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SOME NANSWERED QUESTIONS CANAAN AND
AND TIHE O-C. ISRAEL

Alessandra Oxford

Canaan Canaanıite anı EZYypL

When 1n 1989 drew attention the references Canaan ın the
ancıent Egyptlan tex}s1 it W as NECESSaTY emphasıze yet agaın that ONe of
the maın 1EASONS for OUT ack of 1n understanding the related
geographical problems W as OUTI lack of soundly-based definitions for the

people and places named 1n them Egyptologists themselves tend forget
that their textbooks an translations contaın only proposals an assumptions
for MOStT of theseyoften dating back the of lastY,
the adase of the geographical work of Heinrich Brugsch* from whom
inherited most of CUurrent geographica picture relating ancıent
The translated of the people an places occurring ın the ancıent

Egyptilan dIe 1n most not conclusions based agreemen after
scholarly scrutiny. 10 this day MOST of them arIe INOÖOTE than the proposals
of SOIMNE of the scholars of last CeN{UurYy, who enthusilastically 1ed to

explain the newly-found fill SOINE biblical lacunae. Today it 15

surprising find that mMmoOst of these proposals have at ally time been
questioned discussed. have already 1n INanı y PaDers drawn attention
SOINE of these uncertainties* which AIe ve basic OUT understanding of the
ancıent kgyptian WOTI.

{t 15 unfortunate that discussion of ese problems 15 nearly always
deliberately avoided because it will inconveniently hold back OUT V  Y step,
if allow it.9 But scholars do really have this choice?

The necess1i for defining Canaan and Canaanıte INOTE realistically has

long been desirable though AdIe grateful those IMaILYy scholars who have
ploneered the way.®© It will not do Simply continue equate Canaan with
ancıent Palestine IZLALLY SEer10OUSs scholars still do today./ Nor should be
continuing use anaanıte generic term for people, Janguage and pottery

though they wWeIe ONe problem only instead of three.8
It 15 heartening that INanıy archaeologists today aTre seeking ring

INOTeEe clarity OUT understanding of the material ulture of the Near East and
the uDON Egypts borders, by defining it 1n erms of Early Bronze,
Middle Bronze anı ate Bronze.? Whenever this 15 not done, the question
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mMust be as. what 15 the mınımMmum archaeological requirement identify
s1ite Canaanıte? We MuSt demand precise answer.10

In the historical P1C  e of Janguage ıIn the Near East, the "C’anaanıte"”
of Janguages has been considered be branch of the Semuitic, parallel

wiıth the Tramalc branch, an atıng period before which have anYy
reference Canaan an Canaanıte 1n the literature.11 However, there has

been indisputable evidence that are speaking here of Semitic
group. 14 ere 15 the tradition which describes C’anaan ONe of the ren
of Ham 13 an that basıs, therefore, amıtic 1ın Or1g1n, whatever that INaYy
imply. 14

Time INa Yy reveal that OUrTr assumptions have been NS and that OUT

understanding of ese problems has consequently been delayed. Scholars
must constantly FreviIeWw the basıc SITUCLUTES upon which they base elr
arguments.

The Old Testament Passage Of Isailah 19:18 tells of five cıtıes ın the
land of VYgpP at ONe time speaking the anguage of Canaan. 'h1s WOU.
necessarily have involved SOINE close CONntaCts between ZYyYP an the people
speaking that language. We AdIiIe of the ıIn yYpP of the
Canaanıte god Hauron1> and also of the ram-god Baal/Seth all important ın
endes, sSPee sketch INaD ig who 15 transtormed ın the Egyptian cult.16 In

seeking possible Ocation for these cıties should not OSse S11g of the fact
that Joshua 13.3 refers Sihor, the 'ake of OFUuS, border of Canaanıite
terr1tory. It 15 importan emphasize that the lake the water of Horus Can

only consist of Nile water, that INAaYy not SUPPOSE ese waters have
lain beyond the reach of the annual flood.17/

The British War ÖOftice INAaD f 1882 (no. 105, art II) shows Tea

called Genän, associlated with tOwn called Gr  Ür, ın the central eastern
delta of Egypt, which contaıns INanYy which INaYy well have had their
root ın Canaanl®s (fig. here), including Bır Chanan. In discussing the
relations between Canaan an ZYPpC, according the extual and other
materIl1al, ıt would not be sound scholarly practice ignore this very strong
evidence, which that Canaan INaYy Very well have extended into thıs
part of the delta if not Ven urther westwards ACTI OSS ıt, considering the

of Tell e] Genän between Lake Mareotis and Lake Idku, with Esbet
Kanais close bDy (see fig.

