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The fourth-century BCE Persian period cemetery at Tel Hazor was first excavated in Area A in 1958 by Aharoni (Hazor III-IV:49, Plan VII) and then again during the fifth season of excavations in 1968 (Hazor V:156-161). Altogether, nearly 50 burials were revealed. The renewed excavations of Area M in the 1990s expanded increased the exposure of the same cemetery to the region of the northern terrace, exposing revealing 25 more pit tombs associated to with Phase IIA in this area (see also Ben-Tor 2016:169-170). The tombs contained burials of men, women, and children. The majority of these had few or no funerary offerings, and, with a few exceptions, all the tombs were oriented east-west, as is typical for in tombs of this period (cf. Wolff 2002:133). A fewSeveral of the tombs were lined with stone slabs, yet but most were consisted of elongated pits dug into the ground and covered with flat stones. The skeletons found within the tombs were badly preserved, severely limiting the ability to possibility of define identifying theirir sex age and agesex. In most of the burials, no complete skeletons were found. Generally speaking, the extant cranial and post-cranial remains indicate that the deceased were placed on their backs, oriented to the east, with their heads facing north–-east.  Within the tombs Relatively few votive offerings were found within the tombs relatively few votive offerings, but among these included were pottery vessels, jewelry, as well as various cosmetic and personal items (Plan X). While some several of the tombs were rich in finds, most were quite meager or had no finds at all. The following chapter will present the various jewelry and cosmetic items found within them. 

Earrings (fig. 12.1:1)
Two earrings were found in Tomb L5911. The first is a copper alloy earring with a solid crescentic body and an elongated, tapered, bent-over hoop that meets on one side. The earring’s two opposing ends are missing. The Its wire of the earring is or square cross-section in its thicker portion and of rounded cross-section in its thinner portion and was probably formed by hammering or swaging, (wherein whereby the a wire is hammered into a profiled channel). The second is A a fragment of a similar, though slightly smaller earring made out of silver (not depicted) was also found in this tomb.	Comment by Author: there seems to be a word missing or a typo here, but I’m not sure what you mean:

Perhaps: 
A cross-section of the thicker portion of the earring’s wire appears to be square, while that of its thinner portion appears to be round ….
Also dDescribed in the literature as boat-, leech-, lunate-, or crescent-shaped, such earrings occur in a wide range of sizes and are most commonly found made of copper alloy, though gold, silver, and electrum examples are common occur as well. Such eEarrings with an elongated hoop begin in the Iron Age I, yet but become more popular at towards the end of the Iron Age II and into the Persian period (Golani 2013:97-98, Earring Type I.1a; see therein for parallels).

Small, Plain Rings (figs. 12.1:2-4)
Any ring up to 3 cm in diameter is defined as ‘ “small’..” Three small and simple rings made of copper alloy were recovered from the tombs: . Tthe object in figure 12.1:2 from Tomb L5843 is plain and may have served as an earring, nose-ring, hair-ring or finger-ring; . the The object in fig.  1:3 from Tomb L5376 is of square in form and, made out of thin, square-sectioned wire, and appears seems to represent be a ring that was once wrapped around another object, such as a square-sectioned wooden handle or a kohl kohl-stick receptacle. Such These kinds of plain rings used as jewelry items are commonly found in use as jewelry items throughout all  every periods. The square square-shape of thed wire (fig.  12.1:3) may also be a remnant of a kind of necklace or brooch in which twisted wire was was used to hold a series of square objects at set intervals (see in Kamid el-Loz; Poppa 1978: Tafel 20: Grab 71:10). This specific kind of accessory of with a square-shaped wire, sometimes referred to as a 'chain“chain-link',,” has also been published fromamong the finds of  other Persian period tombs, such as those  at Tel Michal (see in Muhly and Muhly 1989: fig.  25.15:319), and may represent a fragment of a larger jewelry creation item that was in fashion during in the Persian period.   	Comment by Author: shouldn’t this be translated?
The object in fig.  12.1:4 from Tomb 5911 is made out of at least two copper alloy two wires of copper alloy, both of round in section and, that were twisted together, thus to forming a thick wire ring. At least one end of the ring is missing, and its actual size of the ring is uncertain. The form resulting from this technique is usually found used in appears in larger-sized rings (above over 3 cm in diameter) that probably functioned served as bracelets, anklets, and or armlets. and These are were well-knowncommon throughout the Iron Age II and into the Persian period, when in which they are were also occasionally made of out of copper alloy wound together withand iron wire wound together (Golani 2013: 145-146, Large Ring Type I.3, and see therein for parallels).  

Stone Pendant (fig. 12.1:5)
A special stone pendant was found in Tomb L5843. The pendant hasis of a flat, triangular shape, and when hungsuspended, with the its apex pointsing downwards. The perforation is locatedruns lengthwise between the two corners of the base or transverse bar, which is slightly concave. The pendant is made out of semi-precious banded agate or onyx, brown in color, with bands of light gray and white. The piece was drilled from two opposing opposite ends, with the perforation meeting at an obtuse angle in the middle. The object is carefully carved and polished, and the variegation of the stone is well-exploited.
This type of stone pendant has a local chronological range that beginning begins in the Iron Age I, such as at Tel Beth Shean (Golani 2009: fig.  11.3:3) and Tell el-Far'ah (S) (Starkey 1930: Type W:60, 65, 70), and continuing continues into the Iron Age II , such as at Lachish (Tufnell 1953: Pl. 67:115), and into the Persian period such, as from at Ein Gedi (Shai, Porath and Eshel 2007: Photo 9) and Tel Michal (Herzog and Levy 1999: fig.  4:10).
This The pendant type is outstanding not only for for its exquisite workmanship and the polishing of its semi-precious banded stone, —which creating make it a very highly aesthetical object, —but also for its unique form and distribution. Such pendants made in out of semi-precious stones and similar forms ones in gold are known from controlled contexts at Ur and Uruk in Mesopotamia, Tepe Hissar in Iran, and in Georgia, Anatolia, and Romania, where they are dated from the middle of the -third to well into the second millennium BCE (see Rudolph 1995:35, 45-46 for a full listing and references, see also, and Golani 2013:164, Stone Pendant Type II.2b). Thus, the origin of this form thus appears to have been from have lain in Mesopotamia or Anatolia to the north, where it is found already existed during in the third millennium BCE (Ogden 1982:109). The limited number of local examples may be importsbe imported from these regions or possibly heirlooms.	Comment by Author: geographic distribution?	Comment by Author: by “where” do you mean Georgia, Anatolia and Romania?  or also Mesopotamia & Iran?

