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Abstract

The paper will describe and discuss the results of the excavations at Khirbet ‘Aujah el-Foqa, a site in the southern Jordan Valley, north of Jericho, during the 2022–2023 seasons. During these seasons, a section of the northern side of the site was excavated, in Area B, as well as an area on the northern slope (Area C). In area B several locations near the casemate wall as well as two four-room houses were excavated. A destruction layer with ash and burnt wood remains was unearthed in some of the areas. While the excavation of the northern four-room house during 2023 was not completed it seems to be located adjacent to the surrounding fortification wall. The pottery and finds from this area are mostly dated to the 9th–8th c. BCE, as in Area A. In Area C, the excavation revealed, rather surprisingly, a well-built Middle Bronze Age II tower opening into a courtyard to its south. This area may represent a separate site on the slope, facing the spring, that was not used or settled during the Iron Age.
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Introduction

Khirbet ʿAujah el-Foqa is a well-preserved Iron Age II site located approximately 11 km northwest of Jericho (Fig. 1; ITM 237908/650482; Zertal and Bar 2019:394–403, Site 143; Zertal et al. 2009; Ben-Shlomo et al. 2020a, 2020b, 2022, 2023). Its overall area, including the vicinity outside and around the Iron Age walls, is 15 dunams (1.5 ha). The site was identified by the Manasseh Hills Survey, under the direction of Adam Zertal. This site was not excavated prior to 2019. The excavations at the site of Khirbet ‘Aujah el-Foqa were initiated 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 (Hawkins et al. 2021). So far, five short excavation seasons were conducted in the site between 2019–2023 (Ben-Shlomo et al. 2020a, 2020b, 2022, 2023; Ben-Shlomo and Hawkins 2021).
 Three excavation areas were opened (Fig. 2): Area A (2019) in the southwestern part of the site (Ben-Shlomo et al. 2020a), Area B (2020–2023, Ben-Shlomo et al. 2020b,2021,2022) on the northern side of the site, and Area C on the northern slope of the hill (Ben-Shlomo et al. 2023). While the results in Area A, along with previous research, were preliminarily discussed in  prior, published, articles (Ben-Shlomo et al. 2020a, 2020b; Ben-Shlomo and Hawkins 2021), this paper will deal only with the 2022–2023 excavation results in Areas B and C. Some restoration work was also carried out by Orna Cohen in Areas A and C. The excavation at Area C, on the northern slope of the site (Fig. 2: bottom, see Figs. 15–22), also revealed that the site has Middle Bronze Age remains, which were previously unknown.
Area B 

