
TIhe heophorıc ements yw and ylhıw in Proper Names
in Eıghth-Century Hebrew Inscriptions an the
Proper Names at Kuntillet Jru

Mastıin (Cambridge, A

C'ross and Freedman note that iın udahıte, by and arge, the fuller form lof the theo-
phorıc element| yhw Was preserved Iın PFrOpCr names!|], whıle in the North, the he
had already been lost. They add that "some mixing of the forms WOUuU have
been inevitable’ .! oug! ıt 1S generally agreed that thıs posıition 1S Correctl, G1ns-
berg claıms that °the spelling wıth ına _yw 15 evıdently erıterion of ABC, nNnOTt of
locality”,“ and Avigad and Sass Sa y that °rather than eing trictiy geographica
(Israel), thıs Ispelling]| INay also have had chronological dimens1ıon eıghth CCNMN-

tury)’.> The DULDOSC of thıs artıcle 1S, fırst, assemble and evaluate the evidence for
these [WO spellings ın the e1ghth century B and, secondly, fo consıider ıts relevance
for determinıng whether the INCN whose AdIc recorded al Kuntillet Jrud Cainlc

from Israe]l 0)8

In the eı1ghth century the spelliıng 1S oun In 1Cc COMMEC from the kıng-
dom of Israel ere ATC number of examples In the Samarıa Ostraca (6.2.. Davıes
1991, 30 1$$3.001.1—2 S: 3.002.21; 49 Renz 1995, 8 9—O()
1$$Sam(8):1.1.1—2 103 am(8  Z and there dAICc others frag-

of pottery vessels from Samarıa WI al the beginning of the Namcde,
Davıes 1991, 63 L Renz 1995, 139 |$Sam(8):4.1]) and Hazor (Davıes
1991, 103 1$24.008.1]| Renz 1995, F7S |$Haz(8):3.1 ]), and Jar handle impres-
S10NS made Dy the Samne cea] from Tel Dan and et-Tell (Bethsaıda (Avıgad and Sass
1997, 246 1—2 Rölliıg 2003, 204 $7.7.1—2] Davıes 1991, 247
1$100.882.1, though ıt 1S NO known that the ast letters of the Nname should be

second lıne, cf. the photograph ın Avıgad and Sass 1997, 246]1, 2004, 68
1—-2 By ‚9 the spelling yhw 1s used in the eighth-century Ostraca
from IC have been publıshed, together wıth Ostraca 1C MaYy be slıghtly
later than this do not understand Zadok’s statement that the spelling -yhw 15 NnOT
recorded before the 7th century B esde Ostraca COTNC from Tell rad (e.2.,
Davıes 1991, 25 L  1_3 Renz 1995, 46—7 |$Arad(8):40.1—2 wıth yhw
al the beginning of the Name, Davıes 1991, R 8$2.049.(col.2)] Renz 1995, 155
S$Arad(8):49.B.9]) Jerusalem Davıes 1991, 70 S4.201.1, 2 cf. Renz 1995, 198

Cross and Freedman 1952, and
Ginsberg 1938,I N U) Avıgad and ‚ass 1997, 504, cf. T and 109 eI0W.

1988, 183
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er|Z Ramata (Davıes 1991, 110 |  » enNz 1995, 288
|$RRah(7):1.1 21) and Tell ‘Ira (Davıes 1991, 8/ l  » Renz 1995, A
18Gan(/):1. 1, 41) Thıs spelling IS also OUuUnNn: in other EeXTISs irom IC aArec

firom the e1ghth century OT perhaps slıghtly later ese consıst of tomb inscr1p-
t10NsS, for example, Khirbet el-Qom Tomb Inseription (Davıes 1991, 106
|  5 Z Renz 1995, 20 7— 211 |$Kom(8):3.1 Z 41) pDOtS from
Beersheba Davıes 1991, E $5.006.1, Renz 1995, 236 |SSeb(8):5.b a|) Jeru-
salem (Davıes 1991, 6’7 1$4.1 I0 H Renz 1995, 269 |SJer(7):14.11) and, probably,
Khiırbet el-Qom (Davıes 1991, 06—7/ 1$$26.001.1 26.006.1| Renz 1995, R
om 214 |$Kom(8):12.1]) sea] from Tell rad (Davıes 1991, 48—9
1—2| Avıgad and Sass 1997, 1—2| Röllig 2003, 194 1$4.18.1
but the ına WAW of the NaIinec should egın ıne Z cfi. the photograph in Avıgad and
Sass 1997, 911 Jar handle Impress10ns, for example, four instances from Tell
Nasbeh. Beth hemesh, and Lachısh made by the Sallılc sea] (Barkay and Vaughn

3() 5-17 4 Röllig 2003, 28—9 81.35.1—2, A, B, E, F Davıes
1991, DA .769.1—2]; 2004, 68 .139.1—2],; .286.1—2]; Avigad and
Sass 1997, 244 S665.1—2, A, B|) and, if yhwis the beginnıng of man’s Nname here,
in inscription wriıtten stalactıte in CaVe 11CcCalr En-Gedi (Davıes 1991, O]:—)
1$20.002.4] Renz 1995, H73 |$EGed(8):2.4] cf. 1 /4) As far as wıth
the exception of Tell Qasıle, the northernmost of the sıtes al IC thıs spellıng 1S
attested IS Tell en-Nasbe Namnec In another text from there (Davıes 1991, 109
1$30.002.1 ] Renz 1995, 271 $Nasb(8):1.1]1) has been read AaSs eıther NLÜ NYW OT

[... Inyhw, but, as Renz observes. either spelliıng m1g be expected the border
between north and south.© In er texti from Tell en-Nasbe (Davıes 1991, 109
[$30.005.1] cf. 2004, 234 Renz 1995, FT $Nasb(8):6.1 |) Nadelman!/ reads
[...Iyhw. but Renz, who ollows McCown,® claıms that thıs 1S unlıkely be right.?
Tell Qasıle IS the only place in the north where text has been OoOun! in 1C the
spelling IS yhw (Davıes 1991, 86 [$11.001.3] Renz 1995, 79 |$Qas(8):1.31)
Thıs inseription 1S surface fınd discovered before the sıte Was excavated, !© and AvIı-
gad and Sasg!! consıder that, siınce seal OUnN|! there under iıdentica|l Ccircumstances 1S

forgerYy, the authenticıty of thıs text IMaYy need be investigated. 10 the best of MY
owledge, this has nNnOot been done. It WOUu noL, however. be surprising ıf there had
been d  ‚e. udaean al thıs port, whether not it Was under udaean control
when thıs text Was wriıtten al the end of the eıghth century BC .12

cLown 194 7, 167—8, cT. Renz 1995, TE d,
Renz 1995, DE
adeliIman 1990,W A\D” A 8 OWN 194 7, 169 and

10
Renz 1995, TI
Maıisler 1950—51, 208
Avıgad and ass 1997, 45 /—8

12 ( Lemaıire 977 233 Z95: Renz 1995,Z
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The Theophoric Elements and yhıw Proper Names

Kuntillet Jrud there arc MN OT poss1ıbly ten theophorous i contaın
the Dıvıne Name Yahweh In each Casec it 15 spe bdyw OT Davıes 991

188 O11 cf 2004 242 Renz 995 56| 1 |) SM VW (Davıes 991
012 11= Renz 995 IS  1r(9):4.11) hlyw (Davıes 991 013

enz 995 fgr 1 |) MVYW (Davıes 991 188 021 Renz 995
62 $KAgr(9):9.1 |) Sknyw SPMFYVW (Davıes 7004 188 026.1 41) [yw
Davıes 2004 188 027 1 1) wıth al the beginnıng of the word (Davıes
991 [$8 017 Renz 995 f 1 |) and ıf the COT-

rect 16 Dy ce  in 13 [Sy/w (Davıes 991 188 017 cf 2004
233) Because the spellıng yhw 15 not OUnNn! aft Kuntillet Ajrud ıle there aAre al
least NN instances of the spelling VW, Il 15 often saı1d that thıs 15 evidence for the

there of NCN from the northern kıngdom of Israel Zevıt 15 however
1ghtly nNnOoTteSs °that the element F —_.z. DrODCI names| MAaY be adjudge:
but known the south‘’ and he therefore argucs that such need not indıcate
that Kuntillet Jrud WAas frequented primarıly by|] and under the contro|l of
Israelıans

11

ıll be cConvenıent for PUurpOsSCS of reference o number the seals lısted the fol-
lowıng paragraph and three paragraphs eI0W
Zevitl6 refers 1ve 16 arc three seals and Jar handle IMPDPICSSION
1C have been ate the e1ghth century

(1) yıim (Avıgad and Sass 99 / 397 [$1054 1 |)
(11) MaNVW (Davıes 991 155 Z 3] Avıgad and Sass 99 / 59

1$27.A.1 Röllıg 2003 93 1813 7FA R 1 1)
11 $bnyw and (Davıes 1991, 129 067.1, Z 3 Avıgad and

Sass 1997, 0 105.A.L., BL 2= Röllig 2003 384 [&21LA 21)
and further example of SbnyWw., Jar handle IMpPrecsSS10N Davıies 1991,
Zla l I3FZ cf. 2004, 239, together wıth Avıgad and Sass 1997, Za

Röllıg 20038 313 [$14 21
Zevit!/ reads yıim sea] (1) as yolam ° Jotham He 15 followıng Glueck 18 who
thınks that the seal belongs Period 1{11 al Tell el-Kheleifeh c he dS55S181S the
eıghth century and that Il 15 probable that the Namc the seal that of Kıng
Jotham of (c 742 735 BC) conclusıon described Dy rg almost
certaın 19 Pratico20 has however shown that Glueck’s attempt outlıne the OCCUDA-

| 3
14

Hadley 198 7, 1R$ 2000, I2 Renz 1995, 61 $KAgr(9) 1)
15

E.g., Rainey 1983, 631; eshel 1993, 1464
Zevıt 2001, 381, 378, 398

16 eVI! 2001 381
| 7 Zevıt 1980 15
18 Glueck 940 15
19
20

Albright Glueck 940 15
Pratico 985
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tional hıstory of the sıte UNCONVINCIAS, that partıcular Perio0d 11 cannot be
iısolated and ate and that etaıle': alternatıve aCCOUnNtT of the Sitfe hıstory cannot
be the basıs of the informatıon \ w avaılable Moreover Herr?2! states
that palaeographical grounds IT 15 MOStT ıkely that the seal should be placed
the seventh century and that ıt 15 almost certamnly not irom the of Jotham
In addıtion the seal] probably Edomite’ ‚22 O $ ıf not Moabiıte 23 In VICW of these
consıderations the suggestion that yim should be read Vatlom, orphan 24 should be
accepted /Zevıt belıef that thıs Name begıns wıth the theophorıc element VOo and that
IT CONSTLILUTLES evidence for SUOTITIC udahnıte dialects the eighth century

C225 not ell ounded
15 also 1spute whether SDNVW Or Sbnyh cshould be read the Jar handle IMPDPICS-

S1011 Avıgad and Sass COMMEeNT that ‘the ast letter 15 truncated beyond FeCOLNI-
tıon’,26 but aughn efends the eadıng Sbny w.27 Röllıg, who refers Vaughn’
artıcle elsewhere (for example, the entry but does a(0)1 nclude ıt hıs
bibliography here reads damaged he as the ına letter but that thıs 15 NnOoT

