A Vessel with Snake Decoration from Khirbet ‘Aujah el-Foqa

Abstract: The article presents a vessel with an applied snake decoration excavated recently in the site of ‘Aujah el-Foqa in the Jordan Valley. The site is an Iron Age II (1,000-586 BCE) fortified site located on a hilltop controlling an important reginal spring. The find and its context are discussed as well as its petrographic analysis. Notably, this vessel is the only figurative object found in the site so far. Snake depictions and their significance during the Iron Age are discussed in general and particular on pottery items. Snake or serpent depictions in the Bronze and Iron Age Levant have both Egyptian and Mesopotamian backgrounds, yet, their representation on pottery vessels is rare.  
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1. Introduction 
Khirbet ʿAujah el-Foqa is a well-preserved Iron Age II site, sized 15 dunam (1.5 hectares) located approximately 11 km northwest of Jericho (fig. 1; ITM 237908/650482). It was identified as an Iron Age II site and extensively surveyed during 2003–4 by the Manesseh Hills Survey, under the direction of Adam Zertal and excavated by the author since 2019 (e.g., Zertal and Bar 2019:394–403; Site 143; Zertal et al. 2009; Ben-Shlomo et al. 2020a, 2020b, 2022). Zertal’s intensive survey demonstrated that the main occupation at the site dates to the Iron Age II (Zertal et al. 2009). Several dozens of structures are visible on the surface, most are simple, one-unit, rounded structures, sized 6–9 m, overlying in many locations the tops of wider, better-built straight walls representing an upper phase, probably dated to the Mamluk or Ottoman periods with some modern activity (Ben-Shlomo et al. 2022:*56, fig. 25). Recently, Middle Bronze Age II finds were also found in the site. The main Iron Age II phase of the site includes the casemate wall surrounding the site, several dozens of structures, and possibly a large tower located in the center higher spot in the site (Zertal et al 2009:105–8, fig. 2).  

So far, four excavation seasons were conducted in the site between 2019–2022 (Ben-Shlomo at al. 2020a, 2020b, 2022).
 Three excavation areas were opened (fig. 2): Area A (2019) in the southwestern part of the site (Ben-Shlomo et al. 2020a), and Area B on the northern side of the site (2020–2021, Ben-Shlomo et al. 2020b, 2022) and Area C on the northern slope. Area A includes a large segment of an Iron Age II casemate wall (fig. 2 left bottom), and an open area inside (Ben-Shlomo et al. 2020a:*23-4). In Area A four casemates of the casemate Iron Age II fortification wall were excavated with a destruction layer yielding restorable vessels. The fortification wall in this area seems freestanding without any houses combined in it. 


Area B was opened during the 2020 season in the northern side of the site (figs. 3-5). This area is located in an important part of the site, as its northern slope is less steep than the other slopes of the site; this side of the site also faces and control the En ‘Aujah spring. The northern slope is more moderate also since it is characterized by softer limestone exposures, while the others are steeper and characterized by hard flint stone exposures, (see Begin 1973, for the Mashash formation with chert, alternating with the Menuha formation with chalk and limestone in this region). Therefore, it is likely that this area included the pathway up to the site and the town gate. 
Below this area, 150 m to the north, in Area C, another structure was excavated in the recent season, and turned out to be a tower dated to the Middle Bronze Age IIB-C. 


In Area B a complete house (Building 1042) was excavated, including six rooms (fig. 3-4); it resembles four-room house common during the Iron Age. The building measures about 10 × 9.5 m (area 95 sq m). A clear and rich layer that contained restorable or intact pottery vessels was excavated on the floors of two of the Rooms (A and C) (figs. 4, 5, see also Ben-Shlomo et al. 2022: figs. 9-10), and is evidence of a destruction or hasty abandonment. Several tabuns/ovens were discovered in this area, both in Building 1042 and outside it. One rather oval tabun/oven was found in Room C (fig. 4: L. 1023). Several units to the southwest, outside Building 1042 (fig. 3 left), also contained an oven and complete vessels, and were probably part of another structure, maybe a large one, attached to Building 1042 from the west. This phase is similar in date and nature to the destruction layer recorded in Area A (see Ben-Shlomo et al. 2020b:153,160), and is dated, according to pottery, to the late Iron Age IIA and Iron Age IIB (see also Ben-Shlomo et al. 2022). 