Furthermore, find 1ın the translations from the early Arabic writers
of Silvestre de SDaCYy 1ın 1810 that ere Was I1ea within the "banlieue" of
Cairo called the an of Baal, namely Kom Alrisch.1?
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In 1985 discussed Arısh 1n connection with Irs and Alashiya,20
pointing Out that possible or1gın for thıs word might be found 1n the Berber
root tor camping-place?} which corresponds the biblical Alush, wıth the SaINne

meanıng (Numbers 33 13-14; Exodus MS I 19; 2) hı1s M1aille ADPDCAIS several
times 1ın the delta of Z2yp with minor varlations (see f1g. here) 1f an Yy of
ese WerTe the lands of Baal, according the early rab writers, then they INnaYy
well have had ancıent links wiıth Canaan.

Until 110 the earliest reference Canaanıte has been the Marı letter of
the eighteenth century published Dy Dossin22 where Canaanıtes an
thieves dIie mentioned together soclal categorIies. Remarkably, 1n the
gyptan cContexfrt, OUT first reference Canaanite(s) OCCUIS ın the Mitrahina
Stela of Amenophis 11 (1450-1425 B.C.) where they WerTe also mentioned
soclal cCategory rather than ethnic UNeG; Maisler noted.23 They aAaDDECAT

list which records numbers of foreign nobles, belonging them,
SONMNS of chiefs and concubines of chiefs all of the hill-countries. There ollows

ist of booty se1zed that OCCaslon. When, elsewhere that SaIine stela,
ethnic AdIe 1ın fact listed, Canaanıte 15 OIle of them.24 hıs 15 true
1n other Ekgyptlan CONTLEeXTIS well.2> We find Canaan mentioned
comparatively rarely lists of foreign countries26 and ın ethnic

As the earliest reference Canaan itself 1n the Egyptlian inscriptions,
far have accepted that thıs Occurred during the reign f Amenophıis LG
the ole column VI Iso the statue base from Berlin possibly

of similar date.27
ere 15 fragment from the time of Tuthmosis (1524-1512) which

reads: inknn (int knn3), the Valley of Canaan2® (see f1g. here) It aPPCaIs
within crenellated name-ring from traditional IO of OUnNn:! n
priısoners. hıs LaIlne AaPPCaIs number of times the anciıent lists,
Karola Zibelius noted.29 However, she accep(ts the opınıon f Zyhlarz> that
this 15 southern sıte, ase: the tfact that 1t UOCCUIS 1ist of amines

eginning wıth k3s during the reign of Tuthmosis 111 This would be quite
reasonable an acceptable if could be SUTE that ese lists truly represent
northern an southern countries tidily rouped together. However, these
divisions ATe based the work mainly of [WO early scholars, Heinrich
Brugsch>! an urt Sethe92 whose OpIn10Ns concerning these aines have
prevalled until the present day. In the Tuthmosis I11 1STS from Karnak there 15
VvVerYy little 1n the list of "northern" countries®? that this 15 ın fact

We Cannot be SUTE that these ATe all northern NeSs because Cal
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recognize only few of them Neither Cal "identify” with alıy certainty
the the ist of so-called southern countries.94 For this TeaAaSON the

aPPECAaATANCE of inknn, the Valley of AaNnaan in sixteenth place after k3s the
"southern" ist does nOot make it certainly southern site.3>

ur  ermore the VerYy symbols of the {Iwo ands, which have
assumed ndıcate north an south, namely the Papyrus anı the SW  n plant,
have been properly examıned and discussed Dy Egyptologists.?6 The
ScCclence Was presented wıth this ready-made idea 1n Champollion’'s Grammaıre
Egxyptienne ın 1836, 161 anı thıs tOO W as questioned oug.
discussion did early on.37