28 WOU perhaps be uUuNnNwWISC lay LOO much weıght thıs nNnstance
The remMaInıNe [WO seals l be discussed eI0wWw together wıth the tollowıng mate-
ral dduced by other scholars 1C IT has been hought from eıghth century

Cross?9 lısts MNINC 1C are five seals and set of Jar handle IMPDICSSIONS
ree AICcC the [WO seals 10 AdIc still] be discussed The others AIc

(1V) byw and L (Davıes 991 129 S 100 065 2] Avıgad and Sass
99’7 184.1 Röllig 2003 119101 Y _1 21)

(V) and VWQMM, hıs father (Davıes 991 124 038 Z ci. 2004
235 Avıgad and Sass 997 147 18316.1 Röllıg 20038 353
1S16 z 21)

(v1) ZVVW (Davıes 991 149 Z Avıgad and Sass 99’7 140
1—2] Röllig 2003 343 1S16 45 1—21)

and ywkn Jar handle IMDIrCSS1ONS from Tell eıt Mırsım (two examples)
Beth hemesh and Ramat made Dy the SdIllec seal] (Davıes 991 183
1$100.486.2] 134 [$100.108.2 156.480100.27/7.2 Aviıgad and Sass 99’7
243—4 |$663 Röllig 2003 144 [81

Herr 9/8 163 $2)
22 Naveh and Shaked 1971 381 Avıgad and Aass 1997 397 548 5 5()
23 Avıgad and Aass 99 / 397

25
Avıgad and Aass 99’/ 397 5()7/ ct. Naveh and Shaked 1971 381
EVI! 2001 381

26 Avıgad and Sass 99 / 253
A Vaughn 53
2®%
29

Röllıg 2003
(Cross 9083 (Cross 2003 108
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The Theophoric ements and yhıw In Proper Names

Cross>% also cıtes four three seals and further sef of Jar handle impres-
S10NS 1C he SayS AdIc “apparently from udah’

V1 VWr (Davıes 1991, 152 1$100.249.1]| Avigad and Sass 1997, 108
$188.1]| Röllig 2003, 245 [$10.48.11)

(vill) VW Sı (Davıes 1991, 147 18S100.171.1]| Avıgad and Sass 1997, 109
$192.1]| Röllıg 2003, 247 [$10.54.11)

1X) L4  yw’mn (Davıes 1991, 1472 1$100.172.1] Avıgad and Sass 1997, 107
Q18/:1] Röllig 2003, 744 1$10.47.11)

and ywonh Jar handle Impress10ons from Jerusalem (which, however, 1S read
dSs yvonh Dy Vaughn 204 1869]) and Ramat ahel made by the SaIinc

seal, IC should NO be eıther three, four 0)8 1ve examples from
Lachısh and example from Gibeon Avıgad and Sass 1997, 249 S67/78.2|
who record four examples from Lachıish Röllig 2003, 286 cfi.
Davıes 1991, L: LF 1$$100.392.2» cft. 2004, 230 1991, 145
18$8100.197.2,‚ cf. 2004, 236; 1991, 252 1$100.788.2], cf. 2004,
240, and cf. Barkay and Vaughn a, who ıdentify four examples from
Lachish 168 ($$10—13)| but classıfy In Avıgad and Sass dıfferently 171
(SO65)| and add another example whose eadıng they WeTC unable to verıfy 166,
68 Davıes 1991, 182 ($100.478), cf. 2004, 238]1; and, for three further
examples, Vaughn 204 62, 68|)

Avıgad and Sass,}! Röllig*? and Vaughn>* hold that thiıs man’s Namne 1s spe yvonh In
seft of Jar handle impress10ns made Dy another seal] (Avıgad and Sass 1997, 248—9

18676.2] and, ıth OMNC IMOTE example, Davıes 1991, 178 1$100.457.2]| but read Ybnh
for [y] wbi and cf. 2004, 238; 2004, 68—9 1$101.142.2], 33 1$100.921.2| Röllıg
2003, 285 and, for three further examples, Vaughn 205

One of these impressions from Tell el-Judeıdeh, second 1S sa1d
have been oUunNn! in debris from excavatıons at Jerusalem.,** and the remaınıng 1ve
are unprovenanced. oug Avıgad and Sass®)> vocalıze thıs Name Yıbne and thınk
it IS 'probably hypocoristicon of *yhwybnh’, Aharoni>® and Röllig?” SUDDOSC that
vonh, ywbonh and (on 1C SCC OW arc paralle forms, al] of1C egın
wıth the Dıvıne Name Yahweh spe in dıfferent WaYyS. Avıgad and Sass?®8 elleve
that, if thıs interpretation 1S correct, yvonh should be read * Yalh)-band, wıth ıth-
erto unheard-of abbrevıation’ of the Dıvıne Name., but Deutsch and Heltzer*? read
Yoband

3() Cross 1983, Cross 2003, 108
Avıgad and ‚asSs 1997, 249, 488

372
33

Röllıg 2003, 285

34
Vaughn 204
Avıgad and ass 1997, 248 S6 /76B)

35 Avıgad and Aass 1997, 248, 488, but c1. 502
36 Aharon1i 1962,
37 Röllig 2003, 285, 245 (at 8$10.49)
38
39

Avıgad and Aass 199 7, 488
Deutsch and Heltzer 1994,
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Zadok,*0 Avıgad and Sass,“' Lemaire and Sass,42 and Deutsch and Lemaire“*
between them mention 1ve IMOTEC seals:

(x) GV W (Davıes 1991, 120 [$100.013.1] Aviıgad and Sass 1997, 149
$343.1] Röllig 2003, 55

(x1) father (Davıes 1991, 141 1$100.167.2] Avıgad and Sass
1997, 157 8371.2] Röllig 2003, 399 [$21.61.21)

X11 Iyw Davies 1991, 238 1$100.854.1] Avıgad and Sass 1997, 141
831571 | Röllig 2003, 348 [$16.58.11);

(x11) Ayw Davıes 1991, 164 18:100:339:1] Avıgad and Sass 1997, 69
|$56.1] Röllig 2003, 133

XIV yW Zr, father (Davıes 2004, 104 [$101.364.3] Röllig 2003, A
l

10 these should be
XV) yw (Davıes 1991, 241 1$100.869.1]| Avıgad and Sass 1997, 107

$S1806.1] Röllig 2003, 244 [$10.46.11)
But, though Cross+4 assıgns seal (vil1) ‘probabilyB. A. Mastin  Zadok,4*0 Avigad and Sass,*! Lemaire and Sass,*2 and Deutsch and Lemaire®  between them mention names on five more seals:  @)  qnyw (Davies 1991, 120 [$100.013.1] = Avigad and Sass 1997, 149  [$343.1] = Röllig 2003, 375 [$19.3.1]);  (xi) zkryw, a father (Davies 1991, 141 [$100.167.2] = Avigad and Sass  1997, 157 [8371.2] = Röllig 2003, 399 [821.61.2]);  (xii) ‘ Zyw (Davies 1991, 238 [$100.854.1] = Avigad and Sass 1997, 141  [$313.1] = Röllig 2003, 348 [816.58.1]);  (xiii) ’hyw (Davies 1991, 164 [$100.339.1] = Avigad and Sass 1997, 69  [856.1] = Röllig 2003, 133 [$1.47.1]);  (xiv) yw'zr, a father (Davies 2004, 104 [$101.364.3] = Röllig 2003, 221  [88.48.3]).  To these should be added:  (xv) yw’I (Davies 1991, 241 [$100.869.1] = Avigad and Sass 1997, 107  [$186.1] = Röllig 2003, 244 [810.46.1]).  But, though Cross* assigns seal (viii) to ‘probably ... the late 8th century B.C.E.’, it  is placed in the early seventh century BC both by Herr*® (who does not, however, rule  out the late eighth century BC) and by Davies,*° while Avigad and Sass*7 and Röl-  lig%8 refer it to the seventh century BC generally. It is not safe to regard this seal as  evidence for usage in the eighth century BC. Thus yw $h on seal (viii) and yfm on  seal (i), which was discussed above, should be excluded from consideration. This  leaves sixteen names on thirteen seals and two names, each on a number of jar han-  dles, together with another name, the spelling of which is disputed, on a further jar  handle.  Garbini“? claims that seal (vi) is a forgery, but Avigad and Sass°° think his ‘argu-  ments ... extremely unconvincing’ and also, if I have understood correctly, implicitly  reject his view5! that seal (xi) is of doubtful authenticity. Seals (xiii) and (xv) are,  however, included by Naveh in a list of seals and bullae whose authenticity has been  suspected but which he says (in a preface dated April 1995) have not ‘thus far’ been  shown to be ‘recent fabrications’. He adds that ‘Avigad was confident that they are  genuine’.° The finding of seals in a controlled excavation is in general a guarantee  that they have not been forged, but none of the thirteen seals was discovered in this  40  Zadok 1988, 184.  41  Avigad and Sass 1997, 25 n. 17.  42  Lemaire and Sass 1996, 29 and n. 7.  43  Deutsch and Lemaire 2000, 24 ($18).  44  45  Cross 1983,:57 n. 19 = Cross 2003, 108 n. 20.  Herr 1978, 127 (8103).  46  Davies 1991, 142.  47  Avigad and Sass 1997, 109.  48  Röllig 2003, 247.  49  Garbini 1982, 170 n. 20 and 175.  50  51  Avigad and Sass 1997, 27 n. 26, cf. Sass 1993, 217 n. 57  Garbini 1982, 170-1, 175.  52  Naveh 1997, 12.  114the ate Sth century BC ıt
1S placed in the early seventh CeNtUrYy both by Herr* (who does not, however, rule
out the ate eighth century BC) and DY Davies,%® ıle Avıgad and Sass47 and Röl-
J1g refer it the seventh century generally. 15 not safe regard thıs seal dS