The excavation area was opened during the 2020 season in the northeastern part of the site (Figs. 3,4). This area was chosen for the purpose of exploring the section of the site near the northern slope, which would have been ideal for the location of the entrance and for providing the main access to the fortified site during the Iron Age. The northern slope, where limestone formations are exposed, provides the most moderate ascent of the hill; this area also faces the spring. The geological formation at this side of the site is the Mashash formation with chert, which alternates with the Menuha formation with chalk and limestone (Begin 1973). The area was also relatively devoid of rounded structures from the late period. Ongoing excavations in this area aim to provide insights into the historical context, function, and layout of this part of the site during the Iron Age. Area B was tentatively divided into Area B1 in the southern part and Area B2 in the northern part (Fig. 4), closer to the fortification wall. An area mostly devoid of late rounded structures and having prominent wall remnants was first selected for excavation, with outlines of several structures possibly already visible (see Ben-Shlomo et al. 2022:*46–*48). The first structure was completely excavated during the 2020-2021 seasons (Area B1, Building 1042, Figs. 3: top, 4, see Ben-Shlomo et al. 2022:*38–*43, Figs. 7–15) and is situated approximately 30 meters south of the presumed line of the fortification wall. Building 1042 is probably a type of ‘four-partite house’, with six units or rooms, and an entrance through the middle of the western side (see Ben-Shlomo et al. 2023:15, Fig. 5). Several of the rooms, especially Rooms A and C yielded a destruction layer with reconstructable vessels dated to the late Iron Age IIA-early Iron Age IIB (9th–8th century BCE) (Fig. 14; Ben-Shlomo et al. 2023:17, Figs. 7,10).   
North of Structure 1042 was a large open area or courtyard with the bed rock layer exposed relatively close to the surface, resulting in few finds. Based on the surface remains and drone photography, a large area (measuring 8 x 11 meters) is visible, seemingly integrated into the perimeter wall of the site (Fig. 3: bottom); previously, this was tentatively identified as a tower (Ben-Shlomo et al. 2022:*46). However, according to the 2023 excavations, it is clearly another ‘four-room’ house (Fig. 10, see below). East of Structure 1042, at least five rectangular rooms of varying sizes are visible, seemingly aligned perpendicular to the wall line (see Ben-Shlomo et al. 2023: Fig. 2: bottom). This is unlike the enclosed casemate areas in other parts of the site (such as in Area A). 
Since the area north of the courtyard had first been interpreted as a gate or tower structure that was integrated into the city wall, this hypothesis was tested by excavation during the 2022 season. The surface was cleared, and several small excavation squares were dug in this area and to the west of it (Fig. 7, Area B2). The expectation was that perhaps west of the squarish structure (first interpreted as a tower), there would be an opening in the enclosure wall, maybe the location of the city gate. In this area, a 10 x 10 meter area was excavated. Parts of the walls of four units or square rooms were exposed in this area, possibly part of a double, enclosing wall or adjacent units (Fig. 4: top, Fig. 8). Some of the walls seem to continue toward the western wall (W4022) of this square area, with a narrow staircase-like or sloping feature of about 2.5 meters between them. Thus, it is unlikely that there was a wide opening in the wall or gate in this area. In the "staircase" area, restorable pottery vessels were found, although excavation in this area has not yet reached floor levels. 

Also, during the 2022 season, a graded trench, 2 meters wide, was made along the northern outer facade of Wall 4002 (Fig. 9, probably the northern wall of Building 4057) (Fig. 8: left). While there is another wall (4004) to the east that continues north and large pieces of pottery were found adjacent to the northern wall, it seems that the enclosure did not end at this wall.

During the 2023 season, in Area B1, several rooms of a structure adjacent to Building 1042, in the southwest, were excavated (Fig. 5). The excavation of these rooms began during the 2021 season (see Ben-Shlomo et al. 2022:*44, Figs. 17,18) and floor levels were reached during the 2023 season, and several complete vessels were found on the floor (Figs. 6, 14:3–6). In one of the rooms (the western one, denoted ‘Room 1’), several jars, along with other vessels and a grinding stone, were found in situ (Fig. 6, Fig. 14:3–6), while two tabuns were found in an adjacent room to the east (denoted ‘Room 2’) (Fig. 7). Several complete vessels from this area were reconstructed, including mostly storage jars and cooking pots (Fig. 14, see below). A special find here was a stamp-shaped scoria object. To the west, the walls continue, and there seems to be another room on the same line, while to the east the area was largely disturbed by structures from a later phase (‘Structure 15’, see Ben-Shlomo et al. 2022:*36, Fig. 6). In this area at least two additional tabuns were excavated, possibly representing Iron Age II remains in an open area (Fig. 5: left-center, L. 1070). A large krater with a plastic decoration of snakes was also found in this area (Ben-Shlomo 2023). According to wall remains visible on the surface these rooms seem to be part of a larger structure or complex continuing to the west (see Ben-Shlomo et al. 2022:*46, Fig. 19: “Complex I” and possibly “Complex III”). It is not clear whether this structure is completely contemporary to Building 1042, since it is aligned in a different orientation and its eastern room (denoted ‘Room 3’) may be cut by the southwest corner of Building 1042, and thus it may have been built earlier (yet, the ceramic material from these rooms are similar to those from Building 1042). As noted, this location has been somewhat disturbed by the later phase, with the present result that we cannot fully determine the precise relationship between these buildings.