Round Medallion - Metallic Pendant (fig. 12.1:6-8)
A total of eleven round flat-backed hollow pendants were recovered from Tomb L5376. The pendants were are made of silver and consist of a circular plate, onto which a hemispherical dome was is attached, thereby creating a hollow ‘“medallion’,” onto which a tubular stringing attachment was is affixed at one end. The hemispherical dome was is highlighted by a tightly setly placed  ring of silver granules that surround around it. The present assemblage includes eleven items (fig.  1:8), of which two are larger (fig. 12.1:6-7) and the rest are slightly smaller, suggesting a graded set (see fig.  12.1:8) that, along with a singular carnelian bead (see below) also found in this tomb (see Ben-Tor 2016: fig. 122), may have made upbeen part of a necklace or bracelet alongside of a singular carnelian bead (see below) that was also found in this tomb (see in Ben-Tor 2016: fig.  122). Such round pendants may have served as a centerpiece for of a bracelet or a necklace. and are When found, they often found to include a stone set on a metal mount (see e.g., Golani 2013:162–163, Metal Pendant Type I.14).
Two examples, very similar in form to the present examples from Hazor yet but made out of copper alloy, are known from Tel Shor,  and dated to the fourth century BCE (Golani and Yannai, in press). Other examples,  that consisting of a rounded flat plate of silver or gold with a loop at one end for suspension and with a plano-convex stone or glass inlay setting, are known from Iron Age II Phoenician tombs at Akhziv (Mazar 2004: fig.  23:8, 9, 10). Similar round ‘“medallion’ medallion” pendants that depicting a full moon topped by a crescent are were also knownfound throughout the Phoenician world, such as was in the gold one at the Tharros necropolis, which has been dated to the seventh-sixth centuries BCE (Pisano 1987: Pl. 42h, Type Xa, p. 89), the gold one at Cadiz, dated to the sixth-fourth centuries BCE (Perdigones Moreno et al. 1990: Figs. 35: 2, 7, 9; 36: 3), and one of similar date at Carthage of similar date (Quillard 1979: Pls. 4-5, 14: 17). The examples from Hazor are somewhat different as they consist of a hollow pendants depicting a bulging and full “moon,” while while the crescent is merely suggested. 

Stone Beads - Short Oblate Globular (fig. 12.1:9)
A short oblate circular bead made out of dark red carnelian and bearing a straight perforation was recovered from Tomb L5376. Such beads in carnelian are quite common in among finds from most archaeological periods. This generalized form is rounded, with a stringing axis that is usually slightly shorter than the diameter (Golani 2013: Stone Bead Type II.2; Beck Type I.B.1.a.).	Comment by Author: Unclear: Are you describing this general type of bead? Or are you describing this particular bead found here?

Pin and Hemispherical Bead (fig. 12.2:1)
A copper-alloy wire pin or rounded cross-section, tapering and pointed at one end, slightly thickened and bent into a hook at the other end. A plano-convex bead of unidentified green stone was found threaded on the wire.   	Comment by Author: cross-section of what?
Together, these two objects found in Tomb L5911 seem to be a spindle whorl and pin shaft. Whorls hafted on suspended spindles provided continuous rotary motion on the flywheel principle, enabling the twisting of fibers for the fashioning of thread (Barber 1991:70-78). Spindle whorls are a common burial accessory in tombs from the Late Bronze period onwards and are often found in graves of females from the Persian period (Herzog and Levy 1999:23*). The pin of the spindle whorl can be made out of wood, bone, or wire, though these rarely survive intact on the whorl. Spindle whorls of a plano-convex, disk, or lentoid shape can be made out of bone/ivory, clay, or stone. The weight of the spindle may be informative of the type of fiber it was used to spin; lighter whorls (less than 30 gr), such as those made out of bone/ivory, are better for spinning short fibers such as wool, for example, while heavier whorls, such as those made out of stone, are better for spinning longer fibers, such as flax/linen, as well as for a tighter spin of the thread.  

Fibulae (fig. 12.2:2-3)
Two fibulae made out of copper alloy were recovered: one from Tomb L5836, the other from an unclear context of balk removal. Both are of the "triangular bow" type, with decorated block or grooved ring moldings on each arm (Stronach 1959: Types III.3-4), of the kind quite typical of Iron Age II and well into the Persian period. The fibula in fig. 1:11 is nearly complete; only the very end of the pin is missing. The fibula in fig. 1:12 lacks a pin and spring, yet clearly exhibits a square-sectioned socket into which the end of the spring was once inserted. The latter object was not recovered from any of the tombs, but may have originated in them.