evidence for ın the eighth century Thus ‘A seal (v1ll) and yıim
sea] (1) 1C Was discussed above, should be excliude: irom cons1ıderatıion. Thıs
leaves sıxteen thırteen seals and [WO each number of Jar han-
dies, together wıth another Namce, the spelling of1 15 1sputed, further Jar
Garbini“? claıms that seal VI) 1S forgerYy, but Avıgad and Sass>0 1n his "argu-B. A. Mastin  Zadok,4*0 Avigad and Sass,*! Lemaire and Sass,*2 and Deutsch and Lemaire®  between them mention names on five more seals:  @)  qnyw (Davies 1991, 120 [$100.013.1] = Avigad and Sass 1997, 149  [$343.1] = Röllig 2003, 375 [$19.3.1]);  (xi) zkryw, a father (Davies 1991, 141 [$100.167.2] = Avigad and Sass  1997, 157 [8371.2] = Röllig 2003, 399 [821.61.2]);  (xii) ‘ Zyw (Davies 1991, 238 [$100.854.1] = Avigad and Sass 1997, 141  [$313.1] = Röllig 2003, 348 [816.58.1]);  (xiii) ’hyw (Davies 1991, 164 [$100.339.1] = Avigad and Sass 1997, 69  [856.1] = Röllig 2003, 133 [$1.47.1]);  (xiv) yw'zr, a father (Davies 2004, 104 [$101.364.3] = Röllig 2003, 221  [88.48.3]).  To these should be added:  (xv) yw’I (Davies 1991, 241 [$100.869.1] = Avigad and Sass 1997, 107  [$186.1] = Röllig 2003, 244 [810.46.1]).  But, though Cross* assigns seal (viii) to ‘probably ... the late 8th century B.C.E.’, it  is placed in the early seventh century BC both by Herr*® (who does not, however, rule  out the late eighth century BC) and by Davies,*° while Avigad and Sass*7 and Röl-  lig%8 refer it to the seventh century BC generally. It is not safe to regard this seal as  evidence for usage in the eighth century BC. Thus yw $h on seal (viii) and yfm on  seal (i), which was discussed above, should be excluded from consideration. This  leaves sixteen names on thirteen seals and two names, each on a number of jar han-  dles, together with another name, the spelling of which is disputed, on a further jar  handle.  Garbini“? claims that seal (vi) is a forgery, but Avigad and Sass°° think his ‘argu-  ments ... extremely unconvincing’ and also, if I have understood correctly, implicitly  reject his view5! that seal (xi) is of doubtful authenticity. Seals (xiii) and (xv) are,  however, included by Naveh in a list of seals and bullae whose authenticity has been  suspected but which he says (in a preface dated April 1995) have not ‘thus far’ been  shown to be ‘recent fabrications’. He adds that ‘Avigad was confident that they are  genuine’.° The finding of seals in a controlled excavation is in general a guarantee  that they have not been forged, but none of the thirteen seals was discovered in this  40  Zadok 1988, 184.  41  Avigad and Sass 1997, 25 n. 17.  42  Lemaire and Sass 1996, 29 and n. 7.  43  Deutsch and Lemaire 2000, 24 ($18).  44  45  Cross 1983,:57 n. 19 = Cross 2003, 108 n. 20.  Herr 1978, 127 (8103).  46  Davies 1991, 142.  47  Avigad and Sass 1997, 109.  48  Röllig 2003, 247.  49  Garbini 1982, 170 n. 20 and 175.  50  51  Avigad and Sass 1997, 27 n. 26, cf. Sass 1993, 217 n. 57  Garbini 1982, 170-1, 175.  52  Naveh 1997, 12.  114extremely unconvincing’ and also, ıf have understood correctly, implıicitly
reject hıs view>1 that seal (x1) 1S of ou authenticıity. eals (x111) and (XV) arc,
however, include': by aVEe ın 1ıst of seals and bullae whose authenticıity has been
suspected but 1iCc he SaYyS (n preface ate' prı have NOT °thus far been
shown be "recent fabrıications’. He adds that ‘Avıgad Was confıdent that they aArec

genuine ’ .° The findıng of seals ın controlled excavatıon IS in eneral guarantee
that they have nNnOot been forged, but NONC of the thırteen seals WAas discovered in thıs

4() 1988, 184
Avıgad and ass 1997,

47 Lemaire and Aass 1996, and
43 Deutsch and Lemaıtire 2000,
44
45

Cross 1983, Cross 2003, 108
HerrT 1978, 127 ($103)

46 Davıes 1991, 142
4’7 Avıgad and Sass 1997, 109
48 Röllıg 2003, AT
49 Garbinı 1982, 170 and 175
5() Avıgad and ‚ass 1997, 26, ct. ass 1993, 237

Garbıinı 1982, 7O-—1, 173
52 ave 1997,
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The Theophorıc FElements and yhw Proper Names

WaYy The ınformatıon they provıde MaYy not be ignored, but ıt should be andled wıth
cautlion.

further uncertaınty IS whether all these seals COMMEC from Very ıttle 1S known
about theır PFrOVCNANCO. insberg states that the vendor of sea] (Xx) sa1d that ıt WAas
oun Zion, Jerusalem’ ‚° Cross>“ claıms that, “according rel1able
„ - sea 11 Was OUuUnNn:! ın tomb in the vicınıty of Jerusalem’, and Lemaıre and
Sass>> ellieve that seal (x111) 15 "apparemment Judeen’. Seal (XV) WAas bought ın Jeru-
salem,°® but. sınce T’s father 15 yhwkl,>' the spellıng of the theophorıc element in
thıs Narnıec sShows that yvw Calmnc from Sea] V1 1S ‘allegedly from Heb-
ron district’,>® though ee] and Uehlinger>? Sa y ıt MaYy have been engraved in the
kıngdom of srael, presumably because of ıts iconography. But seal 11 IC WAas

publıshed In 1863,60 COUu not have been discovered ın excavatıons al Samaria,©'
since these WeTC fırst undertaken ın 190862 As WAas noted above, Cross that
[WO of the thırteen seals. ONC of1C 1S seal V1l AICc only ‘apparently from udah’
In addıtion, Deutsch and Lemaire®? classıfy cea] XIV as eıther Israelıte OT udaean
oug Zadok®* states that seal vl) ıf thıs 1S what he 1S referring tO, 155 from
Jerusalem’, Deutsch and Lemaire®> record that ıt WAas purchased there
Zadok®©® thınks that the ‘Judahıte provenlience lof sea] V)| 1S oubtful’. and
Lemaire®©/ olds that the dıstinctive shape of the letter qöph iın it MaYy suggest that ıt
Was engraved aft Samarıa 0)4 hechem Further, Röllig®® claıms that the sımılar göph
in cea] (x) 1S indicatiıon that thıs sea] from the kıngdom of Israel Yet,
Avıgad and Sass6? point out, °the pıcture MaYy be INOTE complex’. 1S true that qöph
1S wriıtten in thıs WaYy seal/9 1C 1S ate the e1ghth ÖOr seventh century
both Dy Avıgad and Sass and by Röllig and IC Avıgad and Sass/! Sa y 1S alleg-
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ediy from hechem and 1S ‘probably Hebrew’, but 106° Herr’? egards 4S Aramaıic.
This form also VCCUIS, however, ıIn the nınth century in the es inseription/>
and in the seventh century sea]/* i6c may be’ Philistine » but 1
Bordreuil/® classıfiıes as Phoenicı1an. ven S! the shape of the letter Can be used ASs

part of cumulatıveuOn the basıs of the 1conography, Garbini,/’ who also
takes aCCOUNtT of the spellıng VW, belıeves that seals (111), 1V). (v) and (X) eel and
Uehlinger that csea] (x) and Uehlinger”” that seals 1V) and (v) COMEC from the
northern kıngdom of srael, whıiıle Parayre® maımntaıns that seals 11 and (x) should
be assoc1lated wıth the workshops of Samarıa 0)8 hechem SGass8! observes that thıs
approac depends the assumption that °Phoenic1ian inspiıration equals orth
Israelıte or1g1n’, and he note that thıs 1S not securely established But, whatever -
certaminties there IMaYy be, theır Iconography provides second Tcason for suspecting
that seals (v) and (X) MaYy COMeEe from Israel and not
ere 1S CONSCNSUS that the of seals 111 and 1V) 1S Kıng Uzzıah of Judah,®*
and Lemaire® ınks that these seals MAaYy have been engraved ıle theır OWTNCETS

WeTC in Samarıa in Kıng Uzziah’s servIıice. Thıs 1S because, lıke ee] and Vehlıin-
ger,°* he takes the spellıng YW, 1C OCCUT'S In [WO each seal, as possible
indication of northern PFOVCNANCE. Both Lemaire®> and Röllig®® rely thıs, together
wıth the 1iconography and, In the Casc of Röllig, also the palaeography, seal
X11 the northern kıngdom Because of the simılarıties between seal] VI) and seal]
(xi11),5/ the former INaYy ell also have COMNC from the north. and thıs 1S how Deutsch
and Lemaire®® classıfy it, though Sass® egards northern orıgın for both seals dSs
INOTC than possible. ölliıg also that the spellıng VW, together wıth the
shape of the letter qöph, 1C WAas discussed above, sShows that seal (x) Was

ograved In the kıngdom of srael, but, unlıke the scholars who have already been
mentioned, he does not refer ıts 1IcConography. The spelling Can legiıtimately be
used as supporting evidence when there arec other casons for assoclatıng sea] wıth
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the northern kıngdom, but clearly for present PULIDOSCS weıght Can be aıd it
apart from thıs
Lemaire?! observes that either the purchaser OTr the vendor of seal COU be un
etranger de PAaSSapc residence proviso1re dans DaYyS , and In such
he thinks ıt probable that ‘Ja paleographıe de la egende correspond plutöt la tradı-
tiıon scrıibale du STaVCUr qu’ä CcE de |’acheteur’. If thıs 15 5  a it COU explaın how
the palaeography of seal (x) 1C 1S saı1d to have been OUuUnNn! in Jerusalem, COU
suggest that ıt CaIinc from Israe]l and not Comparable consıderations COU also
appIy the iconography, ın 1C Cadadsc csea] VI1 1C WAas noted above, 1S
‘allegediy from Hebron district”, COU have been engraved in the north,
alternatıvely COU have been the work of craftsman who Carmnec from there. COU
seals 111 and 1V). 16 elonge: officials ın the service of kıng of Due
weıght must be given the claım that both the palaeography and the iconography of
seals (v) (x) and (x11), together wıth the Iconography of seals 111 1V) and V1l
indicate that they dIc NnOTt udaean Ihıs MaYy also be irue of cseal] (v1) because ıt 1S
sımılar seal X11 Account MUuSstT, however, also be taken of Lematire’s observatıon
noted al the beginning of thıs paragraph, ASs ell of Sass’s contention that argu-

AaSse‘ iconography arec NOT conclusıve, and Avıgad and Sass’s demonstra-
t1on that the shape of the letter göph [WO seals does not necessarıly INncan that they
WeTIC made In Israel 1S hard be SUTEC where these seals WeTeC engraved. As far ASs
the other SIX seals AdIc concerned, the NaImnec VAW 1n sea] (XV) and
Cross?2 Say>S he has °reason believe)” the that seal] 11) Was OUunNn! ın tomb
In the vicinıty of Jerusalem:, but a]] that 1S known about seals X) X1) (X111) and
X1IV 1S that they WeTC bought In Jerusalem 0)4 London.® Lemaıre and Sass®4 do nNOT
explaın why they 1n that seal (Xx111) 1S 'apparemment Judeen)’, 9(0)8 do Deutsch and
Lemaire?> Justify theır opınıon that seal XIV MaYy be eıther Israelıte OT Judaean
1l1e ıt WOU be to conclude that the seals Can be dısregarde as evidence
for practice In a they proviıde ess SOI basıs for establıshıng thıs than 1S
sometimes supposed.
ere 1S CONSCNSUS that sea] 11) IC has the best claım o supply reli1able infor-
matıon about ın al should be ate: the first half of the eighth cCentury
BC %6 Seal 111 1S the only other of the thırteen under consıderation to be placed defi-
nıtely ın that peri0d,?” and, SINCEe it Kıng 7719 ofal ıt Must be later than
the start of his reign, . B egan, perhaps, 783 1s generally agreed that
seals 1V) (v) VI). V1l (x) X11 XIV and (XV) AdIc from the eighth Century B  7
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though Avigad?® dates seal (XV) to “around the Sth century BCE’ Seal X111),1 1S
assıgned o the end of that century by Röllig,”? 1S put ıIn the eıghth o the sıxth tU-
res by Davies.100 Moreover, sea] 1X) 1S assıgned t $ perhaps, the fiırst half of the
seventh century Dy Herr101 and Davies102 and the eighth-seven centuries
by Avıgad and Sass 105 and Röllig, !0 whıle, d has been noted above, sea] (vill) 15
hought Dy everal scholars belong the seventh cCentury In addıtion. seal X1)
1S ate' 700 or slıghtly later Dy Herr, 10 700 by Davies, 10 and {tO
the eighth-seven centuries by Röllig, 107 though, since 1S the Namne of the
father of ıts the sea] m1g be evidence for spellıng 1C Was Current SOMEC

before ıt WAas made. Cross108 Sa YyS that seals (V111) and 1X) aAarc "apparently from
udah‘’ and that they should ‘probabily’ be placed In the ate eıghth century Like
Avigad, 1° he believes that the spellıng WAas nOot used in after the eiıghth
cCentury BC.1 | () 11L  s however. maımntaıins that these [WO seals csShow that thıs spell-
ing 1S attested as theophorıc element at the eginnıng of SOTIIIC In in
the seventh Sixth centuries f Cross’s datıng 1S ıttle LOO early, Miılık)s IS
somewhat tOO ate oug| informatıon IS SDAarsc, these seals suggest that the
spelling INay ell have urviıived ın after the eighth century