During the 2023 season in Area B2, to the north, an area of about 15 x 15 m was marked according to wall remains (the 8 x 11 meter frame noted above) that were visible to the north of the courtyard, adjacent to Building 1042, which was excavated in a previous season (Fig. 4). Here an entire four-room house was uncovered (Building 4057, Fig. 10), but the excavation was not completed here and will be continued during future seasons. So far, the building seems to have four large, similarly sized, rectangular rooms; three are oriented east-west, with a perpendicular room on the western side, which is typical of the plan and size of a four-room house. In between the northern and central room, a series of large stones are aligned, which may be pillar bases (Fig. 4: W4054). The location of the entrance is still unclear, but it would be expected on the eastern side, and its position would thus be opposite to that of Building 1042, to the south of it. Except for the fact that building 4057 is larger, the two structures share the same basic design. The northern wall of Building 4057 (W4002) may be roughly aligned with, and may even abut, the fortification wall line (yet, see above). The interesting question here, therefore, is whether the northern wall of the structure is free-standing, abuts the fortification (casemate) wall, or is combined within it. In most of the known cases of four-room houses that are combined with a casemate wall (common in Iron Age II Judah), the rear, perpendicular room (perpendicular to the pillar row) was the part combined within the casemates (see Herzog 1997; Garfinkel et al. 2016, at Qeiyafa, Beersheba and Tell Beit Mirsim for example). In Building 4057, however, since here the western room is probably the ‘rear’ room in the building, the situation would be very different. A south-north wall is attached to the northeast corner of the building and may be part of the fortification wall system (W4004, see above). As yet, however, it is still unclear whether the surrounding wall in this section was a casemate wall, or what the nature of the casemates was here. We hope this will be clarified when the excavation of the structure and area to its north is completed.
So far, only part of the floor level was reached in the western room (Fig. 11, L4057), which was probably the rear room of the house, oriented in right angle to the entrance axis. In four-room houses this unit is often reconstructed as a two-storied part of the house, with access to an upper floor or/and room by staircase (inner or outer) or ladder (see e.g., Shiloh 1970; Bunimovitz and Faust 2003). In Room 4057 there is indeed evidence for two floors, since there were two destruction layers on top of each other (Figs. 11,12). Only part of the upper destruction level has been excavated so far. A passage was identified between the central room to the south part of Room 4057, through Wall 4045 (Fig. 4: L. 4066). A concentration of complete vessels was found here, (L4071), and excavation yielded many complete vessels and large charcoal pieces (Figs. 11,12, see below). The charcoal probably comes from beams supporting the ceiling. The lower floor has not yet been reached, neither the floor in the northern part of the room as well as other rooms of the structure.
Area B: Finds 

Several complete vessels were restored from Building 1042 Room A (Fig. 13: top) and Room C (Fig. 13: bottom). The types are similar to those found in northern Israel during the 9th and 8th c. BCE (see Ben-Shlomo et al. 2023:17, Figs. 7,10). Interestingly, several pyxides, a type known mostly during the Iron Age I, were found (Fig. 14:1,two found at Building 1042). The rooms excavated in Area B1 during 2023, south of Building 1042 (‘Rooms 1-2’) were also rich in pottery and finds. In Room 1, a large krater (Fig. 14:3), showing drilled holes, probably added during its repair, and three complete storage jars of the ‘hippo’ type have been restored (Fig. 14:5–6, No. 5 has remains of plaster on the shoulder, possibly evidence of its sealing), as well as jugs (Fig. 14:4), three cooking pots, along with several other vessels (Fig. 14, Table 1). 
As noted, Building 4057 in Area B2 had already yielded several complete vessels and other finds (Fig. 11,12). The pottery and finds will be discussed in detail elsewhere. Four charcoal fragments from the destruction layer here have been analyzed for radiocarbon dating. The dates received are calibrated at around the mid 9th century BCE. These are quite early, as the pottery includes some types that were also common also in the early 8th c. BCE (see above). It may be that the samples represent an ‘old wood effect,’ and that therefore the dates represent the construction of the building (or an earlier date of the wood) rather than its destruction, and thus are quite early. The radiocarbon dating will be discussed in detail elsewhere. 
Table 1. Figure 14, pottery from Area B1
	No.
	Description 
	Basket
	Locus(context)
	Parallels