A large amount of pottery has been recovered so far, especially from some of the casemate spaces in Area A and Structure 1042 in Area B. Rooms A and C in Structure 1042 contained several complete vessels (fig. 5 from Room A; over 20 vessels were reconstructed so far). These include for example storage jars of various sizes (fig. 5:1–4) some are similar to the “hippo” type (fig. 5:4), cooking pots with flattened and ridged rims (fig. 5: 5-6), a chalice, amphoriskoi, jarlets (not illustrated), jugs and juglets (fig. 5:8,10-12), and a spouted jar (fig. 5:12). The pottery was not yet comprehensively studied, and will not be discussed here, yet, so far, representative vessels, indicate forms appearing during the late Iron Age IIA and early Iron Age IIB (ninth and early eighth centuries BCE), with most parallels coming from northern sites indicating an “Israelite” tradition (see, Ben-Shlomo 2020a:*48-*54’ tables 1-2, for discussion and parallels). 
2. The vessel with snake decoration
Context: The vessel was found during 2021 excavation season in a unit or room to the south of Structure 1042 (L1070, fig 6) containing two additional ovens. This unit is still unclear, since its outer walls have not yet been excavated. The area was covered by a complete late structure (Ben-Shlomo et al. 2022: *43, fig. 6), which was removed. The top fills under it are still mixed in terms of their finds dating, yet, since this vessel was restorted it is like to be of primary or secondary deposition in this context. 
Description: The vessel (fig. 7; Basket B2198, L. B1070; Ben-Shlomo et al. 2022:*52, fig. 22;1) was partly restored from at least eight large fragments; its lower part is missing. A large part of the rim, which is very thick and incised by two deep grooves, was preserved, the diameter is about 40 cm. At least three handles (the vessel probably had four symmetrical handles) were connected from the shoulder to the rim and are also very wide, thick, and grooved. A finger impression can be seen on two handles, the lower part of which were preserved. The profile of the ca. 25 cm high fragment indicated a straight grooved neck and a wider body, and therefore, the vessel is likely to have been a globular krater about 0.5 m high.
 

One fragment of the vessel carried an applied decoration of a head and neck part of a snake,
 reaching almost the rim. Near it there was another fragment with an unclear oblong applied decoration (maybe also a snake). Another part, also on the opposite side of the vessel, carried a pointed tail and rear part of a snake. Therefore, the vessel may have carried an applied decoration of more than one snake (yet, the two main parts could have been connected if the snake was long and winding along the perimeter of the vessel). The application is thickest at the head, 1.5 cm thick; the head has two symmetrical perforations, probably depicting the nostrils and a wide straight incised mouth. There is an applied rounded pellet on one of the sides of the head probably depicting the right eye; the left eye has probably fallen (there might be a breakage mark in its place indicating this). 
This vessel is so far the only figurative object recovered from the site. 
Parallels: No exact parallels for this vessel were found so far. Generally, the shape resembles large deep barrel kraters with multiple handles appearing in the Iron I (see, e.g., Dothan, Master 2005: fig. 9.23:4, Shiloh, Finkelstein 1993: fig. 6.46:8) and Iron IIA (see e.g., Tel Dan, Arie 2008:19-20, fig. 16:1,3; Tel Rehov, Stratum IV, Mazar and Panitz-Cohen 2020:158-161, Type KR71c, fig. 24.20, more references therein), , yet, the handles in our vessel are different. A possibly similar vessel shape was found at Hazor Stratum V (Yadin et al. 1958: Pl. LXXII:9), defined as a pithos. 
Regarding the applied decoration the closest Iron Age parallel comes from the Iron Age IIA sanctuary at Dan, where two Pithoi with applied snake decoration were found (fig. 9:1,2; Biran 1982:27, figs. 13-14, Pl. 8:1,2; see also Keel 1992:195-202, Abb. 188; Arie 2008: fig. 13:1,2; Schroer 2018:528, No. 1531).
 The vessels were found in situ and complete (another pithos fragment with a snake decoration was found nearby). These vessels are about 1.10 m high, their rim is 55-60 cm wide (the vessel is 80 cm wide; capacity is 350 liter) have an oval body and a narrow disc base. Their shape somewhat recalls Iron Age I “Tyrian” or “Cypriote” type pithoi often having an applied wavy-line decoration on the shoulder (e.g., Bikai 1978:32-3, Pl. XL; Arie 2008:23). No petrography was conducted on the Dan vessels. The snakes on the Dan vessels (seemingly two on each vessel) are depicted horizontally, winding along the area below the neck of the vessel. One of the vessels (Biran 1982: fig. 13) had also a seal impression on its rim (depicting a figure holding two gazelles).
Petrography: The vessel was also analyzed by the author by thin section petrography in order to examine its provenance. The matrix is dark in crossed polarizers and brown under plain polarized light, it is single to double spaced, with voids comprising 10% of the slide area (fig. 8). Non-plastics include limestone fragments (10% of the slide area, 50-800 µm in size, sub-rounded to angular shape, fig. 8:LS), calcareous concentrations/chalk (15%, 50-650 µm, rounded to sub-angular, some are foreignized), microfossils (10%, 40-220 µm, sub-rounded to rounded, fig. 8:FR), quartz (5%, 20-300 µm, angular, fig. 8: QZ) as well as several opaque minerals, fine calcite and rhomb-shaped dolomite crystals. 