I1
For present PUIDOSCS the Jar handle Impressions mentioned above are INOTC 1gnif1-
cant The four Impress1ons IC nclude the MNan ywkn a]] COINC from controlled
eXxcavatlons, d do the Impress10ons 1 definıtely contaın the Namnme ywOnh, wıth
the exception of, perhaps, the three further examples isted by Vaughn. The [WO
amples 16 dICc 1sputed, however, WEIC both unstratıfied 1N!| at Lachish.!12 15
UNNCCCSSaALY o consıider here the impress1ions IC have the spellıng Vvonh, both
because COMNSCNSUS has been eached about the vocalızatıon of thıs NAamMmcde, and be-

in an Y CAdsSc thıs xira mater1a]l WOUuU nNnOTt affect the of thıs part of the
artıcle. Cross1!5 describes the examples of ywbnh from Ramata and Jerusalem.,
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16 WeTC the only ONCS he knew, as ‘apparently from udah’, but it IS surely certaın
that they AlCc from there The northernmost of the sıtes where these Impress10ns WeTC
oun 1S Gibeon Röllig dates the Impress10ons 10 contaın ywkn tOo the end of the
eighth Century B and those 16 nclude ywbnh the end of the seventh century
B' but he also inconsıstently assıgns thıs second set of Impress10ons 118 the reign of
ezek1a. undred earlier.! 14 Ussishkin,'! 15 however, argucs persuasıvely that
the Impress10ons from Tell eıt Miırsım 1 mention ywkn belong storage
Jars 1cC also had handles a WeTC roya stamps. Hıs conclusions aArec CON-
iIrme: by Mommsen, PeriIman and Yellin, 116 who establıshe: that 118 of the 120
mlk andles 1iCc they tested Dy neutiron actıyatiıon analysıs WEeEIC °‘made from
clays 1Cc AIc indıstinguishable’. They also tested ‘samples of materı1a]l connected
wıth mlk Jars’, includıng nıne andles wıth ffıicıal seals, IM 1C Was ONEe of
the examples from Tell eıt Mirsiım discussed Dy Ussishkin and the Jar handle wıth
the Samne texft from Ramat ese andles, together wıth other iıtems. all ‘had
composiıtions 1C WEeEIC indıstinguıshable from the 118 mlk Jars’. Moreover, there
WEeEIC OTITIcC1a cea] impressions three of these Jars. further Jar handle of unknown
DIFrOVCNANCEC has both roya and OITIc1a stamps,‘ 17 and the Impressions1mentıon
ywkn and ywbnh are al]l "stamped rıdged mIk Jar handles’.118 ere 1S CONSCN-
SUS that Ussishkin, !!? who relies archaeologica evidence 1C sShows that roya
storage Jars of all LtypesThe Theophoric Elements yw and yhw in Proper Names  which were the only ones he knew, as ‘apparently from Judah’, but it is surely certain  that they are from there. The northernmost of the sites where these impressions were  found is Gibeon. Röllig dates the impressions which contain ywkn to the end of the  eighth century BC, and those which include ywbnh to the end of the seventh century  BC, but he also inconsistently assigns this second set of impressions to the reign of  Hezekiah, a hundred years earlier.!!* Ussishkin,!!> however, argues persuasively that  the two impressions from Tell Beit Mirsim which mention ywkn belong to storage  jars which also had handles on which were royal stamps. His conclusions are con-  firmed by Mommsen, Perlman and Yellin,!!6 who established that 118 of the 120  Imlk _ handles which they tested by neutron activation analysis were ‘made from  clays which are indistinguishable’. They also tested ‘samples of material connected  with Imlk jars’, including nine handles with official seals, among which was one of  the examples from Tell Beit Mirsim discussed by Ussishkin and the jar handle with  the same text from Ramat Rahel. These handles, together with other items, all ‘had  compositions which were indistinguishable from the 118 mIk jars’. Moreover, there  were official seal impressions on three of these jars. A further jar handle of unknown  provenance has both royal and official stamps,!!7 and the impressions which mention  ywkn and ywbnh are all ‘stamped on ridged Imlk jar handles’.!!8 There is a consen-  sus that Ussishkin,!!? who relies on archaeological evidence which shows that ‘royal  storage jars of all types ... were used profusely in Level II [at Lachish] prior to its  destruction in 701 B.C.E.’, is right to place the Imlk jars, and hence these official seal  impressions, in the late eighth century BC. This dating of the official seal impressions  is confirmed by the discovery of a number of examples ‘in sealed loci of Level II.  Ussishkin adds that ‘it is impossible to determine’ on the basis of the archaeological  evidence whether some of the jars ‘were produced prior to [Hezekiah’s] accession to  the throne [c. 715 BC], but continued to be used during his reign’, and he leaves open  the question whether others were made early in the seventh century BC. Vaughn, 120  however, gives reasons for holding ‘that these jars did not originate before the reign  of Hezekiah’ and that they ‘were not manufactured after [his] reign’. He also claims  that, ‘although there is always a possibility of a limited secondary use of a jar pro-  duced in the late 8th century during the first decade or so of the 7th, there is no evi-  dence that these jars were extensively used past the reign of Hezekiah’. Vaughn has  demonstrated that the distribution of the /mlk jars to various sites should not be  associated exclusively with preparations to resist the Assyrian campaign of 701 BC  against Judah, but that it was also ‘a reflection of some sort of normal royal trade’.!2!  It would follow that not all the official seal impressions should be dated c. 701 BC.  114  115  Röllig 2003, 144, 286, 245.  Ussishkin 1976, 6-11.  116  Mommsen, Perlman and Yellin 1984, 92, 94, 100, 106, 113, 97, 99.  117  118  Deutsch and Heltzer 1994, 31, 33—4.  Avigad and Sass 1997, 242.  119  Ussishkin 1976; 1977, 56—7.  120  121  Vaughn 1999b, 109-10, 94, 106, and 72, 85—7, 93-109; also Vaughn 1999a, 61 n. 3.  Vaughn 1999b, 136-157.  119WEeTC used profusely In evel {11 lat achıs prior ıts
destruction ın 701 BCE:.- 1S rg place the [mIKk Jars, and hence these OIl1c1a sea]
Impress1ons, ın the ate eıghth century Thıs datıng of the fficıal seal Impress10ons
1S confirmed Dy the discovery of number of examples iın sealed OCI of eve {11?
Ussishkıin adds that ‘ıt 1S impossI1ible determine’ the basıs of the archaeologica
evidence whether SOTITNC of the Jars were produce prior |Hezekıah’s] aCCession fto
the throne IC 5 BC];, but continued to be used durıng hıs reign’, and he leaves ODCH
the question whether others WEIC made early in the seventh century Vaughn,!%0
however, Q1ves CasSsONs for holding °that these Jars dıd not or1ginate before the reign
of ezekıah’ and that they ‘were not manufactured after 18 reign’. He also claıms
that, ‘althoug there 1S always possibiliıty of imıted secondary use of Jar PIo-
uce: ın the ate 8th century durıng the fırst decade OT of the /th, there IS evVIl-
dence that these Jars WeTeC extensively used past the reign of ezekıah)” Vaughn has
demonstrated that the dıstrıbution of the Imlik Jars Varıo0ous sıtes should nNnOot be
assoc1ated exclusıvely wıth preparatıons resist the Assyrıan campaıgn of 701
agaınstal but that ıt WAas alsoO reflection of SOINC SO  A of normal roya trade’ ‚121
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Perhaps they should be put 0708 B in 16 Case the athers of the OWNETS of
the seals Dy 1C the Impress10ns WeEeTC made MaYy have 1ve.: 740—730
Thus., SINCEe ywonh 1S the Namnec of the father of the of ONC of these seals, the
spellıng d the fırst element In Name INay ell have been oun In
FTA ] B and, SINCEe ywkn must have been alıve 730704 ıf hıs steward WAas
actıve then, ıt 1S also attested there at the end of the century. The Jar handle impres-
SIoN mentioned by /Zeviıt amme from controlled excavatıon in Jerusalem 122 and be-
ongs the ate eighth century BC though Röllig!<4 prefers INOTC generally the
second half of that CeNTLUTrY. Thus, ıf $bnyw is the Correct readıng, sınce thıs tOO 1S the
NaImnec of the father of the of ONC of these seals, there WOU also be example
of Namne from 1C has as Its ına element and C MaYy ell have
been Current 740—730 Avigad!4> incautiously that thıs text "supports
the VIeEW) that such AIc attested In In the nınth CeNTLurYy B  s but there 15

evidence from alıy SOUTCECc indıcates that the 1S as early dSs thıs
Mommsen.,. PeriIman and Vellin126 >a y that the “chemical analysıs of 118 Imlk
andlesB. A. Mastin  Perhaps they should be put c. 710701 BC, in which case the fathers of the owners of  the seals by which the impressions were made may have lived c. 740730 BC.  Thus, since ywbnh is the name of the father of the owner of one of these seals, the  spelling yw _ as the first element in a name may well have been found in Judah c.  740—730 BC, and, since ywkn must have been alive c. 710701 BC if his steward was  active then, it is also attested there at the end of the century. The jar handle impres-  sion mentioned by Zevit came from a controlled excavation in Jerusalem!22? and be-  longs to the late eighth century BC,!23 though Röllig!?4 prefers more generally the  second half of that century. Thus, if $baywis the correct reading, since this too is the  name of the father of the owner of one of these seals, there would also be an example  of a name from Judah which has vw as its final element and which may well have  been current c. 740730 BC. Avigad!?> incautiously comments that this text ‘supports  the view’ that such names are attested in Judah in the ninth century BC, but there is  no evidence from any source which indicates that the usage is as early as this.  Mommsen, Perlman and VYellin!?® say that the ‘chemical analysis of 118 Imlk  handles ... showed a degree of homogeneity of composition which is normally asso-  ciated with pottery made at a single place’, and that ‘it can be said without serious  doubt that [this place] lies in the Shephelah’, though, in the present state of our  knowledge, greater precision is unattainable. They think that ‘the evidence on the  provenience of [these] jars gives credence to the idea that there was a single pottery-  making centre ... which was assigned the task of making all these containers’. Be-  cause the jars have royal stamps, any such place is likely to have been under  government control, and it is of interest that the official seal impressions, like the  royal stamps, were made where the jars were manufactured. It is not necessary to  review all the hypotheses which have been advanced about the identity of the owners  of the official seals. There is widespread agreement that, because the vessels could  not have been the property of private individuals, these seals belonged to royal offi-  cials.!?7 The impressions which mention ywkn, the full text of which is /’Iyqm nr  ywkn, ‘belonging to Elyaqim steward of Yokin’, do not necessarily constitute a diffi-  culty for this theory. Albright!?® believes that ywkn was King Jehoiachin of Judah  and that the seal belonged to the steward who administered Jehoiachin’s ‘personal or  crown property’ after he had gone into exile in 597 BC, but, as was noted above,  Ussishkin has demonstrated that these impressions were made a century earlier than  this. We do not know who ywkn was, but, if he was either an official of high rank or  a wealthy or important man who, by way of business, was responsible for some work  122 Avigad 1983, 44.  1  2  3  Davies 1991, 231; Vaughn 1999a, 50 ($XXIIe), 53.  124 Röllig 2003, 313.  125  Avigad 1983, 44.  127  126 Mommsen, Perlman and Yellin 1984, 112, 113, cf. 106, 110.  So, e.g., Deutsch and Heltzer 1994, 31; Barkay and Vaughn 1996a, 61 n. 1; Vaughn 1999b,  110-135;  128  Albright 1932, 81, 84, 102-3.  120showed egree of homogeneıty of composıtıon ıe 15 normally 4S5SO-
c1ated wıth pottery made at sıngle place  w and that °ıt Can be saıd wıthout er10us
ou that 1S place ] 16S$ ın the Shephelah‘, though, in the present state of OUT