	1
	Pyxis
	2066/22
	1026 (Room C)
	Reḥov, Stratum IV (Panitz-Cohen 2020:240, PX51, Fig. 13.94:15)

	2
	Pyxis
	2076/2
	1031 (Room A)
	Reḥov, Stratum IV (Panitz-Cohen 2020:240, PX51, Fig. 13.69:7)

	3
	Krater
	2345
	1112 (Room 1)
	Megiddo VA-IVB (Ben-Tor and Zarzecki-Peleg 2015:139, pl. 2.2.4;5)

	4
	Jug
	2343
	1112 (Room 1)
	Reḥov, Stratum IV (Panitz-Cohen 2020:222, JG74b, Fig.13.93:6)

	5
	Storage jar (note plaster)
	2340
	1112 (Room 1)
	Reḥov, Stratum IV (Panitz-Cohen 2020:201–209, SJ52, Fig.13.58:5)

	6
	Storage jar
	2348
	1112 (Room 1)
	Reḥov, Stratum IV (Panitz-Cohen 2020:201–209, SJ52, Fig. 13.91:6)


Area C 

The remains of the walls of a structure were first identified on the surface of the northern slope of the hill of ‘Auja el-Foqa during Zertal’s survey (Zertal et al. 2009:109, Fig. 2: Building 62). Examination of the aerial photographs led to a conclusion that there is a large building located approximately in the middle of the slope, adjoined by a massive wall descending from the upper part of the hill (also seen on the survey plan, Zertal et al. 2009: Fig. 2: No. 63). Initially, this structure was assumed to have been part of the Iron Age II fortification system (Fig. 15), yet, the excavation results indicated surprisingly that this structure was built and used during the Middle Bronze Age IIB-C, about 800 years earlier. 

The excavation was conducted during the 2022–2023 seasons and revealed a massive square building, built with large stones; the structure opens to the south into a courtyard or open area (Figs. 16,17). The building is almost a perfect square, measuring 12.5 x 13 m (Figs. 16). The walls are 1.5 m. thick, built of two rows of large well-worked stones with no binding material between the stones. Since no large mudbrick fragments were found, and few large stones were found immediately under the walls of the structure down the slope, it is more likely that the structure was built entirely of stones, which were robbed and/or rolled down the slope to the foot of the hill at some point in time after the abandonment of the building. As the building is located on a sharp slope, the builders had to deal with significant difficulties in the course of construction. The northern and southern walls of the building (Fig. 16: C4 and C15) were constructed as terraces, which supported the mass of the stones (Fig. 17, section). The area attests to two phases. The debris inside a test pit in the lower, northwestern part, inside the tower adjoining wall C15 (Fig. 20, C26), representing the lower phase, was almost sterile of finds. A floor lever was probably located on top of this fill and was made of beaten earth. Thus, it seems that the floor was built on top of the constructional fill in order to level the inner space of the building. An interesting feature was found inside wall C14: a narrow space was left between two rows of stones, creating a narrow channel circa 30 cm wide inside it (Fig. 19). It is possible that it was created in order to drain excessive amounts of rainwater from the upper courtyard and prevent damage to the walls and their collapse.  
During the 2023 season, the excavation of the MB II tower was completed. The upper phase in the entrance was removed, and the lower floor was reached throughout the structure. A sloped stone pavement was exposed in the southern entrance of the tower (Fig. 18). A section was made along the southern wall, in order to expose the drainage (Fig. 18: top).
 