Kohl Tubes and Kohl Sticks (fig. 12.3) 
A total of five copper alloy kohl sticks and bone kohl tubes were recovered in the excavation of the tombs. Two kohl sticks and one kohl tube were recovered in Tomb L5602, another kohl stick was recovered from Tomb L5585, two kohl tubes were recovered in Tomb L5579, and a kohl stick and tube were found together in Tombs L5809 and L5608, respectively.
Copper alloy kohl sticks and kohl tubes of copper alloy, alabaster, stone, and paste are a common accessory in tombs of the Persian period (cf. Stern 1982:149, and n. 18). The manufacture and use of kohl was were well- known in ancient Egypt, where it they had a long history (Stern 1982:149, n. 19). In the Persian period In  tombs in of the Southern Levant from the Persian period,, kohl sticks and tubes are often found associated with female burials and found laid lying near the head. The tube was used to mix the kohl, a lead or antimony-based mineral common in Egypt, with oil or water in order to produce a dark-colored makeup that is still used until today and applied with a kohl stick to accentuate the eyes, being applied by means of the kohl stick. 
KThe kohl sticks are generally simple in form, ; the end used for application may can be inassume the shape of a small spoon (fig. 12.3:1), be plain and rounded (fig. 12.3:2), with contain spiral incisions (fig. 12.3:3) to better 'hold' “hold” the kohl in place, or be slightly flattened (see in fig. 12.3:7) to, in imitation ofe a delicate brush. The other end usually bears incisions or ribbed moldings, while the tip is often decorated with a crenelated design. Notched decoration on at the ends of kohl sticks in copper alloy and bone is common and is known from previous excavations at Hazor Area A (Hazor III-IV: Pl. 191:21, 22; Pl. 365:8, 9) and in  in the fourth fourth-century BCE cemetery in Lebanon at Kamid el-Loz Grave 7 Grave 7 (see Poppa 1978: Tafel 7: Grab 7:13, 14; see also Hachmann and Penner 1999: Tafel 31) and also from on the bone kohl tubes as well (Golani 1996: fig.  4:3). One of the kohl sticks is bent (fig. 12.3:2), though it is unclear whether this was intentional. Another kohl stick (fig. 12.3:3) bears a circular plate positioned nearly midway down the its shaft. The upper portion of the this plate was is decorated with a ring of punched circles and was intended to have served as a 'lid'“lid”, for covering the opening of the kohl tube. An exact parallel to this form, though with a decoration of radial lines instead of rather than circles, is also known from Kamid el-Loz Grave 6, which has been dated to the fourth century BCE (Poppa 1978: Tafel 7: Grab 6:10).   	Comment by Author: does this refer to the notched decoration or the stick itself?	Comment by Author: should this be translated?
The four kohl tubes from Hazor (fig. 12.3:4-7) were found in poor condition, yet but are typical northern examples of the fourth century BCE. Persian Period period kohl tubes made out of bone are usually cylindrical,  and are often decorated with incised chevron, herringbone or simple hatched designs. Similar kohl tubes have also been found at Kamid el-Loz  (Poppa 1978: Tafel 4: Grab 2:11, Tafel 7: Grab 6:9;  Tafel 8: Grab 8:7; 10: Tafel 10: Grab 11:8, Grab 12:2, Tafel 18: Grab 58:1, Tafel 20: Grab 71:14, Tafel 21: Grab 72:6, Tafel 23: Grab 78:1, Tafel 25:1; and see also Hachmann and Penner 1999: Tafeln 29-30, 102-103, and therein for further parallels from throughout the Near East). A kohl tube identical to that the one shown in fig. 12.13:7 was previously recovered at Hazor Area A, T. 27 of of the same cemetery (Hazor V: fig.  II.60:13, Photo II.62), and while earlier excavations in Area A have also revealed copper alloy kohl sticks and bone kohl tubes in funerary contexts from T. 10 and T. 5 (see Hazor III-IV: Pl. 191:23, 24 [mistakenly identified as a handle], Pl. 365:7).	Comment by Author: should these be translated?