owledge, greater precısion IS unattaiınable. TIhey 1n that °the evidence the
provenlence of these] Jars o1ves credence the dea that there Was single ry-
makıng centreB. A. Mastin  Perhaps they should be put c. 710701 BC, in which case the fathers of the owners of  the seals by which the impressions were made may have lived c. 740730 BC.  Thus, since ywbnh is the name of the father of the owner of one of these seals, the  spelling yw _ as the first element in a name may well have been found in Judah c.  740—730 BC, and, since ywkn must have been alive c. 710701 BC if his steward was  active then, it is also attested there at the end of the century. The jar handle impres-  sion mentioned by Zevit came from a controlled excavation in Jerusalem!22? and be-  longs to the late eighth century BC,!23 though Röllig!?4 prefers more generally the  second half of that century. Thus, if $baywis the correct reading, since this too is the  name of the father of the owner of one of these seals, there would also be an example  of a name from Judah which has vw as its final element and which may well have  been current c. 740730 BC. Avigad!?> incautiously comments that this text ‘supports  the view’ that such names are attested in Judah in the ninth century BC, but there is  no evidence from any source which indicates that the usage is as early as this.  Mommsen, Perlman and VYellin!?® say that the ‘chemical analysis of 118 Imlk  handles ... showed a degree of homogeneity of composition which is normally asso-  ciated with pottery made at a single place’, and that ‘it can be said without serious  doubt that [this place] lies in the Shephelah’, though, in the present state of our  knowledge, greater precision is unattainable. They think that ‘the evidence on the  provenience of [these] jars gives credence to the idea that there was a single pottery-  making centre ... which was assigned the task of making all these containers’. Be-  cause the jars have royal stamps, any such place is likely to have been under  government control, and it is of interest that the official seal impressions, like the  royal stamps, were made where the jars were manufactured. It is not necessary to  review all the hypotheses which have been advanced about the identity of the owners  of the official seals. There is widespread agreement that, because the vessels could  not have been the property of private individuals, these seals belonged to royal offi-  cials.!?7 The impressions which mention ywkn, the full text of which is /’Iyqm nr  ywkn, ‘belonging to Elyaqim steward of Yokin’, do not necessarily constitute a diffi-  culty for this theory. Albright!?® believes that ywkn was King Jehoiachin of Judah  and that the seal belonged to the steward who administered Jehoiachin’s ‘personal or  crown property’ after he had gone into exile in 597 BC, but, as was noted above,  Ussishkin has demonstrated that these impressions were made a century earlier than  this. We do not know who ywkn was, but, if he was either an official of high rank or  a wealthy or important man who, by way of business, was responsible for some work  122 Avigad 1983, 44.  1  2  3  Davies 1991, 231; Vaughn 1999a, 50 ($XXIIe), 53.  124 Röllig 2003, 313.  125  Avigad 1983, 44.  127  126 Mommsen, Perlman and Yellin 1984, 112, 113, cf. 106, 110.  So, e.g., Deutsch and Heltzer 1994, 31; Barkay and Vaughn 1996a, 61 n. 1; Vaughn 1999b,  110-135;  128  Albright 1932, 81, 84, 102-3.  12016 Was assıgned the task of makıng all these contaıiners)’. Be-

the Jars have roya tam  » an y such place IS lıkely have been under
overnment control, and ıt 1S of interest that the OTITIc1a sea] impress10ns, ıke the
roya stamps, WEIC made where the Jars WEIC manufactured. 1S nNnOot NECESSACY
FreVIeEW q|] the hypotheses icC have been advanced about the dentity of the OWTNETS
of the ifıcıal seals. ere 1S wıdespread agreement that, because the vessels COUuU
NOLT have been the property of private indıviıduals, these seals elonge: roya offi-
c1als. 127 The impressions 16 mentiıon ywkn, the full text of 1C 1S [’Iygm NN
ywkn, ‘belonging Elyaqım steward of Yokıin)’, do not necessarıly constitute 1ff1i-
culty for thıs eOry Albright!?28 belıeves that ywkn Was Kıng Jeho1jachin of
and that the seal elonge the steward who admıniıstered Jeholjachin’s ‘personal OTr

property after he had SONC nto exıle In 597/ B but. d Was noted above.,
Ussıishkin has demonstrated that these impressions WeTC made century earlıer than
thıs We do NOTt know who ywkn WAaS, but, f he Was either fficıal of hıgh rank OT

wealthy important INan who. Dy WaY of busıness, WAas responsıble for SOTINC work

1272 Avıgad 1983,
0——  0—— Davıes 1991, »31 Vaughn a, SXXlIe). 53
124 Röllig 2003, 313
125 Avıgad 1983,
127
126 Mommsen, PeriIman and Yellın 1984. L12, 1135, ct. 106, 110

50, c Deutsch and Heltzer 1994, 3E Barkay and Vaughn a, 61 1’ Vaughn
110135

128 Albrıght 1932, ö1, 8 U 0023
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The Theophoric ements and yhıw Proper Names

al the under 1icence from the W he COUu ell have needed subordinate
act hıs behalf.

By comparıng the Jar handle impress1i0ons 1C have far been discovered In 1CcC
the spellıng yhw 1S used in theophorous IM the probable relatıve equency al
the spellings in Can be estimated, both IM the roya officıals who
affıxed theır seals mIk Jars In the ate ei1ghth century B and perhaps also at the
beginning of the seventh century B and M' theır athers Can be cshown that
SUOTIIC of the Impress10ns wWerTeC made by the SadiIllc seal, but ıt IS iımposs1ıble ell
whether other Impress10ns WEIC made Dy dıfferent seals belonging the Samne [an
Q)8 by seals belonging dıfferent Inen who appene have ıdentical and
patronymıics. As workıng hypothesıs, ıt 111 be assumed that such seals elonge:
the Sainıc IMNan, though the existence of impress10ns made by dıfferent seals l be
recorded. Unprovenanced examples 111 be nclude: but, unless otherwise stated, al
least ONC example of each impression has been OUnN! in controlled excavatıon. The
followıng ıst IS a4s complete aSs have been able fo make it; but wıthın SOINC entries
there AlcC lıkely be inconsistencies because ıt 1S not always CasS Y be SUTEC when
[WO scholars arec referring the Sarmnıc example:

(1) $bnyhw., unprovenanced (Davıes 1991, 231 1$100.784.1] cf. 2004, 239
Avıgad and Sass 1997, 243 S662.1| Röllıg 2003, 384 RZE E:

11) zyhw (Avıgad and Sass 1997, TADLN 1—2] wıth [WO INOTEC CXam-

ples, Röllig 2003, 28—9 1—2] DavIies 1991, 2978 1$100.769.1—
Z cf. 2004, 239; 2004, 68 |  1—2, 101.140.1—2],
.286.1—2], 103 1$101.360.1—21)

111 yrmy. father (Davies 1991, L3 1$100.411.2] Avıgad and Sass
1997, 246 S6 70.2] Röllig 2003, 2726l

1V) D7  ‚O;  hwhyl and VW (three setfs of impressions made Dy dıfferent seals),
regarde Dy Avıgad and Sass, by Röllig and by Vaughn (1999b, 202 —3

the SadiInc DCISON (for the fiırst set of impress1i0ons, Avıgad and Sass
199/, 247 S67/2.1] Röllıg 2003, 238 1810.27 B.1]1; wıth ONC INOTEC

example, Davıes 1991, 146 1$100.199.1] cf. 2004, 236; 2004, 94
[$101.308.1] and, for tWO further examples, Vaughn 203 w
5 for the second set of impress10ns, Davıes 2004, 38 1$100.951.1], 94
1$101.306.1] cf. Röllig 2003, 238 1$10.27 CLE for the Ir set of 1mM-
press10ns, Davıes 1991, 145 [$100.198.1] 171 1$100.396.1] Avıgad
and Sass 1997, 247 d673.1] Röllig 2003, 238 Q410:28.1, wıth ONC
INOTE example|);

(v) ypy[hw/ father Davıes 1991, 8i 1$100.477.2] cf. 2004, 238
Röllig 2003, 267 cf. Avıgad and Sass 1997, 248 S6/5.21
and, for er example, Vaughn 203 155

VI) (see eIO0W for efence of this readıng), father (Avıgad and
Sass 1997, 249 S677.2| Röllig 2003, 285—6 ct. Davıles
1991, 183 1$100.488.2] 229 [$100.771.2] and, for [WO further CXaml-

ples, Vaughn 203 8—9|
vl hslyhw (two sets of impressions and single impression made by dıffer-

ent seals), father (for the fırst set of impressions, Daviıies 1991, 144
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1$100.186.2], 246 1$100.900.2]| Aviıgad and Sass 1997, 2504 S681.2]
Röllig 2003, 306 for the second set of impress10ns, in

1C the ast [WO letters AIc damaged, Davıies 1991, 181 [$100.474.2]
2004, 79 F0101.205:2] Avıgad and Sass 1997, 251 d682.2| Röllıg
2003, 306 for further impression described 'readıng
certaın’ Dy Avıgad and Sass, Davıes 2004, 69 [$101.143.2] Avıgad
and Sass 1997, 251 do83.2]; and cf. also Davıes 2004, w 1$100.948.2],
38 [$100.955.2] and Vaughn 206 1$8$98—1001)

(VI11) spnyhw (one set of iImpress10ons and er impression made Dy
dıfferent sca father (for the fırst set of impress10ns, Davıes 1991, 1872
1$$100.481.2, 100 cf. 2004, 238; 2004, 39 1$100.961.2]| wıth
ONEC I1NOTEC example, Avıgad and Sass 1997, 2534 S689.2| Röllig
2003. 374 for OTNC further example, Davies 2004, 45
1 8K00:99521 and, for another example, Vaughn 210 1$146| for
the further impress10n, Davies 2004, 6J 1$101.005.2| Röllig 2003,
SA ci. Avigad and Sass 1997, 254);

1X) ZFY'! (two seitfs of Impress1i0ns, the second of1C 1S imperfectly DIC-
served), father (for the first set of impress1ions, Avıgad and Sass 1997,
J8 7 1—2 Davıes 1991, 157 1-2]1, cf. 2004, 23 2004,
034 |  1—2, 101.303.1—2] Röllıg 2003, 372 [$18.15.1—2],
and, for further examples, Vaughn Z for the
second seft of impress1ons, Davıes 1991, 144 .188.1—2], cf. 2004,
236: 2004, 69 1$101.145.2| Avıgad and Sass 1997, D 18699.1—2]
Röllig 2003, 3 F and, for ONC and perhaps [WO further
examples, Vaughn AT d 172

