMNON, SCC ella, "Le jeu Rashap Ugarıt’, 29- 779-„8()
1983 |) n

Reseph DDD ols 1324 1330 CS 1326
Especılally SINCEC the adoption by enophıs I1 SCC Stadelmann YyT1SC| Palästinensische

Gottheıten ın Agypten CS 5761 Gese RAA  Za 143 ella, DDD Col 1326
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Semitic Worship Serabit el-Khadım

worshıpped by the Semites of Serabiıt remaıns unanswered question. As
chtonic deity, Resheph closely assocılated In the Levant wıth e9] and
netherworld, identified wıth the Mesopotamıan pest-god Nergal from ancıent times.
Since the Ramessıd erO0| Resheph ealer-20; became especlally assoc1ated
wiıth Qudshu’s cult in prıvate Egypto-Asıatic plety. If Resheph al erabıt ST1
assoclated wıth Ba’alat OT, thıs point o date early the New
gdom.

S  at

The stelıform pane]l Sıinal E contaıns text mentionıing the goddess s  at.
The stela in the form of shrıne OT the facade of shrine contaıns also SOINC vestiges
of pCETSON either adoring OT offering the deıty The ela perhaps put al Rod
- Alr tO mark the entrance of the holy arca for the Semitıic communıty. f } the
inscri1ption u: that S  at goddess worshıpped In the arca, perhaps
dentical wıth the goddess Ba’alat OTr herself, 15 supporte by the text
the Squali statue Sıinal 346 2 ıf allowed 118 read her Namne ere pseudo-
hıeroglyphically n.t instead of If thıs readıng be accepted, it remaıns unclear
whether the Namne sed kınd of epıthet of Ba alat, OT that, conversely,
b'lt sed Anat’s tıtle er interpretation: ..  she who 15 present, OT °the Anat‘’
In thıs great temple”, 15 possible.“” Such iıdentification of Ba’alat OTr wıth
S  at at erabıt 1S probable in the lıght of Levantine-Egyptian evidence. Ihe L[WO
elated by theır bovıne imagery In text and 1conography, ın partıcular 'eti-Nur:
of the kıng Egypt, her cult became indıgenous the Ramessıd er0| but her
1Nailec aDPCAaIS at earlier date In royal Nammes of yksos The temple of Ba’ al
Seth al Pıramesse, hıch also s  at had her chapel, had Canaanıte predecessor
at Avarıse el-Da! a)

Abıb-Malık

New the alphabetic 15 the Nainlec of ”bh mik 1 the king’ OT, 1b-
Ma f epithet, the word mlk ‘kll'lg’ denotes ere male 1V1Nı Kıng bıb
COU. be deified Cestor 0)8 mıinor god ng else 15 known about
Alternatively it 15 the NaIinlec of bınomi1al deıty 1b-M: Thiıs ould assoclılate
bıb wıth Malık, chtonıc deity known irom great number of ancıent Near
Eastern SInCe the 3rd Millennium.  22 Ihe oraffitı Sınal 34’7 14 verT., In hıch
the Nanlec 15 found, 15 perhaps short PIayCr protection for deceased
members of the Semitic communıty.

Dıjkstra, The atue Sınal Nr. 346 and the Trıbe of the Kenites, In Augustin Kı al}
(eds.), » Wünsche: Jerusalem Frieden«. Congress Jerusalem 1986, BEAIAJ 1 C

Maın Bern New ork Parıs 1988, 95, SS discussıon CPSI, 1nal 346°2
GE M’ Roberts, The arlıes) Semitic antheon, Baltımore-London 1972, 42f.; H.-

Müller, I  9 Col 965; Heider, The ult of Molek; KReassesment, JSOTSupp! 4 ‚
Sheffield 1985, 1 14ff.; VYA: Müller, Malık, DDD, ols parallel of mik
could be FSD mik PRU 27 KIU 82:61, but unfortunately the ‚OntexTt 15 broken
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Ba’ al

The Canaanıte weather-god Ba al aphon 1S conspicuously absent the eXts of
Serabit. We fınd ha al eophorıc element of personal amnecs eroglyphıc

(Aper/Abdu-Ba al S1ınal 423) and proto-Sinaıitic (yhnb’I Sınal 367 24,
b'Itm Sass 48 OT, but NOT clear attestatıon of worshiıp of Ba’ al the
Semitic communıty. The amnes alone Cannot that the Ba’al excellence 0)8
EVecn another Ba known at erabıt The absence of Ba’ al In the Semitic cult
of erabıt 1S prımarıly explicable by the promiınent posıtıon of opdu the gyptian
paredros of OTr Ba’ alat. addıtiıon Ba ’ alat AaPPCAIS 18 be assocı1ated wıth
*1 ord of the) GN” al erabıt If thıs de1ty 15 form of Resheph, the cult of Resheph
ould SCCI1N to ave arrıved Sinal before the advent of the Syrian Ba dıd the
Levantıne Ba’ alat. The cult of Ba’ al Saphon brought to Egypt by saılors and
craftsmen, who settled in Avarıs Pıramesse and spread durıng the New gdom
tOo the arbour ofPrw nfr (Memphıs) and places the differents roads Palestine
and Sınal TIhe Syrian Ba’ al became prominent during the Ramessıid er° As
such, he appCAars hıs gypto-Asıiatıic outfıt also the Dynasty stela of
Mentu-Nakht at Serabiıt. Ba al’s cultic absence in the Semitic inscr1ptions 15 eıther
accıdental, could taken ar%  LUmM sılenti0 pomung O DIC-
Ramessıd date for the inscr1ptions.