Alabastra (fig. 12.4:1, 2)
Two alabastra were recovered, one made of glass (fig. 12.4:1) the other of stone (fig. 12.4:2), ) but probably of Egyptian alabaster. Alabastra are small, elongated bottles with a narrow, elongated bodybodies, that are rounded or broadened at the bottom with and havea sack-like bases. Their neck iss are very short, sharply constricted, and and the usually have an rim is usually outflaring rim. Two small knob handles are are usually generally found near their upper portionbody. Such vessels are common in Persian funerary assemblages, where they are usually dated to between the end of the seventh to the fifth century BCE (Stern 1980:104; 1982:149). These bottles were probably used to hold a precious liquids or unguents.	Comment by Author: Is this a technical term? I was unable to find it in the dictionary.
The glass alabastron (fig. 12.4:1) is complete and was apparently made on a core of off-white colored glass, in which the basic shape of the bottle was created on a rod. When While it was still in a viscous state, glass threads of different colors, —yellow, brown, beige, and pale light blue, —were applied around it the alabastron, then being impressed or marvered into the bottle while it was still molten. A small stick or wire was then pulled lengthwise along the bottle at set intervals, creating an aesthetically pleasing and colorful 'zig“zig-zag' zag” design. The two small knob handles were applied at the end, after which the entire piece being thenwas allowed to cool down and harden. Multi-colored, core-formed glass vessels such as alabastra may have been produced toformed as an imitation ofe vessels made out of precious multi-colored stone. 	Comment by Author: of?
A very similar, yet but fragmentary and colorful glass alabastron was previously found near several tombs at Hazor near to several tombs, and dated to the fourth century BCE (Hazor V: fig.  II.60:15, Photo II.63); and another, nearly complete monochrome glass example was also found in T. 17 of the same cemetery (Hazor III-IV: Pls. 191:26, 364:15). Very Quite similar multi-colored glass alabastra with a zig-zag decoration are also known from Cist Tomb 2009 at of the Persian period cemetery at Tel Michal (Herzog and Levy 1999: fig.  7:1), a fifth century BCE tomb at Tell el-Hesi (Bennet and Blakely 1989:274-275, fig.  206:3, and see further parallels within), and a late Iron Age tomb at Meqabelein (Lankester-Harding 1950: Pl. 15:11). 
The present glass alabastron is typical of the Mediterranean Core-Formed Group 1 (Grose 1989:81-110; Jackson-Tal 2008:80-81), wherein thethe vessels of which are shaped around an organic core. The glass alabastron imitates an Egyptian prototype and was probably used as a container for precious oils and perfumes. As early as the seventh century BCE, Rhodes and the region of the Dodecanese may have been served as the production centers of these glass alabastra as early as the seventh century BCE since, as a large numbermany were of these have been found there, . yet  Levantine coastal centers that were under Tyrian or Sidonian control could may likewise have functioned asserved as manufacturing centers as well, as many examples from the coastal mainland have been found fromdated to the sixth-fourth centuries BCE (Jackson-Tal 2008:80-82; Triantafyllidis 2013).
The stone alabastron (fig. 12.4:2) is of somewhat larger than the glass one. It is of similar form, yet but more bloated and sack-like in its lower portion. This alabastron was probably made on a lathe and then polished, ; the its relatively thin walls of the object are testimony to the advanced skill of the artisan. 
Such These vessels are were widely distributed throughout the Near East and the eastern Mediterranean and are were common funerary accoutrements accouterments of the Persian period, where during which they supposedly contained served as containers of an expensive liquid perfume, or may have also servedpossibly as kohl tubes (Stern 1980:105; 1982:149-150). Such alabastra were are commonly found in late Iron Age and Persian period tombs such as those at Meqabelein (Lankester-Harding 1950: Pls. 15:13, 16:12-16 for ceramic examples as well), Tell el-Mazar (Yassine 1984: fig.  52:61, 62), Tell el-Ḥesi (Bennet and Blakely 1989:299, fig.  221:4), as well as in 'Atlit Tombs 16 and 21 (Johns 1933: Pl. 18:417; 74, Pl. 22:548), and at Kamid el-Loz Grave 2 (Poppa 1978: Tafel 4: Grab 2:17; and see Hachmann and Penner 1999: Tafel 98-101 for more examples from throughout the Near East). Such vesselsThey begin began to appear locally in the late seventh century BCE, yet a were most common in the sixth-fourth centuries BCE. The present object from Hazor appears to have been an Egyptian import and lacks a decorative band upon the neck and as well as a flat base, features that are held used to identify locally- made stone alabastra during in this period (Stern 1982:149). 

Metal Lamp (fig. 12.4:3)
A copper alloy double-spouted lamp. The lamp is in pristine condition, does not exhibit any signs of use, and was apparently cast, then hammered into final shape and polished. The outer rim is bent outwards and of ledge form. Such lamps are rare in the Southern Levant. 
Double-spouted ceramic oil lamps with two adjoining spouts first appear at the end of the Middle Bronze Age II in Syria (Fugmann 1958: Figs. 124, 127, 139, 161). Two-spouted ceramic oil lamps, or 'Punic “Punic lamps' lamps” (Sussman 2007:80), appear locally near the end of the Iron Age II and continue into the Persian period, yet but are not common in the Southern Levant. Iron Age II ceramic examples are known from Tomb 66a-c in the northern cemetery at Beth Shean (Oren 1978: fig.  42b:18), and while Persian period examples are known from Tel Shem and Haifa-Shiqmona (Sussman 2007: Cat. nos. 1505, 1502). According to Sussman (2007:80), double-spouted 'Punic' “Punic” lamps of the late Iron Age II and the Persian period are distributedexisted around the Mediterranean and unto in Spain (e.g. Cintas 1950: Pl. XL). They began appearing Beginning in Phoenicia during in the eighth-seventh centuries BCE and , then spreading to Cyprus and North Africa during in the Persian period, they arebut were still nonetheless rare in the Southern Levant and may have been produced in Cyprus at that time. 	Comment by Author: Please note that this name is spelled differently depending on the source, with newer publications using the term Beth Shean. While the bulk of this text uses the term "Beth Shean" except for Oren, who uses the older version, it may be best for uniformity to use the more modern term.  
Metallic double-spouted oil lamps were probably made to imitate the somewhat more common ceramic forms. Single-spouted bronze oil lamps are were locally known already during in the Late Bronze Age, such as at Tel Nami (see Artzy 1995:26, fig.  2.13), Tel Jatt (Artzy 2006:27-29, Figs. 2.1:4, 5, 2.5:7; Pls. 1:4, 5; 6:4), and as well as in the Iron Age I, such as at Tomb 90 at Beth Shean (Oren 1978: fig.  45:4) and Tel Hesi (Sussman 2007: 81, fig.  9.54:1). An Iron Age II single-spouted bronze lamp with a strap-handle was found in a funerary context at Tel Halif (Biran and Gophna 1970: fig.  13),[footnoteRef:1] and while a similar single-spouted metal lamp lacking a handle yet but suspended from three chains is known from Tomb 1 in Vouni in Cyprus, and apparently dated dates to the Persian period (Gjerstad et al. 1937: Pl. 98:64, 65). A single-spouted bronze lamp of unknown provenance has also been published by Sussman (2007: 87, fig.  10.58) and is morphologically associated to with the Persian period.          [1:  Sussman, who also mentions the lamp from Tel Ḥalif (2007:81, fig. 9.54:2) mistakenly shows another lamp identical to the present example from Hazor, which may actually be the Hazor lamp discussed here.] 