(X) VAW. father (Davıes 1991, 1a7 18$100.452.2,» ct. 2004,
238; wıth ON INOTE example, Avigad and Sass 1997, 258 1$700.2]
Röllig 2003, 3777 further set of Impress10ns Dy
aughn (1999b, 199 $$1 1-1 Ihn should have been labelle
l’Iygm VWKn;

X1) $bnyhw and l ' ‘Jzryhw, his father Davıes 1991, 154 189100.27/0:1. Z 178
|$100.455.1, Avıgad and Sass 1997, 1$703.1 Röllig
2003, 384 S21.16.1, 21)

X1 mdyhlw], unprovenanced, father (Davıes 2004, 372 10100:919.2]
Röllig 2003, 137l

(x111) YAWqm, unprovenanced, father Vaughn 216 S2571)
In thıs ıst there are the of, probably, fourteen INCN, ten of whom Alc the
athers of the OWNEeETS of the seals Dy1 the iImpress1ons WEIC made, and who INay
therefore be assumed have 1ve: 740—730 ese Impress10ns WeIiIC all
stamped mIk Jar handles.129 Was noted above that thıs Was done by officıals
who worked al the sıte In the Shephelah where the Jars WEeIC manufactured. All of the
Impress10ons discussed here whose PIOVCNANCC 15 known aAre firom al and the
places urthest north where anı y have been OUunNn! are Tell en-Nasbe (no 1l, ONC

129 Avıgad and ass 1997, 242; Röllıg 2003, 137 (at Vaughn 183, 216
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example and Gibeon (no VIl, ON example, and IX ON example). f it 1S legit1-
mate o SUDDOSC that thıs 1S how these roya officıjals and theır athers wıshed theır

be spelt, and disregardıng the VIEW that and ywonh aAre the Samne

PCrSON, ten 1G MAaYy ell have been Current 740—730 nclude the
theophorous element yYhw, ın three instances al the beginniıng of the Namne and in

at the end, as agaınst [WO ıe nclude the theophorous element VW,
ONCC al the beginnıng of the NaImne and OMNCEC al the end The of four of the 1981)8|
who 1ve al the end of the eighth century nclude the theophorous element yhw,
OMNCEC at the beginning of the MNamnc and three times at the end, ASs agalnst the Nname of
OMNC INan 1C begıins wıth the theophorous element total populatıon of
seventeen examples 15 OO small do IMNOTEC than provıde eneral dea of what MaYy
have been the CasSC, and the accıdents of discovery COU easıly mıslead 1S,
however, of interest, the basıs of such informatıon ASs have, that these
had halved in number between 740—730 and the end of the centurYy, from
twelve examples fıve., OT from ten four ıf the Impress1ons (1) X11 and
(Xx111) for 1C there 1S provenanced example, Alc exclilude: Moreover,
depending 16 data AdIc counted, the proportion of in C the spelling
1S increased either from 17% 740—730 20% at the end of the tu:  \ OT,
ıf the impress10ons for IC there 1S provenanced example are

eXcluded, from 20% 25% If, however, the of the athers arec nNnOoTt treated
separately from those of theır SONS, the proportion of In 1C the spelling 1S

1S Just under 18%, OT Just OVeT 21% ıf the Impress1ions for C there
1S provenanced example aAarc excilude Thus, apart from fıgure ase only
four examples (25%), al these proportions are close 20%
Both Avıgad and Sassl30 and Röllig‘>' 1n that yhwbnh (no VI) 1S the SdIllc PDCISON
AdS ywOonh, and, as WAas noted above, they elieve that his Namlc 1s also OUunNn! spe
ybnh Avıgad and Sass COMMEeNntT the eadıng yhw5oönh, °the seal Cutter
have first prepare seal eadıng mnhm yvonhThe Theophoric Elements yw and yhw in Proper Names  example) and Gibeon (no. vii, one example, and no. ix, one example). If it is legiti-  mate to suppose that this is how these royal officials and their fathers wished their  names to be spelt, and disregarding the view that yhwbnh and ywbnh are the same  person, ten names which may well have been current c. 740-730 BC include the  theophorous element yhw, in three instances at the beginning of the name and in  seven at the end, as against two names which include the theophorous element yw,  once at the beginning of the name and once at the end. The names of four of the men  who lived at the end of the eighth century BC include the theophorous element yhw,  once at the beginning of the name and three times at the end, as against the name of  one man which begins with the theophorous element yw. A total population of  seventeen examples is too small to do more than provide a general idea of what may  have been the case, and the accidents of discovery could easily mislead. It is,  however, of interest, on the basis of such information as we have, that these names  had halved in number between c. 740-730 BC and the end of the century, from  twelve examples to five, or from ten to four if the names on impressions (i), (xii) and  (xiii), for which there is no provenanced example, are excluded. Moreover,  depending on which data are counted, the proportion of names in which the spelling  is yw_increased either from 17% c. 740-730 BC to 20% at the end of the century, or,  if the names on impressions for which there is no provenanced example are  excluded, from 20% to 25%. If, however, the names of the fathers are not treated  separately from those of their sons, the proportion of names in which the spelling is  yw_ is just under 18%, or just over 21% if the names on impressions for which there  is no provenanced example are excluded. Thus, apart from a figure based on only  four examples (25%), all these proportions are close to 20%.  Both Avigad and Sass!3% and Röllig!3! think that yhwbnh (no. vi) is the same person  as ywbnh, and, as was noted above, they believe that his name is also found spelt  ybnh. Avigad and Sass comment on the reading yhwbnh, ‘the seal cutter seems to  have first prepared a seal reading mnhm ybnh ... Then, presumably at the insistence  of the owner, he added the missing he and waw of the patronymic in the small vacant  spaces’.!32 On the seal the wäw is placed at the beginning of the word,!33 giving a  reading wyhbnh, and Davies analyses this as the conjunction wäaw + the proper name  yhbnh.'3 But the he is much smaller than the other letters and appears to have been  fitted with difficulty into the limited space between the yöd and the befh. As a result,  there would have been no room to engrave a wäw there as well. Moreover, if the  initial waw is a conjunction, Menahem would not be the son of Yahbana, but the seal  would belong to both of them jointly. Davies lists no other example of the two names  on a seal being joined by the conjunction waw,!35 and so there is no known parallel  for shared ownership of a seal. In addition, Avigad and Sass say that, ‘unlike its  130 Avigad and Sass 1997, 249 (at 8676), 488.  131 Röllig 2003, 285 (at 813.55).  132 Avigad and Sass 1997, 249 (at 8677).  133 Avigad and Sass 1997, 249, Illustrations 677 (A) and (B).  134 Davies 1991, 342, 364.  135 Davies 1991, 341-2; 2004, 155.  R3Then, presumably al the insistence
of the he the missıng he and of the patronymıc in the sma1[l|l vacant
spaces’. 154 On the sea] the WAW 1s placed al the beginning of the word, !S g1ving
eadıng wyhbOnh, and Davıes analyses thıs as the conjJunction the PFrOpCr MNaillc

yhıbnh.!>* But the he 1S much maller than the other letters and AaDDCAISs {tO have been
wıth dıfficulty nto the imıted between the yvOöd and the heth As result,

there WOU have been FrOooOom CHNSTAVC there dSs ell Moreover, ıf the
inıtial 1S conJunction, Menahem WOU not be the SON of Yahbana, but the seal
WOUu belong both of them Jomtly. Davıes lısts other example of the [WO

seal] eing Joimned Dy the conjJunction waw,‚ >> and there 1S known paralle
for shared ownershıp of seal. In addıtıon, Avıgad and Sass Sa y that, unlıke ıts

130 Avıgad and ‚ass 1997, 249 (at 488
131 Röllıg 2003, 285 (at 8$13.55)
132 Avıgad and ass 1997, 249 (at
133 Avıgad and ass 1997, 249, [llustrations 677 (A) and (B)
134 Davıes 1991, 342, 364
135 Davıes 1991, 341—2; 2004, 155
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counterparts yYhw and VW, yA 1S not found’, al least wıth thıs spellıng, at the be-
ginnıng of names’,!>6 though, in the YCAar In 1C) thıs statement appeared, Deutsch
and Heltzer!>7 published from the seventh century S{ 1s the Namec

yh  7 ‘“Yahweh IS lıght’ As far ASs however, thıs 1S the only paralle
1C Can al present be cıted In VIEW of these factors, ıt 1S preferable

aSSUumMmMe that the inserted the al the beginnıng of the ıne because there
WAas nowhere else put it, and read wıth Avıgad and Sass and Röllıg. I,
then, Menahem wanted his father’s Namc be spe ıke thıs thıs OCcasıon, he
appCars have had another seal in 1C the theophorıc element Was spe
WOU have been possıble insert he between the yöd and the thıs sea]l.!>S
But the Name of Menahem’s father 1S also spe vbnh, and, A Was noted above, this
LOO MaYy nclude the Dıvıne Name Yahweh Thus not only dIiIc the spellings yhw and

both attested the seals of roya officıals. but Menahem’s three seals MaYy SUß-
gest INCASUTE of at least d between the uUSagcs discussed in thıs artıcle,
and perhaps InNOTre wıdely than thıs

1ve further Must be considered.
The MOST significant of these AIC DaDYyTIUS from CaVe in the Wadı Murabba‘ät
(Mur 17 papMurPalimp”).!39 1S palımpsest, and, ıf the original texTi wriıtten it
1S the record of prophecy, !®0 in ıne yhw, IC 15 precede by lacuna, 1S the
Dıvıne Name. Renz, however., arSUCS cogently that the text 1S letter and that yhw 1S
the theophorous element of Its author’s NamMıc, the fırst part of1Cc has been blıter-
ated. 141 The text written top of thıs includes ıst of IM and ıne mentions
SIN y  hw, whose father 1S 4 Cross thınks ıt ‘extremely lıkely” that the fırst Name
In iıne 3 ı18 111 transcrıbes '] ch. 142 cshould be read d NaIinc ending in
-yhw’ ‚14 though Davies, 144 Gibson!4> and Renz146 follow 111 here. The UusSscC of the
form yhw eıther ONCE OF, perhaps, twıce, securely IN the 1ist of al
and it IS probable that thıs 1S also irue of the original text the Papyrus oug!
Stern that the ıst 1S "much later than the or1ıgınal text, 147 moOost scholars assıgn
136 Aviıgad and Aass 1997, 502
137 Deutsch and Heltzer 1997, cfT. Davıes 2004, ($101.165.1) Röllig 2003, 4725

138 Avıgad and ass 1997, 249, Ilustration 678 (E)
139 Miılık 1961, 96—7; Benoıt, 1l1| and de Vaux ate ct. DavIıles 1991, ı 15