This fabric represents a calcareous soil with chalk and limestone as temper, as well as microfossils. Just below the site, towards En ‘Aujah, outcrops of Menuha formation rich in chalk and microfossils can fit this composition (Begin 1973; the Lisan formation in the valley to the east is also rich in microfossils as well as dolomite). While similar clay could appear in other locations in the southern Jordan Valley, the vessel was likely made from local clay. 
3. Ceramic vessels and objects with applied snakes in the Bronze and Iron Age Levant

Snake or serpent decoration is in fact very rare on pottery objects from the Iron Age II southern Levant (the Dan example was noted above). Nevertheless, during the 2nd millennium BCE, during the Middle and Late Bronze Age, snake depictions in the Levant, also as decoration on ceramic objects, can be considered as part of the Canaanite iconographic repertoire (see, e.g., Keel 1992:195-266; Schroer 2021:484; Suppes 2021). Snakes applied on pottery vessels are rarer; a typical depiction on vessels is of the “snake crawling on the rim” on various types of forms. Examples include various vessels, a krater of somewhat similar proportions to the ‘Aujah vessel from Tel Qashish, Stratum VIII (Ben-Tor et al. 2003:282, fig. 94:5, photo 110) as well as chalices and figurative vessels with snakes on body and rim mostly from the MB II (Jericho: Kenyon 1960:402, fig. 162, Keel 1992: No. 192; Megiddo: Loud 1948: Pl. 22:11; Beth Shemesh: Ziffer 1990:124, fig. 140, Keel 1992: No. 185; Hazor: fig. 9:7; Yadin 1972: Pl. XV, Keel 1992: No. 186) and LB I (Beth Shean, a bowl with an applied snake, Rowe 1940: Pl. LXXA:5). 

More numerous examples for this motif appear on cultic stands from the Late Bronze II and the early Iron Age temples of Beth Shean. (fig. 9:2-4). As noted, the applied snakes motif is known mostly from cultic stands. In fact, most examples come from the southern and northern temples of Levels VII and VI (dated to the  13th-11th c. BCE, including the “post Egyptian period”, see Mullins 2012:145-151, fig. 17; Rowe 1940:52-55, 60, fig. 10, Pls. LVI:A, LVII:A, LVIII:A, LIX:A, LX:A; see Keel 1992: Nos. 193-201). These Iron Age I examples include two cylindrical and two rectangular stands. The depictions include two winding applied snakes crawling vertically from the bottom of the cylindrical stand, their head approaching human or dove figures (as if biting them) in windows (fig. 9:3-4). The rectangular stands have generally similar depictions of snakes advancing vertically as if along a wall of a structure (fig. 9:5,6).
 The snake from the ‘Aujah vessel is styled similarly (with the open mouth and applied eyes), yet, some of the Beth Shean examples have in addition perforations or indentations on their body probably depicting their skin texture with the scales. Rowe linked these depictions to the myths of the “Garden of Adonis” [Adonis=Tammuz]” and the Tammuz and Ishtar/Ashtoreth story (Rowe 1940:52-55, see below). In this interpretation the snake would represent Tammuz as a chthonic-underworld god, also symbolizing revival and regeneration, while the dove would represent Ashtoreth/Ishtar and fertility and birth. Yet, it should be noted we do not have any confirmed ancient image of the god Tammuz.
 