An exact parallel to the Hazor lamp, made in out of copper alloy, is has been dated by the excavator to the Hellenistic period and originates fromwas found in a cave in the northern Judean desert Desert (Sion 2002: fig.  6), alongside of ceramic material that can be associated to with the Persian period (see Sion 2002: fig.  7).[footnoteRef:2] The Hellenistic dating date is based on previous observations that the manufacture of bronze lamps manufacture was common primarily during thefrom the Hellenistic period onwards (Rosenthal and Sivan 1978:156). However, , yet the present example from Hazor shows makes a Persian period date as more likely. [2:  I would like to express my gratitude to Dr. Sam Wolff for bringing the objects from Beth Shan, Jatt, and the northern Judean desert to my attention.] 


Metal Bowls (fig. 12.4:4-5)
Two metal bowls made by hammering a copper alloy plate were recovered. Both are carinated with an outflaring rim and a rounded omphalos base. The carination of the bowl in fig. 12.4:4 is occurs midway on up the height of the bowl. The bowl in Fig 12.4:5 is deeper, with theand its carination located occurs on the upperr third of the vessel. The Both bowls are both decorated in repousée with a floral petal pattern around their lower portion, ; the bowl in fig. 12.14:5 has an additional ring of elongated petals tightly arranged around the its circumference of the vessel. Small traces of cloth are were found adhering to the bowl’s exterior of the bowl in fig. 12.4:4. 
Metal bowls are also very quite common in occupational strata and tombs of the Persian period and apparently reflect a Mesopotamian custom that is foundthat existed throughout the Near East (Stern 1982:144-145 and; see therein for numerous citations and further literature). Among the numerous examples, several in silver examples are knowncome from fourth fourth-century BCE tombs excavated at Kamid el-Loz in silver from Grave 3 (Poppa 1978: Tafel 5: Grab 3:1) andd  in bronze from Grave 4, 6, and 7 in bronze (Poppa 1978: Tafel 5: Grab 4:5; Tafel 7: Grab 6:8; and see also Hachmann and Penner 1999: Tafeln 49, 53, 61, 63, 65, 67, 69, 71, 73). Most such bowls are made out of a copper alloy and more rarely of silver. 	Comment by Author: should these be translated?

Mirrors (fig. 12.5:1, 2) 
Two objects that may be identified as mirrors were recovered, both from the same tomb (L5602), along with two kohl tubes and a kohl stick (see in Ben-Tor 2016: fig.  122).
The mirror in fig. 12.5:1 is made out of a solid, round plate, smoothed on both sides. Traces of a metallic handle, applied as a tab-shaped rectangular clamp on both sides of the plate, and affixed by a rivet, are apparent. Traces of a tightly wound and delicate thread are can be seen around this feature, though it is unclear if whether any other material such as bone, ivory, or wood was once included in its construction. The underlying metal below beneath it appears as dull, light purple-gray and green; —the latter indicating a copper content, the former suggesting lead. 
The other mirror (fig. 12.5:2) is slightly different in design,  and comprising consists of a shallow saucer-like vessel of copper alloy with a wide, ledge rim, the ends of which are folded over inwards and hammered. The handle is composed of a thick copper alloy wire, square in section, bent in 'teardrop' “teardrop” fashion. The Its two opposite ends are flair slightly outflaring outwards and are hammered flat. A thin copper alloy plate is attached to To these two ends is attached a thin copper alloy plate uponat the rim of the shallow saucer, which that is decorated with three parallel rows of granules. Holding the handle in place is aA hammered copper alloy rivet that runs through both ends of the wire handle and the copper plate holds the handle in place.    
Round and flat metal objects with a tang for insertion into a handle are usually interpreted as "mirrors.". Ancient Near Eastern objects  that have been identified as mirrors, such as polished obsidian plates,, such as polished obsidian plates, are known from as early as the seventh millennium BCE. Mirrors have a long history in ancient Egypt (Lilyquist 1979), and copper alloy examples, usually equipped with a handle, appear during in the mid-second millennium BCE and continue well into the Persian and Hellenistic periods. When found in graves, they are usually associated to with women., and v Various iconographic depictions and ritual texts from throughout the Ancient Near East and ancient Egypt appear to support their direct association to with goddesses and upper-class women (for a broad survey, see Albenda 1985).  
In the Southern Levant, mirrors were widespread in the Late Bronze Age, where . examples Examples are known from such sites as the Persian Garden near Akko (Beit-Arieh and Edelstein 1977:29, fig.  15:1, Pl. V) and Tel Jatt (Artzy 2006:46, fig.  2.11:1-2). During the Iron Age, s Such objects are are not known to have existed locally In the Iron Age,, yet but they reappear during in the Persian period. A circular bronze mirror with a tang inserted into a bone handle decorated with incisions. is known from a fourth fourth-century BCE burial at 'Atlit, Tomb L21 (Johns 1933:75, Pl. 23:551), and while another mirror with its handle missing handle missing andbut decorated with volutes at the base of the its tang comes fromwas found in Tomb 23 of the same cemetery (Johns 1933:86, Pl. 27:712). More mirrors of the Persian period are known from Hazor (Hazor III-IV: Pls. 256:17, 361:18 [associated to with Stratum IV]), Samaria (Crowfoot, Crowfoot and Kenyon 1957:447, fig.  106), Gezer (Macalister 1912:292, Figs. 154:5, 155, 157:5), Lachish (Tufnell 1953:395, Pl. 57:33), Meqabelein (Lankester-Harding 1950:45, Pl. 14:9), Tel el-Mazar (Yassine 1984: Figs. 8:4, 56:166), Makhmish, and Tel Megadim. The latter last two are unpublished, but are mentioned in Stern (1982:269, n. 15).
On the basis of the two examples from 'Atlit, Stern has distinguished two types, : the first, round and flat with a simple and narrow tang, ; the second, with a decoration of volutes at the point of the mirror’s attachment between the mirror andto the tang. As in the alabastra discussed earlier, the first type bears witness to an Egyptian influence that goes back to the Late Bronze Age. The second type, with the decorated tang, hasreflects, been suggested byaccording to Johns, as reflecting a Greek influence (Johns 1933:47, 53), though Stern has suggesteds Cyprus as a the more likely source (Stern 1982:147 and n. 15 for further references). 
The present examples from Hazor appear seem to be somewhat different. The mirror in fig.  3:6 appears as to be Egyptian in character, and, in terms of form, is reminiscentrecalls in form to examples with a flat and short tab serving as a tang to which the handle was attached, which are common in in Egypt from the Middle Kingdom onwards that have a flat and short tab as a tang onto which the handle is attached (see in Lilyquist 1979). The Persian examples cited here all have an elongated tapering tapered tang that is differentdiffers in concept and is probably local, . so thatSo, the Hazor mirror in fig.  3:6 was probably an Egyptian import. The presence of gold foil on this object reinforces its the suggested connection to Egyptian connection. 
The object in fig. 12.5:2 is conceptually very quite different  in concept thanfrom the other objects cited here. The 'face' “face” of the its mirror is sunken in a shallow saucer-like form,  and is ringed encircled by a wide and raised ledge rim. while theIts handle is not attached through by a tang or a singular connection as  the in the previous mirror is, but rather by a profiled wire carefully bent into shape and attached at two adjacent yet separate points. This mirror is quite different from most of the examples cited here. In terms of its general shallow bowl shape and, in its peculiar handle, and means of attachment' attachment, it is quite unlike most known and recognized mirrors and appears to be more of a saucer with a large handle than a mirror.