(8$833.001—2) Renz 1995, 284-—7 $$Mur[7 l? ZX
140 S50, Jaros 1982, (at S51)
141 Renz 1995, 284
14) Milık 1961,
143 Cross 1962, Cross 2003, 120
144 Davıes 1991, ı1Z
145 Gıbson 1971,
146 Renz 1995, 286
147 Stern 2001, 170
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both of them the Samnıec date It 1S generally agreed that Miılık)"s date of 750 BC
1S LOO hıgh, and the eXTSs are placed in the seventh century by Davies, 149 iın the
fırst half of the seventh century Dy Renz >0 and, ınıtially, Dy Cross, >! who subse-
quently preferre 700 BC and 650 by Gibson!>> and Smelik . 154 111
egards the ıst record of axXxes in kınd 1C have been paıd er possıbiılıties
AIlC noted by Renz,!>® but in an Yy Casc it 1S reasonable aSSUume that the four Inen
whose contributions are lısted aATreC farmers, a C presumably, Wäas SM father

Z before hım Ihus farmer who May be suppose have 1ve. al SOTINC pomnt
between 720 and 670 favoured the spelling instead of yhıw Thıs 1S fur-
ther indıcatıon that thıs spelling MaYy have survıived nto the early part of the seventh
century Moreover, it 1S of interest that [WO generations of the SaImnc famıly spe
hıs theophorıc element dıfferently. The discovery of arge number of bullae cshows
that Man y PaDyIus documents exıisted in in the per10d before the XE but thıs
1S the only ON 1C has far been Oun:! 15 impossı1ıble to ell whether &i  VW Zr
WAas 0)91°% of number of farmers who adopted the spelling VW, 0)8 whether he WAas

exception.
Inseription 89 from Arad!>7/ 1S only partıally preserved. reads [yw, 1C 1S fol-
OoOWEe Dy tıny portion of another letter. Aharoni!>® and Renz!>* that thıs
should be analyse as the preposiıtion amed the fırst tWO letters of PFrODCF NaIinec
4 egan ıth the theophorıc element and whose Ir letter cannot be dec1-
phered. Puech, 160 however, believes that the word se lıt MIleuUxX [yw ‘/Lyhw, plus
dıfficılement 'yws/p  » and, f eıither of these proposals 1S correc(t, the theophorıc ele-
ment WOU longer be present. Renz thınks thıs texTi MaYy perhaps be as early
4S the beginniıng of the eıghth CENLUrY BC but Davıes prefers date in the second
half of that century. 162

The engraved [WO bronze OWIS from Nımrud Canno(t, however, be relied
aSs evidence for In The Name ONC of the OWIS 1S hyw, !6 but the

Name the other DOwl, 1C 1S a preserved, Can be read eıther mlkyw or
o o‘ 05 though Renz that the ast letter m1g ell be he, ın 1C CAasc the

148 111ı 1961, 95
149 Davıes 1991, 113
150 Renz 995, 283, 285

Cross 1962, 34, 37 Cross 2003, 116, 118, AT
152
153

(CCross 1973 Ö  ® 2 E 1983, Cross 2003, 108 20; 2003,
Gibson 1971, 31

154 Smelık 1991, 164
15 ıll 1961,
156 Renz 1995, 285
157 Davıes 1991, zk Renz 1995, 137 ($Arad[8]:89.1)
158 Aharon1ı 1981, 105
159
160

Renz 1995, I7 and
uecC 1988, 201 r

161 Renz 1995, Wa
162
163

Davıes 1991,
Davıes 2004, 13 ($34.004.1) KRenz 1995, 78 (&$N1im[8]:4.1).
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theophorous element yhw COUuU be restored.164 Not only 1S the eadıng thıs
second bow/| uncertaın, but Renz also COMMEeN: that °‘dıe Schrift ist wahrschein-
ıchsten aramı., Jedenfalls nıcht 165 If the Name the bow/l 1S indeed Yahwıistic,
the scr1pt in IC it 1S engraved INaYy suggest that the bowl 1S from the northern
kıngdom of Israel WOU tollow that _yw should be read rather than -yhw, because
thıs latter form 1S otherwıse attested only ın The LTOOM In 1C these OWIS
WeTC discovered contaıned al ON tıiıme OVer 150 bronze vessels, 106 and Yadinl®67 ob-
SCIVCS that the decoratıion of SOMC of these includes °the four-winged “beetle” SYMM-
bo]l’168 ic IS also OUunNn: In SOMINC of the mIk Jars. He arSUuCS that these
owls. ıke those 1cC WEeIC )names ıke hyw'’, WeTC °carrıed AWdYy d boo
from Dy, perhaps, Tiglath-pileser {{{ OT Sennacher1 But neıther of the OWIS
in question has thıs decoration, 1° and the arge 0Aar'! of 1C they WEeEeIC part COMN-

taıns iıtems 1C are unlıkely have orıginated ın Barnett, for example,
conjectures stylıstıc grounds that ONC of the other OWIS ame from Hamath, [WO
have Aramaıiıc Inscr1ıptions 16 nclude the word SPF , and there arec also orth
yrıan OT Phoenicıan sceptre-heads’ .! ”° ere be obvıous [CasSON why the

OWIS under discussion should be assoc1lated wıth ıtems 1C IMaYy have COTTNIC

from rather than wıth other ıitems MC dıd noOot Thus in has nNnOTt succeeded
In demonstratıng that these OWIS arec lıkely have COMIMEC from and NnOLT Israel

Cross and Freedman’s claım that "some mIixıing of the forms and yhw] WOU
have been inevitable’1!/! must be qualıified. As has been noted above, the form yhw 1S
attested only ina wıth the exception of text from Tell Qasıle. oug ıt has
been as whether thıs text 1S forgery, untıl thıs has been shown be probable ıts
authenticıity should be accepted. Since, however. Tell Qasıle WAas DOrt, and
Judaeans MAaYy ell have SONC there, this text does NOot necessarıly reflect northern

But the spellıng VW, 1C apart irom the texTt from Tell Qasıle, 1S alone
OUnN! ın exXTts from the kıngdom of Israel iın the ei1ghth century B 1S also present ın
SOTIIC from 1S nOot CaS y determine how widespread thıs Was The
PFOVCNANCC of ten of the thırteen seals 1C Can be dduced d evidence 1S -
known, and CcCasons have been gıven for oubting whether of these seals, 1InNn-
cludıng [WO of the three1 AlC sald have been discovered ın al WeTiTC

orave: there Moreover, the authenticity of [WO of the thırteen seals. ON of 1cC
contaıins MNaIinc wıth the theophorıc element yhw, has been suspected. 1S 1ImpossI1-

164 Renz 1995, 78—9 and Ar alll Nım/(81:5.1), cf. Davıes 2004, 13 (&$34.005.1)
165 Renz 1995,
166 ‚ayarı a, 90—1
167 Yadın 1967
168 ayarı Plates 58 B, E’ A7 which IMay be Plates 5/B and 58
169 arne! 1967, 3*_4*’ 7* and Plate 111
170 arnett 1967, y F 4*
17 Cross and Freedman 1932,
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ble be SUTEC how Man Yy of the seals supply rellable informatıon about practice in
a though SUOTTIC 0)8 all] of them MaYy do [Jata provide by Jar handle impres-
SIONS arc, however, [NOTC valuable esE indıcate that SOTTIC 20% of the roya Offi-
clals who spe the theophorıc element In theır OT yhıw and who ffixed
theır seals to mIk Jars al the end of the eighth century B  9 together wıth theır fathers.,
favoured the spelling Unfortunately only seventeen 16 employ eıther
spelling AdIc known from the impress10ns, and the PaDyIUus from the Wadı Murabba  65  at
ells us INOTC than the preferences of, al moOstT, OT three farmers and the author
of letter. SX pıcture of the extent of the [WO uUSagcs ın these cırcles in
cannot be obtaıned. Cross! /2 °that ın the udaean COUrTt 1alect of the 8th CECTMN-

(urYy, the pronuncı1atiıon VaWwW, characterıistic of the Israelıte COurt in the orth WAas
affected’ He refers In thıs connection ‘seals of roya officıials before the time of
ezekıah), that 1S, presumably, seals 111 and (1V) 1C wWeTrTCc owned Dy miıniısters of
Kıng Uzzıah of al whose Namme 1S spe them He does nNnOoTt discuss
whether the 1iconography of these seals indıicates that they WeTC engraved In the
northern kıngdom of srael, but. ıf thıs WAas S  s ıt WOUu confirm that there Was influ-
CIICEC the udaean COurt from the north 1S perhaps unlıkely that all the officı1als
who worked al the roya potteries should be Cn as members of the COUurt
Vaughn, !$ however, observes that impressions (1) and (vll) WEeETC made by seals
1C WAas the emblem of four-winged uraeus’, 1cC 1S sıgn that they WEIC the
property of ımportant people, ıle In impression (1) SONyhAwW 1S described 4S bn hmilk
and IMaYy el have been ıteral SON OTr al least relatıve of the kıng Since ıt
WAas ywkn  S who worked at the potter1es, ywkn imself MaYy have been of hıgher
rank than most of these officıals, though ıt WOU be gomng beyond the evidence
assume wıth Vaughn!/* °that the tıtle here]| refers functionary in the roya
court  . T00 1S known for there 18 be certaınty about the precise soc1a] sStatus
either of all these officials ÖOr of the farmers named the ONC surviıving PapYyTUS, but
it MAaYy be conjectured that SOMINEC of them WeTIC 1991538 who had standıng but who dıd nNnot
belong the highest evels of soclety.
M Renz IS ng place Inseription 89 from Arad at the beginnıng of the eıghth COMN-

tury B and if the spellıng IS present in it, thıs WOUu be the earlıest known text
from ın iICc ıt IS oun! ere 1S basıs for Avıgad’s opınıon that ıt OCCUTS
there In the nınth century BC It 1S attested, however, ın the fırst half of the eighth
century seals (11) and (111), the of athers of royal officıals Jar handle
Impressions uggest that it Was Current 740—730 B' and the of the officıals
themselves show ıt WAas used 710—701 Since ıt WAas ın uUusc at the VC end of
the eıghth century ıt WOU not be surprisiıng ıf thıs had continued nto at least the
early part of the seventh century, and, ıf seals (v111) and 1X) COMEeC from al they
IMNaYy ell indıcate that thıs WAas The Wadı Murabba’ät PaDyIus provides sımılar
evidence. Thus the spelling aAaDDCAaIS have urvıved in for around CECTM-

172 Cross 1983, 5 $ cf. Cross 2003, 109, cf. 108
173 Vaughn 26—8
174 Vaughn 1 345
175 Aviıgad 1983,
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LUTrY, 10 polnts ıt havıng been preferre both by s1gnıficant minorIity of the
class to 1C perhaps, SUOTITIC of the officıals who worked at the royal potteries and
SOTTIC farmers elonged, and also by SOMIMEC InenNn of hıgher rank.
ouUg| both father and s{0)8! spell the theophorous element In theır in the
SaIinıc WaYy sea] (v) using the spellıng VW, and in Jar handle impression XI} usıng
the spellıng yhw, In the Wadı Murabba  en  at DaDyTIUuS VW Zr and hıs SOM $y  hw USsSCcC

dıfferent spellıngs. Moreover, d Was noted above, certaın Menahem to have
had three seals 1C his father’s Namnec Was spel in three different WAaYyS. I, ASs IS
lıkely, ONC of these spellıngs, yhwbnh, 1S correction, Menahem presumably had
definıte VIEWS about what he wanted when thıs sea] Was engraved, whatever INay be
the explanatıon for the other [tWO spellings. Röllig that ıt ollows that
‘orthographische Varıanten eines Namens nıcht als Datierungskriteriıum gee1gnet
sind’,!/6 and Ginsberg’s claım the contrary! // must be rejected. Like the UuUsScC of
both and yhw by roya offıcıals who worked together at the potteries, the infor-
matıon provıde: by the adı Murabba  en  at PaDyIUus and by Menahem’s seal] impres-
S1O0NS indicates that both spellings continued sıde Dy sıde in al al least in certaın
SIOUDS f seals 111 and (1V) WeTEC engraved ın the kıngdom of srael, ıt 1S entirely
possible that they WOU have been brought by the miıinısters of Kıng Uzzıah
who owned them But whether the spellıng entered In SOTTNIC such WadYy OT

Was independent development 1C cannot NO be traced In etaıl, it became
part of the southern Hebrew 1alect for century OTr as alternative yhw,
1C the majJorıty preferred.