Other snake depictions and their significance in the Levant: Snake or serpent depictions in the Levant can have religious or mythological symbolisms with both a Near Eastern or Mesopotamian and an Egyptian background (see Keel 1992). The snake may be linked with various deities and myths as the goddess Ishtar, the “Mother Goddess” (e.g, Langdon 1914:104;104; Keel 1992:200-201, where it is often linked with the symbols of the dove and possible the pomegranate
), while in Egypt it is linked with the gods Ba’al-Seth and Wadjet (as well as other Egyptian gods; see, e.g., Keel 1992:209-230; Schroer 2018:62-3). The motif of cobra snakes, Uraei (also winged) is a common Egyptian motif on seals also penetrating into Judean seal iconography (e.g.., Keel 2012: figs. 16,25). As noted, the motifs of the snake and the dove may have also been linked to the gods of Tammuz and Ishtar, as they appear on some of the Beth Shean cult stands (Langdon 1914; Rowe 1940:52; Keel 1992:199-202). 
In many Near Eastern depictions the snake symbolize power and the gods (usually goddesses) are depicted as “conquering gods” when holding a snake in each hand on seals figurines and other objects (for ‘snake subjugators’ see, e.g., Yadin 1971; Keel 1992:206-8,216-220; Keel 2012:333-4; Keel and Uehlinger 1998:114; Schroer 2018:62-5). The symbolism of the snake is also ambivalent to some extent: on the one hand it relates to health, medicine, fertility, sexual potency and control and power in general, while on the other hand is can also represent evil, danger and threat (in Egypt it relates to the evil and danger of night, in contrast to the sun, see, e.g., Keel 1992:208-211,231-2). This is also probably the background of the significance of the snake in the bible (the seducing and then cursed animal in Genesis 3:14, while representing health and medicine in Num. 21:4-9- the serpent pole- as controlling the venom of the snake; see also Joines 1974).
During the Late Bronze and Iron Ages snakes more commonly appear on seals and sealings and other small objects. In particular, many examples from the Iron Age II include private stamp seals from Judah depicting compositions with four (sometimes two) winged snakes or Uraei
 (Ward 1968; Keel and Uehlinger 1998:272-277, Nos. 273-274
). This can be viewed possibly as an Egyptian power symbol adopted by Judahite elite. 
4. Discussion

The vessel presented here, illustrating a snake decoration, was found in an Iron Age II destruction level at a rather isolated fortified site in the southern Jordan Valley. While many pottery vessels were found in the Iron Age II level this is so far the only figurative object from the site. This vessel was also locally made on the site and not imported. On the other hand, pottery vessels with snake decorations are very rare in the Iron Age II southern Levant; these decorations appear more commonly on 2nd millennium BCE pottery vessels and cultic stands. The depictions of snakes in the material culture of the southern Levant have both Mesopotamian and Egyptian backgrounds, and both apply in the 2nd millennium depictions. They can depict actual snakes or more mythic creatures. Snakes can symbolize mythological figures, power, danger, or remedy; the taming these creatures by humans symbolized power and control (see, e.g., the “Lord and Lady of the snakes” in the Near East, Keel 1992: 222-229). Furthermore, during the Iron Age II the cobra depiction is “borrowed” from the Egyptian culture for private stamp seals in the kingdoms of Judah and Israel to represent power and control. It seems, however, that the depiction on the ‘Aujah vessel is a more realistic illustration of an actual snake, and it shows stylistic similarities to the depictions on two Iron Age II pithoi from Tel Dan and the several examples on cultic stands from Iron Age I Beth Shean. It should be noted that while Beth Shean is a site possibly reflecting Egyptian presence as many of its finds do (including for example the cobra figurines, see above), the snake depictions on the stands are rather linked more with the local or Mesopotamian meanings of the symbol. 
The Dan and Beth Shean objects come from clear cultic contexts; did the vessel described here also derive from a cultic context in the site? The context of the ‘Aujah vessel is yet unclear, but may be a domestic one. It is difficult to draw this conclusion also as no other figurative objects were found in its vicinity or in fact at the site all. Does the vessel reflect domestic cult, or possibly the snake depictions on this large krater were merely of a decorative function? Why such a rare depiction appears in such a rather isolated Iron Age II site, very poor in figurative finds? We cannot give answers to these questions yet. 
Snake depictions on pottery items seem to have been more common in the Jordan Valley, an area where snakes are naturally abundant. Possibly further excavations at the site of ‘Aujah el-Foqa and a more intensive analysis of its material culture may aid in the future to a better understanding of the meaning and the function of this vessel and its symbolism.
References 
Arie 2008