Daggers (figs. 12.6: 1, 2) 
The remains of two iron daggers were found in two separate tombs. Neither object is complete. In Both both, theare made of iron that is heavily corroded. The dagger in fig. 12.6:2 bears the remains of three small iron rivets at its base.
       Such daggers are not uncommon and have been found in Persian burials such as at Kamid el-Loz Grab 78, where a similar dagger was found alongside a kohl receptacle (Poppa 1978: Tafel 23: Grab 78:2). 	Comment by Author: perhaps better to translate this into English? (grave)

Metal Chain (fig. 12.6:3)
A segment of a link link-in in-link copper alloy chain. The chain was the only metallic object found in Tomb 5864. ItThe chain could have been used for a variety of purposes, such as those of a the bronze link-in-link chain hanging from a fibula and holding a crescent pendant found in a grave in Sar Kabūd, Chigāh, Iran (Vanden Berghe 1978: fig.  4:11-12, Pl. II; see also in Hachmann and Penner 1999: Tafel 81:1-2),  and dated to the mid-first millennium BCE, and or a of the short chain holding a pendant attached to a fibula from Meqabelein,  that has also likewise been dated to the late Iron Age (Lankester-Harding 1950: Pl. 13:2). 

Conclusions
The collection of jewelry objects and cosmetic articles gathered from Area M at Hazor presents comprise an assemblage of funerary offerings. that may aAll be dated to the fourth century BCE, they and are typical products of the Persian period whose distribution often ranges far beyond the Southern Levant. The origin of mMost of the objects is were probably produced local, ly, though Egyptian, Cypriote, and Aegean influences are apparent. The diffusion of many of these objects throughout the eastern Mediterranean as well as to in inland sites such as Kamid el-Loz and Hazor was probably due to Phoenician mercantile activity. The finding discovery of many of these items at Hazor, a site far removed from the coastal region, is clear testimony to of the site’s importance of this site and its position on the international trade routes of the period.  	Comment by Author: unclear — do you mean that objects produced in the Persian period can be found well beyond the Southern Levant? 

if so, perhaps:

“…they are typical products of the Persian period, and can often be found far beyond the Southern Levant…”
Tombs of the Persian period usually contain a minimal amountnumber of funerary offerings (Wolff 2002:136). Only two metal objects and eleven ceramic vessels were found associated with nineteen tombs At at a the Persian period cemetery of Muntar el-Abyad near Beth Shean, whose containing primary burials lie in pit tombs, only two metal objects and eleven ceramic vessels were found associated to nineteen tombs (see in Atrash and Golani 2013:37-47; Wolff 2013). A similar situation is found occurs at Tel Michal, where grave offerings were found in only six out of twenty-three excavated burials (Davies, Kostamo and Jyring 1988:163). At the same site, eExcavators at this site have argued for for a differentiation of in status in that  as cist burials have contain more finds than do pit burials and thus represent individuals of higher greater wealth and status (Herzog and Levy 1999:22*-23*). yet oBy contrast, other excavators have argued for a uniformity of in social status, based on the assumption that the population generally did not provide burial offerings, or that that these were of an organic in nature and were thus have not been preserved (Davies, Kostamo and Jyring 1988:164). According to the finds presented here, at least some of the present tombs, excavated in Area M appear to represent belong to individuals of high status. The relative lack of grave goods at uncovered by previous excavations at Hazor vs.vis à vis some ofthose found in the present tombs discussed here would seem to support a differentiation of status.