VI

maıntaıns that the occurrénce of yw- al Kuntillet ‚Jrud 6  15 noOot necessarıly due
north-Israelıite physıca ven influence’, sınce thıs form 15 attested ın

the Wadı Murabba  2  at DaDYyTUS at least generatıon after the Samarıan exile’. 178 He
also draws attention, dSs Was noted above, the spelling .yw In from eighth-
century Judah 179 Sınce arbon-14 dating of amples of organıc materıal indıicates
that Kuntillet ‚Jrud WAas Ooccupled durıng the per10d 801—770 BC sınce ıt 1S 1M-
possıble ell when the spellıng Was fırst used Ina and SIncCe the accıdents
of discovery MaY be responsıble for the concentration of Man y of the examples
IC have towards the end of the eıghth century, the supposıtıon that the spell-
ing Was part of the southern Hebrew 1lalect al the beginnıng of the eighth cCentury
B'  9 and COUuU have been the form used quıte naturally by Judaeans at Kuntillet
‚Jrud, Cannot in princıple be exciude But thıs spelling had unquestionably become
part of that 1alect Dy the end of the cCenturYy, and the Wadı Murabba  S  at DPapYTUS,

176 Röllıg 2003, 285
177 See above.
| /8 Zadok 1988, 182
179 19858, 184
180 Carm1ı and ega. 996
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whatever its precise date, COUuU have been wriıtten under V dıfferent Circumstances
from the much earlier al Kuntillet Jrud Moreover, whether, ASs Finkelstein
and ı1lberman believe,!8! the populatıon of oubled al the end of the eighth
century wıth the arrıval of arge numbers of refugees from the northern kıngdom
of Israe] after the Assyrıan CONqueSsT, OF, Vaughn!8$% maıntaıns, there WeTC fewer
refugees than thıs. VW Zr in the text from the Wadı Murabba  A  at COUuU for al]
knOowWw have been northerner. The attestatıon of the spellıng in SOINC

after the Samarıan ex1ile’ 1S not sufficient recason for holding that ıts OCCUrITENCEC al
Kuntillet Jrud need not be due to the there of [NCMN from the north
Some al Kuntillet JrÜ have been hought belong 118 Judaeans. Zevit!8>
observes, followıng Weinfeld,!$* that ‘dnh, the Name of bdyw’s father,!®> 1S OUuUnNn! in
ron E AdSs the Name of fficer of Jehoshaphat kıng ofal who eigned
873849 He claıms that thıs informatıion 15 historically rei1able oug

Meshe]1186 tentatıvelyuthat these [WO X IMaYy refer the Samne PCISON, such
iıdentificatıon 1S improbable. Sınce the arbon-14 datıng eported above shows

that Kuntillet Jru Wäas not occupied until O1 B  ® SOMMEC fifty later than
Meshel» dnh IS unlıkely have been the father of OmMecONEC who 1ve fıfty

Or IMNOTEC after the ea| of Jehoshaphat. Zevit!87 also notes that the Naine MSTY,
OoOUun! In another text al Kuntillet ‘Ajrud!$® but nOTt in the Old J estament, 1S known
from [WO bullae made by the SAaIinıc cea]1189 and ostracon 190 IC AIc °all from
Judah’ He apparently claıms implicıtly that thıs Nan firom Kuntillet ‚Jrud Was

udaean The 1S saıd have COM from °the aica of the Judean hills’,!?!
and, SINCE the athers of these [WO INCN AIc called respectively $bnyhw and Sknyhw,
the spelliıng of the theophorıc element ın theır 1n them Msr[y/
should perhaps also be read of uncertaın PFOVCNANCEC 1C May, however,
have been discovered 11Calr Tell eıt Mirsim.1%2 1S nNOT OUnN! ın an y other Inscr1p-
tion.19 OoOreover, Hadley!?“ poıints out that 1C che ın er
text from Kuntillet ‘Ajrud,!?> IS the NaImnec of udaean in ron 4 16 and the MaIinc

of Levıte who presumably 1ve: ın the south In Tron 29.12% though she egards

181 Finkelstein and Sılberman 2006, 265—9
182 aug! 24, 26, 64—5, 68—70
183 Zevıt 2001, 380
| 84 Weiınfeld 1984, 121
185
186

Davıes 1991, } Renz 1995, ($KAgr{[9]:3.1)
eshel 1978,

187 eVI 2001, 398
188
189

Davıes 2004, 1
Davıes 2004, Röllıg 2003, 291(190 Davıes 2004, 24—5 ($99.006.10)

19]
192

Deutsch and Heltzer 1995, 81
Avıgad and ‚ass 1997, 213 85506.1) Röllig 2003, 291(cft. Avıgad 19806, 13 and
IR &108.1) DavIıes 1991, 203 ($100.608.1).

193
|94

Davıes 1991, 433; 2004, 193
Hadley 1987, 182, 184: 2000, E

195 Davıes 1991, ( Renz 1995, 61 and ($KAgr{(9]:8.1)
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thıs d ate evidence. But both ee] and Uehlinger!”® and Zevit19?7 Oou whether
Hadley’s restoratiıon IS correct, and, though Zevit thınks yhl[Y reviated form
of thıs NamMe, WOUuU be MOTE satısfactory, thıs does not meet ee] and Uehlinger’s
objection that the top of anı y amed in the lacuna should have been isıble Neıther

L/ yAL[ D] NOT dnh 1S known from anı Y other inscription, '”® and L/ yALL 'L
1S not OUunNn:! elsewhere ın the Old JTestament. ‘dnh 15 attested varıant dnh al
ron 704199 and ‘dn at 7ra 10.30,200 ıle at Neh D the Name IS spe
n If ‘dnh should be read at Tron 12.21,201 it WOU be Namec saı1d o have
been given member of the trıbe of Manasseh In the tiıme ofavl The hıstorical
value of materı1a]l In the 00 of Chronicles Cannot be discussed here. But
information about InNeN who WeTC called T/ LL H, MS OTr ‘“dnh 1S ın an y Casc

SDAaIrsSC, and there to be obvıous rcason why these should have been
restricted Judah,202 Eevecn f the eadıng dnh at ron 2 1S rejected. In
addıtıon. the restoration of yhL/I [] 0)8 yhl[’LJ 1S at best uncertaın.

have noted elsewhere?©% that °Cross states that Ithe spellıng VW| aDDCAIS Iın
559Judah| during the eighth Century BCE ...  in Ssma of seals 204 and, since NONe

of the from Kuntillet Jrud 15 seal, used these facts support IMY VIeEW
that the IMenNn named there Came from the northern kıngdom of Israel In olng thıs
overlooked the evidence of the Wadı Murabba  e  at PaDyIUs, in the 1g of 1C IN Y
argumen thıs specific point 1S nvalıd But ıt emaıns irue that the absence at
Kuntillet ‚Jrud of the spelling yhw, 1C 1S characteristic of the southern Hebrew
dıalect, and the of as Man y ASs nıne, OT poss1bly ten, examples of the spellıng
YW, suggest strongly that these InNenNn WEIC irom the kıngdom of Israel oug!| thıs
spelling 1S oun ina there 1S other concentration there of such arge [1U111-

ber of instances of ıt, and both IM the offıicıals at the roya potteries and the
DaDyTIUusS 1C SOTTIIC farmers, both spellings AIcC employed. ıle in princıple
anı Yy of the men named al Kuntillet JrUu COU. have been Judaeans, it 1$ much INOTC

probable, when the verall rmn of 1S taken nto acCCcount, that they all Came

from Israel Neıther NOr Zeviıt explaıns satisfactorily eıther why thıs 1S
unlıkely have been the CasC, why ıt 1S MOTe lıkely that these inNen Calllc from

Zeviıt lays far OO much weıght the Sma amount of evidence 1ic indı-
that the spellıng Was OUnN! in al and neglects the wıder pıcture, u“

provides convincıng paralle the data from Kuntillet Jrud
Thus the spelliıng YVW, 16 Was used ın the kıngdom of srael, appeare alongside
the spelling yhw iın for perhaps lıttle IMOTEC than undred ın and after
the eıghth century B became part of the southern Hebrew dialect in thıs per10d, and

196 ee]l and Uehlinger 1992, 255 194
197 EeVI! 2001, 390 and 81
198 Davıes 1991,s456; 2004, 166, 204
199 Kennicott 1780, 664 at
200 Baer 1882, 39, 110
201 So Rudolph 1955, 106 21
202 eel and VUehlinger 1992, 280 282
203 astın 2004, 330
204 Cross 1983, Cross 2003, 108
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Was preferre: by small minorIity ASs alternatıve yhw But the concentratiıon of
theophorıc compounded wıth al Kuntillet Jru IS unlıke anythıng at-
tested elsewhere in a and 1S evidence for the physıca there of inen
from the kıngdom of Israel
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Ahbstract

Inseriptions from the eighth cCentury sShow that ın PTFODCI the theophorıc
element yhw Was used only ın al wıth the exception of ON text from Tell Qasıle,
but that the spellıng Was used both ın the northern kıngdom of Israel and in few

from It has been laimed that these nclude fourteen seals, but of
these AIc NnOoTt irom e1ighth-century None of the remaılnıng twelve seals,
together wıth er example 1C should be e WeIC discovered in CON-
rolled excavatıon, VC lıttle 15 known about theır PFOVCNANCC, and it has been
maıntained that of them WeTC engraved ın the northern kıngdom of Israel The
informatıon 1C the seals provıde should be handled wıth caution. Nevertheless,
the dates g1ven SOTITIC of them, together wiıth the evidence of the Wadı Murabba‘ät
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papyrus, uggest that the spellıng survıved in nto the seventh century
Jar handle impress10ons made by seals of roya officıals demonstrate that ıt Was CUT-

rent in both al the end of the eighth century and perhaps also /740— 730
B' though the offıicıals and theır athers favoured the spelling yhw Both spellings
ATC present in the Impress1ons of seals 1C aAaDDCAaL to have elonge 118 CCI-
taın Menahem and In the Wadı Murabba  5  at PaDyIus, and they arec OUuUnN! sıde by
sıde ın M farmers ell dAaSs roya officıals Thus the spellıng became
part of the southern Hebrew 1lalect for century 0)8 as alternatıve yhw,
IC the majJorIity preferred.

Kuntillet Jrud there arec nıne, OT poss1ıbly ten, examples of the spellıng iın
pPropCcI IN but NOTMC of the spellıng yhıw Ihıs 15 unlıke the sıtuation elsewhere In

Moreover, there are other from Kuntillet ‚Jrud 1C AdIC clearly
udaean 1S therefore probable that these AICc the of NCN who WEeTC from the
northern kingdom of Israel

Address 0O author

Mastın, Faculty of Oriental Studies, Sıdgwick Avenue, Cambrıdge (B} 9DA,
Uniıted Kıngdom

135