Arie, E. 2008. Reconsidering the Iron Age II Strata at Tel Dan: Archaeological and Historical 

Implications, Tel Aviv 35, 6-64
Begin 1973

Begin, B.Z. 1973. Jericho Geological Map Sheet III-9, 1:50,000, Jerusalem: Israel Geological 

Survey.

Ben-Shlomo et al. 2020a

Ben-Shlomo, D., Freikman, M. & Hawkins, R.K. 2020a. New Excavations at Khirbet ‘Aujah 
el-Foqa and the Iron Age II Settlement. In the Highland’s Depth 10/1, 11*-35*.

Ben-Shlomo et al. 2020b
Ben-Shlomo, D., Freikman, m. & Hawkins, R.K. 2020b. New Excavations at Khirbet ‘Aujah 
el-Foqa and the Iron Age II Settlement. Judea and Samaria Research Studies 29/2, 133-166 (Hebrew).

Ben-Shlomo et al. 2022
Ben-Shlomo, D., Freikman, M. & Hawkins, R.K. 2022. Excavations at Khirbet
'Aujah el-Foqa: Results from the 2020–2021 Seasons. Judea and Samaria Research Studies 
31/1, *31-*68.
Ben-Tor & Bonfil 2003

Ben-Tor, A. & Bonfil, R. 2003. Tel Qashish: A Village in the Jezreel Valley – Final Report of 
the Archaeological Excavations (1978–1987) (Qedem Reports 5). Jerusalem: Hebrew University.
Bikai 1978

Bikai, P. 1978. The Pottery of Tyre. Warminster: Aris & Phillips Ltd.
Biran 1982

Biran, A. 1982. The Temenos at Dan. Eretz Israel 16, 15-43, English summary p. 252* 

(Hebrew).
David 2009

David, A. 2009. Clay Cobras: Ramesside Household Cult or Apotropaic Device? In Excavations 
at Tel Beth-Shean 1989–1996, Vol. 3, The 13th–11th Century BCE Strata in Areas N and S, ed. N. Panitz-Cohen, and A. Mazar, Jerusalem: IES, 556–560.
Finkelstein 1993

Finkelstein, I. (ed.). 1993. Shiloh: The Archaeology of the Biblical Site (Monograph Series of the 
Institute of Archaeology of Tel Aviv University 10). Tel Aviv.

Garfinkel & Mumcuoglu 2015

Garfinkel, Y. & Mumcuoglu, M. 2015. A Shrine Model from Tel Rekhesh. Strata 33, 77–87.
Garfinkel & Mumcuoglu 2020
Garfinkel, Y. & Mumcuoglu, M. 2020. Was a Sacred Curtain (Parokhet) Depicted on Portable

Shrines in the Ancient Near East? Religions 11, 469, 1-19.

James & McGovern 1993

James, F.W., & McGovern, P.E.. 1993. The Late Bronze Egyptian Garrison at Beth Shan. 
Univ. Mus. Monogr. 85. Philadelphia: University Museum.
Joines 1974

Joines, K.R. 1974. Serpent Symbolism in the Old Testament. A Linguistic, Archaeological and 
Literary Study. Haddonfield NJ: Haddonfield House.
Keel 1992

Keel, O. 1992. Das Recht der Bilder gesehen zu werden: Drei Fallstudien zur Methode der 
Interpretation altorientalischer Bilder. OBO 122. GöttingenFribourg: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht.