Table 1 – Catalogue of Jewelry and Cosmetic Articles
	Object
	Material
	Condition
	Locus
	Basket
	Figure
	Comments

	Earring
	Copper alloy
	Partial
	5911
	39166
	1:1
	

	Earring`
	Silver
	Partial
	5911
	39164
	--
	

	Small ring
	Copper alloy
	Whole
	5843
	38379
	1:2
	

	Small ring
	Copper alloy
	Whole
	5907
	39101
	1:3
	

	Small ring
	Copper Alloy
	Partial
	5911
	39165
	1:4
	

	Stone pendant
	Banded Agate/Onyx
	Whole
	5843
	38313
	1:5
	

	Metal pendant
	Silver
	Whole
	5376
	33537/2
	1:6, 8
	

	Metal pendant
	Silver
	Whole
	5376
	33537/1
	1:7, 8
	

	Metal pendant 
	Silver
	Partial (9)
	5376
	33537/3 
	1:8
	

	Stone bead
	Carnelian – dark red
	Whole
	5376
	33536
	1:8, 9
	

	Pin and hemispherical bead
	Copper alloy, unidentified green stone
	Whole
	5911
	39194
	1:10
	

	Fibula
	Copper alloy
	Whole
	5836
	38199
	1:11
	

	Fibula
	Copper alloy
	Whole
	Baulk J/14-15
	39150
	1:12
	Missing pin

	Kohl stick
	Copper alloy
	Whole
	5602
	35097
	2:1
	

	Kohl stick
	Copper alloy
	Whole
	5585
	34771
	2:2
	Bent

	Kohl stick
	Copper alloy
	Whole
	5602
	35099
	2:3
	

	Kohl tube 
	Bone/Ivory
	Partial
	5602
	35098
	2:4
	Fragmentary

	Kohl tube 
	Bone/Ivory
	Partial
	5579
	34694
	2:5
	

	Kohl tube 
	Bone/Ivory
	Partial
	5579
	34787
	2:6
	

	Kohl tube and stick
	Bone/Ivory
	Partial
	5809
	37930
	2:7
	Kohl stick intact inside, conical bone handle on kohl stick

	Kohl tube and stick
	Bone
	Partial
	5608
	35123
	--
	Kohl stick intact inside, conical bone handle on kohl stick. Not Drawn, Fragmentaryfragmentary

	Alabastron
	Glass, with pulled thread deco. 
	Whole
	5843
	38293
	3:1
	

	Alabastron
	Alabaster
	Whole
	5926
	39276
	3:2
	

	Metal lamp
	Copper alloy
	Whole
	5836
	38200
	3:3
	

	Metal bowl
	Copper alloy with gold foil
	Whole
	5799
	37808
	3:4
	

	Metal bowl
	Copper alloy
	Whole
	5836
	38201
	3:5
	Traces of cloth on exterior

	Metal mirror?
	Copper alloy? Gold foil 
	Partial
	5602
	35094
	3:6
	

	Metal mirror?
	Copper alloy
	Whole?
	5602
	35112
	3:7
	Shallow saucer with loop handle attached with two rivets. 

	Metal Dagger
	Iron 
	Partial
	5836
	38212
	4:1
	Corroded, rivets missing

	Metal Dagger
	Iron 
	Partial
	5776
	57510
	4:2
	Corroded, with three rivets at end, handle missing

	Metal Chain
	Copper alloy
	Whole?
	5864
	38609
	4:3
	Link- in l-ink chain.


Debbie- This table is not really for publication but primarily to check on the inventory of each tomb. You can of course use it and will see that there is a balagan in some of the numbers that needs 