O therdeıties

ther deıties and divıine ames and epıthets incomplete, uncertain do nNOoTt exıist
al The Namnec Astarte 15 suggested for Sınal 349 67 but ortunately
incomplete. The Naillc Onmn (Sass 48 vert) might contaın the gyptian diviıne
Nailec Amun/Miın. The phrase (38 Starr 1936 pL.9, 18) could denote 1g
of em: demons (ginndtu”). ‚AaSUY the of Sınal 345 IMNay ımply certaın
veneratiıon of Kıng Snofru, f ıt 1S hıs 1annle that wriıtten between the paws of the
sphinx,“” but actıve particıpatıon hıs cult at Serabıt 1S dıfficult to The

of Phoenicjan-Punic Int “Tinnıit/Tannıt) 15 hıghly improbable al thıs early
stage (Sınal 347

SUMmary
Gardiner’s d1scovery of the Laillc of Ba alat stelae and votives al Serabit
indicated that the religı10n there of Semitic type Thıs basıcally Semitic character
has been CO Dy other Semitic amnes and epiıthets of Ba’ alat and other gods
of Levantine PTOVCNANCC. Names such EL, the Lord of (Resheph?), S  at and

23 The rendering remaıns uncertaın, though plausıble, (  e, Researches, 129; Gardıner, JEA
(1916) 2’ Sprengling, phabe 28f. Figs 1-3) Personal collatıon of the sphinx dıd NOT

reveal anythıng INOTITC than pigmente: *sickle’ insıde rude serekh, 1C. COU| be of
nNOofru’s Dame.
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the Lady of Serpents udshu put clear C'anaanıte stamp the worshıiıp of
the Semitic craftsmen of erabiıt. However, thıs does not INC: that identify
thıs ocal cult wıth ONC of the better known West Semitic rel1igi0ns. spite of the

of the ell known dıvine couple Ba alat and Resheph from anon, there
15 evidence that the cult at erabıt mıxed affaır, contamıng elements of
Egypto-Semuitic or1g1n. Also certaın South Semitıic influence 15 attested in the usec

of epithets, consisting of demonstratıve DTONOUN connected NO OT toponym
1n the genitıve CAası (z Sbht El; esheph?; VAR bsnm Qudshu) bıb
presumably umnmnen of 0Ca. trıbal or1g1n, perhaps the ancestor of the trıbe
identified Malık god gyptlan divıne Names do not in the texts, but the
epithet "arhatu* °COW Goddess for Ba alat clearly reveals the Egyptian influence of
the Hathor-iconography.
Semuitic worshıp al erabıt not primıtıve desert cult, but ocal manıfestation
of the INa 2nd Millennı1um C‘anaanıte cults, ncluding SOINC aspects of trıbal
relig10n. Though involvement the cult of athor in the gyptian temple 15 implied
by dedicatıon of votives, the dally cult of the Semitic community took place theır

gannu*, sacred precinct somewhere 1IC:  2 the Miınes and Theır tes knew
bloody and bloodless sacrıfices, and several stelae cCcCommemOTat! donations and
sacrıfıces for otherwıse unknown 0OCCas1ons. Some of the stelıform panels WeIC

perhaps funerary stelae. Officı1ants of thıs 0Ca cult WeTeC probable the trıbal C  efs,
because there 15 evidence that the community served by profess1ion:; priest.
The exXTs ell us ext o nothing about other cultıc activiıties lıke festivals, oracular
consultatıon and One OT ImMay be ofmagıc nature, Conjurıng spirıts

prayıng for protection ınaı 35/ The 1CONOgraphy 1S VE much Egypt-
orlentated, lıke the pıctographic character of the Serabiıt scr1pt itself, but the gods
worshippe: and the rıtual definıtely Semitic.

sketch 1ıke thıs remaıns incomplete because the CX OPDCH tO multıiple
interpretations at Manı poinnts. The few data gleaned from and artefacts sShow
that the worship of the Semuitic communıty remaıned essentially E gypto-
Canaanıte affaır wıth atavıstic elements In the sphere of the super10r cult of athor.
Sınce thıs anaanıte trıbal cult influenced iconographically and conceptually Dy
ıts Egyptian enviıronment, it iındeed be un1ıque product of tiıme, place and
symbiosıIs. Egypto-Canaanıte or1g1n for thıs seemıingly migrant STOUD of
craftsmen, apparently serving the gyptian expeditions Sınal during the New
ngdom, 1s therefore T1NOTC lıkely than recruıtment and employment of ocal
Sınaitic trıbe
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