Keel 2012

Keel, O. 2012. Paraphernalia of Jerusalem Sanctuaries and Their Relation to Deities Worshiped 

Therein during the Iron Age IIA–C. In J. Kamlah (ed.), Temple Building and Temple Cult, Wiesbaden: 317–342.
Keel & Uehlinger 1998

Keel, O., & Uehlinger, C. 1998. Gods, Goddesses, and Images of God in Ancient Israel. 
Minneapolis: Fortress.
Kenyon 1960

Kenyon, K.M. 1960. Excavations at Jericho I. The Tombs Excavated in 1952-4. London: British 
School of Archaeology in Jerusalem.
Langdon 1914

Langdon, S. 1914. Tammuz and Ishtar. Oxford: Clarendon Press. 

Lous 1948
Loud, G. 1948. Megiddo II, Seasons 1935–39. Chicago: Oriental Institute Press.
Martin 1986

Martin, K. 1986. Uräus, in Lexikon der Ägyptlogie VI, eds. W. Helck, E. Otto, and W.
Westendorf. Wiesbaden, 864-868.
Master 2005

Master, D. 2005. Dothan I. Remains from the Tell (1953–1964). Winona Lake: 

Eisenbrauns.
Mazar 2015

Mazar, A. 2015. Religious Practices and Cult Objects during the Iron Age IIA at Tel Rehov and 
their Implications regarding Religion in Northern Israel. Hebrew Bible and Ancient Israel 
4, 25–55.
Mazar & Panitz-Cohen 2020

Mazar, A. & Panitz-Cohen, N. 2020. Tel Reḥov, A Bronze and Iron Age City in the Beth-Shean 
Valley, Volume IV. Pottery Studies, Inscriptions and Figurative Art. Qedem 62. Jerusalem: Hebrew University.

Mullins 2012

Mullins, R.A. 2012. The Late Bronze and Iron Age Temples at Beth Shean. In Temple Building 
and Temple Cult: Architecture and Cultic Paraphenalia of Temples in the Levant (2nd-1st Millennium BCE), J. Kamlah ed., Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz, 127-158.

Rowe 1940

Rowe, A. 1940. The Four Canaanite Temple of Beth-Shan. Philadelphia: University of 
Pennsylvania Press.
Schroer 2018

Schroer, S. 2018. Die Ikonographie Palästinas/Israels und der Alte Orient. Eine 
Religionsgeschichte in Bildern, Vol. 4: Die Eisenzeit bis zum Beginn der achämenidischen Herrschaft. Basel: Schwabe.
Schroer 2021
Schroer, S. 2021. The Continuity of the Canaanite Glyptic Tradition into the Iron Age I–IIA, in 
A. Faust, Y. Garfinkel and M. Mumcuoglu (eds.) State Formation Processes in the 10th Century BCE Levant (Jerusalem Journal of Archaeology 1), Jerusalem: Hebrew University, 482–502.
Schroer & Keel 2018

Schroer, S., & Keel, O. 2005. Die Ikonographie Palastinas/Israels und der Alte

Orient. Eine Religionsgeschichte in Bildern, Band 1: Vom ausgehenden Mesolithikum bis zur Frühbronzezeit. Freiburg CH: Academic and Paulus verlag.
Suppes 2021

Suppes, S.L. 2021. Shrewd as Serpents: The Variable Nature of Snake Imagery on 
Bronze and Iron Age Ceramics of the Southern Levant. Lecture in ASOR Meeting, Chicago 2021.

Ward 1968

Ward, W.A. 1968. The Four-Winged Serpent on Hebrew Seals. Revista degli Studi Orientali. 
43, 135-143.
Yadin 1971

Yadin, Y. 1971. A Note on the Scenes Depicted on the 'Ain-Samiya Cup. Israel Exploration 
Journal. 21/3, 82–85.
Yadin 1972

Yadin, Y. 1972. Hazor – The Schweich Lectures of the British Academy 1970. London: Oxford 
University Press.
Yadin et al. 1958

Yadin, Y., Y. Aharoni, R. Amiran, T. Dothan, I. Dunayevsky, & J. Perrot. 1958. Hazor I: An 
Account of the First Season of Excavations, 1955. Jerusalem: Magnes. 
Zertal & Bar 2019

Zertal, A. & Bar, S. 2019. The Manasseh Hill Country Survey, Vol. 5: The Middle

Jordan Valley, from Wadi Fasael to Wadi 'Aujah. Leiden: Brill.
Zertal et al. 2009

Zertal, A., Ben-Yosef, D., Cohen, O., & Be'eri, R. 2009. Kh. 'Aujah el-Foqa (Ataroth):

An Iron Age Fortified City in the Jordan Valley. PEQ 141, 104–123.
Ziffer 1990

Ziffer, I. 1990, At that Time the Canaanites were in the Land. Daily Life in Canaan in the Middle 
Bronze Age 2, 2000-1550 B.C.E. Tel Aviv, Land of Israel Museum.
Ziffer 2015

Ziffer, I. 2015. Iron Age Stamp Seals, a Cylinder Seal and Impressions, in I. Beit-Arieh and L. 