References
Albenda P. 1985. Mirrors in the Ancient Near East. Source: Notes in the History of Art vol. IV (nos. 2/3):1-9.
Artzy M. 1995. Nami: A Second Millennium, International Maritime Trading Center in the Mediterranean. In S. Gitin ed. Recent Excavations in Israel: A View to the West. Reports on Kabri, Nami, Miqne-Ekron, Dor, and Ashkelon. Dubuque, IA. Pp. 17-40.
Artzy M. 2006. The Jatt Metal Hoard in Northern Canaanite/Phoenician and Cypriote Context (Cuaderanos de Arqueología Mediterránea 14). Barcelona.
Atrash W. and Golani A. 2021. Muntar el-Abyad - a Rural Middle Bronze IIB Village and a Persian and Roman Cemetery near Beth Shean. 'Atiqot 102:1-112. 
Barber E.J.W. 1991. Prehistoric Textiles. Princeton.
Beck H.C. 1928. Classification and Nomenclature of Beads and Pendants. Oxford.
Ben-Arieh S. and Edelstein G. 1977. TheTombs and their Contents. Tombs Near the Persian Garden. 'Atiqot 12 (ES):1-44.
Bennet W.J. Jr. and Blakely J.A. 1989. Tel el-Hesi: The Persian Period (Stratum V). Winona Lake.
Ben-Tor A. 2016. Hazor: Canaanite Metropolis, Israelite City. Jerusalem.
Biran A. and Gophna R. 1970. An Iron Age Burial Cave at Tel Halif. IEJ 20(3-4):151-169.
Cintas P. 1950. Ceramique punique. Paris.
Crowfoot J.W, Crowfoot G.M. and Kenyon K.M. 1957. Samaria-Sebaste III: The Objects from Samaria. London.
Davies L. Kostamo K. and Jyrig R. 1988. Persian Period Cemetery (Strata IX-VI). In Z. Herzog, G. Rapp Jr. and O. Negbi eds. Excavations at Tel Michal, Israel (Publications of the Tel Aviv Institute of Archaeolgy no. 8) Tel Aviv. 
Fugmann E. 1958. Hama, fouilles et recherches de la Fondation Carsberg 1931-1938, l'architecture des périodes pré helleniques IV. Copenhagen.
Gjerstad E., Lindros J., Sjöqvist E. and Westholm A. 1937. The Swedish Cyprus Expedition Finds and Results of the Excvations in Cyprus 1927-1931. Vol. III Plates. The Swedish Cyprus Expedition. Stockholm.
Golani A. 1996. A Persian Period Cist Tomb on the Ashkelon Coast. Atiqot 30:115–119. 
Golani A. 2009. Metallic and Non-Metallic Jewelry. In N. Panitz-Cohen and A. Mazar eds. Excavations at Tel Beth-Shean. 1989–1996. Volume III: The 13th–11th Century BCE Strata in Areas N and S. Jerusalem. Pp. 612-633.
Golani A. 2013. Jewelry from the Iron Age II Levant (Orbis Biblicus Orientalis 34, Series Archeologica). Fribourg.
Golani A. and Yannai E. in press. The Jewelry, Dress and Cosmetic Articles from Excavation 	of Three Persian Burials North of Tel Shor. 'Atiqot.
Grose D.F. 1989. The Toledo Museum of Art. Early Ancient Glass: Core-Formed, Rod-Formed, and Cast Vessels and Objects from the Late Bronze to the Early Roman Empire, 1600 B.C. to A.D. 50. New York.
Hachmann R. and Penner S. 1999. Kāmid el-Lōz 3. Der eisenzeitliche Friedhof und seine kulturelle Umwelt (Saarbrücker Beiträge zur Altertumskunde 21). Bonn.
Hazor III-IV
Hazor V
Herzog Z. and Levy Y. 1999. Excavations at the Persian-Period Cemetery at Tel Michal. ‘Atiqot 38:5*-24* (Hebrew; English Summary Pp. 221–222).
Jackson-Tal R. 2008. Glass trade in the Persian period: The evidence from Palestine Transeuphratène 36:79-92.
Johns C.N. 1933. Excavations at `Atlit (1930-1): The South-Eastern Cemetery. QDAP 2:41–104.
Lankester-Harding G. 1950. An Iron Age Tomb at Meqabelein QDAP 14:44-48.
Lilyquist C. 1979. Ancient Egyptian Mirrors, from the Earliest Times through the Middle Kingdom (Münchner Ägyptologische Studien Heft 27). Munich.
Macalister R.A.S. 1912. The Excavation of Gezer I. London.
Mazar E. 2004. The Phoenician Family Tomb N. 1 at the Northern Cemetery of Achziv (10th-6th Centuries BCE) (Cuaderanos de Arqueología Mediterránea 10). Barcelona.
Muhly J.D. and Muhly P. 1989. Metal Artifacts. Chapter 25a in Z. Herzog, G. Rapp Jr. and O. Negbi eds. Excavations at Tel Michal, Israel (Publications of the Institute of Archaeology 8) Tel Aviv.  
Ogden J.M. 1982. Jewellery of the Ancient World. New York.
Oren E.D. 1973. The Northern Cemetery of Beth Shan. Leiden.
Perdigones Moreno P.L., Muñoz Vicente A.M. and Pisano G.Q. 1990. La necrópolis fenicio-púnica de Cádiz, Siglos VI–IV a. de C. (Studia Punica 7). Rome.
Pisano G.Q. 1987. Jewellery. In R.D. Barnett and C. Mendleson C. eds. Tharros: A Catalogue of the Material in the British Museum from Phoenician and other Tombs at Tharros, Sardinia. London. Pp. 78–95.
Poppa R. 1978. Kāmid el-Lōz Vol. 2: Der eisenzeitliche Friedhof, Befunde und Funde (Saarbrücker Beiträge zur Altertumskunde 18). Bonn.
Quillard B. 1979. Bijoux carthaginois I: Les colliers (Publications d’histoire de l’art et d’archéologie de l’Université catholique de Louvain 15). Louvain-la-Neuve.
Rosenthal R. and Sivan R. 1978. Ancient Lamps in the Schloessinger Collection (Qedem 8). Jerusalem.
Rudolph W. 1995. A Golden Legacy, Ancient Jewelry from the Burton Y. Berry Collection (Indiana University Art Museum). Bloomington.
Shai I., Porath R. and Eshel H. 2007. The Morinaga Cave. In E. Stern ed. En Gedi Excavations I Final Report (1961–1965). Jerusalem. Pp. 391–400. 
Sion O. 2002. Regions IV and VI: Survey and excavations of Caves along the Jebel Abu Saraj Cliff. In 'Atiqot 41(1):45-84 Surveys and Excavations of Caves in the Northern Judean Desert (CNJD)-1993 (Hebrew).
Starkey J. L. 1930. Beads of Beth-Pelet. In J.G. Duncan. Corpus of Dated Palestinian Pottery (BSAE 21). London. Pls. A–Z.
Stern E. 1980. Achamaenean Tombs from Shechem. Levant XII:90-111.
Stern E. 1982. The Material Culture of the Land of the Bible in the Persian Period 538–332 B.C. Warminster.
Stronach D. 1959. The Development of the Fibula in the Near East. Iraq 21: 181–206.
Sussman V. 2007. Oil-Lamps in the Holy Land: Saucer Lamps From the Beginning to the Hellenistic Period. Collections of the Israel Antiquities Authority (BAR Int. Series 1598). Oxford.
Triantafyllidis P. 2013. Hellenistic Core-Formed Glass Alabastra from Leros Island, Dodecanese, Greece. Journal of Glass Studies 55:227- 229.
Tufnell O. 1953. Lachish III (Tell ed-Duweir) The Iron Age. London.
Vanden Berghe L. 1978. Les Fibuled provenant des foulles au Pusht—1 Kūh, Luristan. Iranica Antiqua 13:35-74.
Wolff S.R. 2002. Mortuary Practices in the Persian Period of the Levant. Near Eastern Archaeology 65(2):131-137.
Wolff S.R. 2013. Stratum II: The Persian Period. Pp. 79-84. In Atrash W. and Golani A. Muntar el-Abyad - a Rural Middle Bronze IIB Village and a Persian and Roman Cemetery near Beth Shean. 'Atiqot 102:1-112. 
Yassine K. 1984. Tell el-Mazar I: Cemetery A. Amman.