As noted, two phases were detected in this area, both dated to the Middle Bronze Age II. Interestingly, two openings were detected in the northern (Fig. 17: C42) and eastern (Fig. 17: C30) walls, yet whether both belong to the same phase remains unclear. Stones flanking the openings seem to have been more carefully positioned and better aligned than the others. Both entrances to the structure were paved with flat slabs. Outside the tower and towards the upper courtyard, the upper entrance C42 was paved (Fig. 18), thus, creating a paved ramp leading into the tower. Both of the entrances were blocked with stones at the end of the first phase of usage of this structure, thus changing its plan and possibly its function. Shortly, or immediately after the change of the original building plan, it continued to be used, possibly as a dwelling. Most of the finds recovered represent the later phase and include many pottery sherds, a grinding stone, and other finds (see below). The pavement to the south was partially dismantled, and a large oven was installed next to the blockage (Fig. 21: C25, Fig. 16: center) inside the upper entrance. It was found in a good state of preservation after having been covered with debris following the final abandonment of the building; it was lined by large pottery sherds of a pithos. A half circular shallow pit (C27), lined with flat slabs, was found in the northwestern corner of the building. It appears to have been used for waste disposal. 
The upper wall C4 was also part of courtyard C20, located above the southern entrance into the building. To the south, the adjoinment of walls C8 and C10 to wall C4 created a courtyard. A large amount of pottery found in this courtyard suggests that, in the latest phases of its usage, this building was used for domestic activities. Two wall fragments were found in a small section dug into the courtyard next to wall C4 (C44 and C49, Fig. 16: center-left). They probably relate to both the earlier and later phases of usage, respectively. These remains may continue into the unexcavated area to the south. 
Almost all the pottery in this area was dated to the Middle Bronze Age IIB-C (see below Fig. 22). It should be noted that, so far, no architectural remains of this period have been found in Areas A or B. In one limited area in Area A, however, several walls and a debris layer were clearly earlier than the Iron Age II casemate wall (see Ben-Shlomo et al. 2020a: Fig. 8: Square K5, Walls 144, 166, Loci 121, 124). As several sherds from this area were dated to the MB II (see below), these remains may also represent a limited activity during this period on the top of the hill under the Iron Age II site. 
Area C: Finds 

From the beginning of the excavation in Area C, it was clear that all the ceramic finds were different from those in the rest of the excavation areas. The indicative pottery sherds collected were dated to the Middle Bronze Age IIB-C (1700-1550 BCE approximately), and there was no pottery from Iron Age II. Therefore, the structure and its surroundings can be divided into two phases corresponding to this period. Two recent results of charcoal radiocarbon dates from the second phase gave a calibrated date of mid-late 17th c. BCE.

Several characteristic pottery sherds presented here represent typical vessels from the end of the Middle Bronze Age in the Jordan Valley and the Central Highlands (Fig. 22, Table 2; see Bonfil 2019). Pottery fragments include round bowls (Fig. 22:1,4), miniature ('votive') bowls (Fig. 22: 2), squared bowls (Fig. 22:3), thin-walled squared bowls (Fig. 22:5,6), cooking pots and stew pots (Fig. 22:7–9), and jugs (Fig. 22:10–12). Double-handled dipper cups, basalt grinding stones, and an alabaster vessel in an Egyptian style were also found. 

The discovery that the tower dates to the Middle Bronze Age, about 800 years before the construction of the fortress and structures at the top of the site, was certainly a surprise. No evidence from this period had been previously identified in the excavation or in surveys conducted in other areas. It is noteworthy that the size of the stones and the architectural style of the structure were more impressive and sophisticated than those revealed in other remains at the site.
Table 2. Figure 22, pottery from Area C. 
	No.
	Description 
	Basket
	Locus
	Parallels

	1
	Bowl
	C543/1
	C27
	Beth Shean, Strata R3, Maeir 2007: Pl. 34:5, Type BL23; Shiloh VII, Bunimovitz and Finkelstein 1993: Fig. 6.22: 2, Fig. 6.23: 2

	2
	Miniature bowl
	C535/1
	C25
	Beth She'an Str. R3, Maeir 2007: Pl. 32:17, 18 

	3
	Bowl
	C516/6
	C19
	Beth Shean, Str. R3, Maeir 2007: Pl. 32:15, Type 26c

	4
	Bowl
	C517/1
	C2
	Beth She'an Str. R3, Maeir 2007: Pl. 32:4, Type BL21

	5
	Bowl
	C514/6
	C19
	Beth She'an Str. R3, Maeir 2007: Pl. 32:14, Type BL25

	6
	Bowl (‘trumpet base’)
	C520/2
	C2
	As No. 5

	7
	Krater
	C514/11
	C29
	Beth She'an Str. R3, Maeir 2007: Pl. 34:15, Type KR24b

	8
	Krater
	C506/13
	C17
	Beth She'an Str. R3, Maeir 2007: Pl. 31:2-3, Type KR24a

	9
	Cooking pot
	C535/4
	C25
	Jericho (Kenyon and Holland 1983: Fig. 198:10); Beth She'an Str. R3, Maeir 2007: Pl. 33:5, Type CP24