Freud eds., Tel Malhata. A Central City in the Biblical Negev, Archaeology Monograph Series No. 35. Tel Aviv: Tel Aviv University, 514-523.
Captions

Figure 1. Map with sites mentioned in text (J. Rosenberg)
Figure 2. General aerial photo of the site of Aujah el-Foqa with excavation Areas marked (photo: Michael Freikman). The north is on the right.
Figure 3. Aerial photo of Area B1 (photo: Michael Freikman). The north in on the bottom.


Figure 4. Plan of Area B1 (J. Rosenberg)
Figure 5. Selected pottery from Building 1042 (photo: Tal Rogovski)

Figure 6. Find context of vessel L. 1070 (photo: Michael Freikman). The north is on the top.
Figure 7. The vessel with applied snake decoration (drawings: Julia Rodman and Olga Dubovski; photographs: Tal Rogovski and Benjamin Yang)
Figure 8. Thin section photo of the vessel (taken with plain polarized light, abbrev.: FR= microfossils, LS= limestone, QZ= quartz).  

Figure 9. Snakes on ceramic items from various sites: Dan (1-2, after Biran 1982: fig. 13), Beth Shean (3-6, after Rowe 1940: fig. 10), and Hazor (7, after Yadin 1972: Pl. XV) (numbers follow Keel 1992; illustrations not to scale).  
� The excavations at the site of Khirbet ‘Aujah el-Foqa were initiated during 2019 as a part of the larger Jordan Valley Excavation Project (JVEP, www.jvep.org), and are directed by David Ben-Shlomo from Ariel University and Ralph Hawkins from Averrett University. Michael Freikman served as field supervisor. The project is supported by the Hecht Foundation. 


� It is possible that the vessel was an open pithos at least 1 m high. Yet. due to the shape of the neck and the shoulder shape and the thickness and paste (which is not porous, see below) of the body the vessel was more likely a large krater.


� The noun “snake” will be used henceforth rather than serpent.


� I wish to thank Dr. Irit Ziffer for noting this example to me and some of the related literature as well as for her valuable comments.


� Snakes are possibly also depicted on “shrine models” from Tel Rekhesh (Garfinkel and Mumcuoglu 2015:82, fig. 9) and Tel Rehov (Mazar 2015: fig. 5), applied around the opening. Yet, this decoration may also depict a ribbon or part of a curtain (Garfinkel and Mumcuoglu 2015:85; Garfinkel, Y. and Mumcuoglu 2020).


� In addition, cobra snake figurines, depicting the rising body of the snake with its inflated neck, were also unearthed at the Beth Shean Temples dated to the LB II–Iron I, Levels VIII–VI (Rowe 1940: Pls. XLIA:2, XLIIA:2,3; James and McGovern 1993:171–172, figs. 83–85; David 2009). These are related, however, to Egyptian iconographic tradition.


� There are references also to the Mycenaean and Minoan religions, as the Minoan “snake goddess”; e.g. Keel 1992: 222-229; Schroer 2018:68-70.


� The Uraeus is an Egyptian symbol for the goddess Wadjet, one of the earliest Egyptian deities; it is often depicted as a cobra (see, e.g., Martin 1986; Keel 1996:196, more references therein).


� See also faience cylinder seal Malhata, Ziffer 2015:519, fig. 6.5, with a depiction of a snake possibly moon god of Harran.





�Add to all Aerial views their directions on the figures themselves.


�הכנסתי בתאור התמונה את מיקום הצפון (שהרי כולם תמונות אויר) - חץ העל התמונה לא שמם בד"כ


�must add a table, which will detail the pottery types and the vessels ware, parallels etc.
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