	10
	Jar
	C546/1
	C25
	Beth She'an Str. R5, Maeir 2007: Pl. 21:9, Type SJ23

	11
	Jar
	C543/13
	C27
	Beth She'an Str. R2, Maeir 2007: Pl. 26:2, Type SJ22

	12
	Jar/Pithos
	C530/5
	C25
	Beth She'an Str. R3, Maeir 2007: Pl. 31:6, Type PT23


Discussion
So far, two domestic structures, of the four-room house type, have been excavated at Area B at the northern part of Khirbet ‘Aujah el-Foqa. While this area has a strong potential for the location of the gate to the site, it has not yet been found, and may possibly be located to the west of the excavated area. While domestic architecture was revealed in this area, the fortification contour line and its nature in the northern part of the site remain unclear. In particular, it is not clear whether the line of the wall makes a bend or thickens in some areas (see, e.g., Fig. 9: left), or whether it includes standardized casemates as on the southern part. Furthermore, it is not yet clear whether the structures inside the town in this area are free-standing from the wall or are combined or attached to it, as illustrated by the recently excavated Building 4057. This question is important for understanding the general plan of the site, as well as the cultural sources of the plan (see e.g. Garfinkel et al. 2016). The destruction evidenced in these structures is clearly dated earlier than the end of the 8th century BCE, while its construction was likely within the 9th century BCE. This raises questions about the identification of the historic event related to the destruction of the site, since this precedes the Neo-Assyrian campaigns in the Southern Levant. This question will be addressed elsewhere.

The other remains so far identified in Area B belong to the main occupational layer at the site, which is Iron Age II. These remains include several units that we have excavated, as well as additional architectural units or complexes that we have identified strictly on the basis of surface remains and drone photographs (see Ben-Shlomo et al. 2022:*46–*48, Figs. 19,26). It is possible that there are more structures west of the open area, and that they may even reach the line of the wall (see Ben-Shlomo et al. 2022: Fig. 24: Complex II, which measures 22 x 14 meters or approximately 300 square meters). To the south, there may have been another area with an additional open space (Complex III). Possibly some of these served as public buildings or for administrative and storage purposes. Since the area is relatively large, future investigations will attempt to explore these areas through partial excavation of the complexes and by the clearing of loose stones from the surface to better define the walls. 
The main new data revealed in the 2022–2023 excavation seasons is the unearthing of the MB IIB-C remains in Area C, a period previously unknown at the site. In Area C, the new finds of Middle Bronze Age remains are interesting and thought-provoking. The construction quality of the building and its plan suggest that it may have been a tower with a defensive function, at least during its initial construction phase. The tower could have been associated with a settlement located on the top of the hill below the Iron Age remains. Possibly, some pre-fortification remains in Area A may reflect some MB II activity on the top of the hill (see Ben-Shlomo et al. 2020a:*20, “Phase 3”, Fig. 8: Walls 162,166), later removed by the intensive construction of Iron Age II. However, it is peculiar that almost no pottery from this period was found at the site. On the other hand, it is possible that the tower was associated specifically with a settlement and/or agricultural lands dated the Middle Bronze Age located downstream, near the ‘Aujah Stream (Nahal Yitav), in a convenient and more logical location for a settlement. Approximately 350 meters north of the tower, on the northern slope of the ‘Aujah Stream, an excavation by the Archaeology Staff Officer in 2012 revealed a relatively small and site with remains from the Iron Age II, the Hellenistic period, and the Byzantine period (the site was probably, mainly a fortified monastery from the Byzantine period, yet, the excavation have not been published yet; see Zertal and Bar 2019:384–9, Site 140). However, it is unclear whether it contains any finds from the Middle Bronze Age.

It is also possible that the tower and its surroundings represent an isolated site from the Middle Bronze Age, without any connection to a larger settlement. In such a case, the function of the site would have been to guard the spring, an important water source in the region, as well as the road that passed by in the Wadi and connected the area between the mountains of Samaria and the Jordan Valley. The location of the tower and the commanding view of the surrounding area that it would have provided best fit such a role, and it is possible that a tower and a small number of soldiers stationed there would have been sufficient to protect the road. In any case, it is unlikely that the construction of a tower for such purposes was a local initiative (even if there was a small settlement near the tower), but is probably indicative of centralized authority. At Khirbet Marjameh, about 8 km westward, on the slope north of Nahal Yitav (Mazar 1995), there is a similar tower overlooking the Wadi and the road, which has not yet been excavated and may also belong to the Middle Bronze Age (A. Mazar, personal communication). Recently, additional examples of sites that served as guard posts on important roads between Canaanite cities in the Middle Bronze Age in the central and northern parts of the country have been published (in the context of the site in Giv'at Ze'ev, for example, see Freikman et al. 2019). It should be noted that, according to research so far, most of the Middle Bronze Age sites in the Jordan Valley are concentrated north of the Tirzah Stream (see Bar and Zertal 2023). In addition, the only large Middle Bronze Age site known in the Jordan Valley is at Tel es-Sultan in Jericho, about 11 km south, where a fortified site and a cemetery have been excavated (see Maeir 2010:27–35,57–62, Fig. 1; Nigro 2020, and references therein; another important MBII site is located at Tell el-Hammam, east of the Jordan river, about 30 km to the southeast). It is possible that the tower at ‘Aujah el-Foqa was operated by the larger central authority in Jericho, which was the regional ‘city state’. In any case, the finds from the excavation in ‘Aujah el-Foqa can shed new light on the settlement and activities of a central authority in the Wadi ‘Aujah region in particular and in the southern Jordan Valley region in general. As we have seen, the next period in which this location is used as a regional fortified site is the Iron Age II, another period characterized by relatively strong central authorities in both the region and throughout the Southern Levant.
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Captions

Figure 1. Location map, ‘Auja el Foqa
Figure 2. ‘Aujah el-Foqa with excavation areas (end of 2023 season), looking south
Figure 3. Area B, aerial photo (end of 2023 season) (north on bottom)
Figure 4. Area B1 and B2 plan

Figure 5. Area B1 Rooms 1-3, end of 2023 season (north on bottom)
Figure 6.  Area B1 Room 1 floor level, north on bottom
Figure 7. Area B1, Room 2 floor level with two tabuns, looking south

Figure 8. Area B2 areas excavated in 2022 season (north on bottom)
Figure 9. Area B2 section excavated in 2022 near Wall 4002 (north on bottom)
Figure 10. Area B2 Building 4057 (north on bottom)

Figure 11. Destruction layer in Building 4057, Room 4057, looking south
Figure 12. Pottery in situ, Room 4057

Figure 13. Pottery vessels from Rooms A and C, Building 1042
Figure 14. Pottery vessels from Area B1, Building 1042 and ‘Room 1’
Figure 15. Area C before excavation

Figure 16. Area C end of excavation 2023 (north on bottom)
Figure 17. Area C, plan (both phases and section)
Figure 18. Area C, stepped paving, looking south
Figure 19. Area C, channel in tower wall
Figure 20. Area C, section in lower floor (north on bottom)
Figure 21. Area C, upper phase with oven (north on bottom)
Figure 22. Area C pottery 
� Permit Nos. 1-1-2022 (2 weeks, 23.1.22–3.2.2022) and 3-1-2023 (2 weeks, 14.2.2023–24.2.2023). During the 2022–2023 seasons an average of about 15 volunteers and students participated on a daily basis, from Israel, and other countries. Assistance in the excavation was provided by J. Rosenberg (surveying, plans, and graphics), Leah Pardo-Tramer (pottery restoration), Tal Rogovski and Benjamin Jang (photographs of finds), and Julia Rodman and Dalit Weinblatt (finds drawings).


� Several Portable-Optically Stimulated Luminescence (P-OSL) samples were taken and analyzed from various locations here in order to examine the relative and absolute dating of the different layers (by O. Ackerman and K. Reed). The analysis indicates that the two MBII phases were closely dated, and no Iron Age activity can be identified; the results will be discussed in detail elsewhere.
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