10 return Canaan, SOINE of the extent of this Tea mMay legitimately
be assumed Dy the result of the references 1n the Egyptlan of the
AaNnaan of the PRSTSS and the Canaanite ale slaves of Kharu.9? Also, the
references ın the Amarna Letters Canaan suggest close physical
proximity between Canaan an do the biblical The tact that
C(Canäan W ads the direct responsibility of the Pharacoh during the MmMarna

period confirms this VIEeW. Had Canaan been urther AaWaY than the
immediate northern boundaries of EZYypt, it 15 unlikely that the Pharach could
have ruled the TITea wiıth anıy SUCCESS made himself responsible for amnıy
ng suffered Dy amıy foreign visıtor ere purely for practical LTEeaAaSOMNNS

have sa1d elsewhere that the 1n the Amarna etters need be
reconsidered radically because their identification 15 ase! the accepftance
of IManYy assumptions from the Egyptological discipline. Had the
pharaonic empire been extensive the textbooks suggestT, should DYy
8(8) have OUnN! INOTEe physical evidence for the of Egyptlans 1n the
countrıes of the Near East far the Euphrates. The TeAaSOoON have nOt 15
that such campalgns WeIe quite impossible for the ancıent Egyptlans for
T1easons of logistics. Theretfore must adhere the evidence have ın

considering the extent of Canaan, an not assumptions based false
picture of ancient Egyptian hegemony, fOr which there 15 evidence.

The Israel tela So-calle:

We AdTe accustomed give this Naine what 15 otherwise called the
Hymn of Victory of Merenptah, recording this pharaoh's victory against the
"Libyan"42N1n ycar of his reign (1236-1223 B.C.  _ Al the detail this
record 15 confined the hostilities of this particular Occaslon an the texXt



does not describe 1ın anı y WaYy Egypts troubles with alıy other foreign
people. %5 It 15 only 1n the ast [WO of 1ts lines of texT, at the VeLY en of the
stela inscription, that er enemiles are mentioned ın general statement that

has esta  ıshed with them all, on them people called
Ylsri3r

hı1s stela W as found DYy Petrie in Thebes4> ın 1596 an the text Was

translated an published immediately, within few weeks, Dy illiam
Spiegelberg.46 {t 15 unfortunately significant that during the that has
elapsed S1INCEe then, NnOot ONe scholar has Verlr questioned discussed the

of the people an places favoured DYy Splegelberg 1n H1S immediate
translation of this important text 1t 15 hiım that OW! the translation of
Israel from jserj3r(w). Only ONNe of Splegelberg's contemporarIies, ames
Breasted, questioned the "dentification”" of Israel ıIn this (EXT, the rounds
that ıt Was tOO early date for such record be possible.4/

It 15 quite remarkable that this day M study of this stela exXcept
ON  (D has avoılded testing discussing the reliability of Spiegelberg's
immediate and enthusiastic proposals for these an peoples. 48
1wo recent studies of this text49 have totally ignored the geographical an
historical problems, confining themselves the anguage an mMefire of the
inscr1ption.

The Namne jser]3r(w) it AaDDCAI the stela 15 unique an has
paralle 1ın the gyptan Ontext {t does not appPear agaln anywhere 1ın the
Egyptian lıterature For th1ıs [CASON Splegelberg's identification must be
considered I1LOTIE than hopeful proposa satisfy the early
Egyptologists who WeIe looking tor biblical connectlions. Furthermore the
Namne 15 not written the Name of land but of people, with plural
determinative of INnen an Finally, an MOST importantly, yYcar of
the reign Of Merenptah, (1236-1223 B 15 far tOO early SUPPOSE unified
identity for.the children of Israel.>0

Who, then, might the r  IW have been?

brief digression 15 NECESSACY here with regard the Libyans ‚-

called 1ın the ancıent kgyptian ontext. We ATe speaking here of people who
lived west of the Nile9°1 wh WerTre mMoOst probably foreign setitlers We have
been callıng "Libyans” number of different SrT0uUD>S who went Dy Varlous

I1 WD, and the first [WO being the
cumulatıve tor all the SIOUDS, who ATe otherwise named individually
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ın the All ese ZTOUDS, however, dIie shown ın the iconography have
SOINE very distinctive characteristics 1ın COININON namely, particular style of
tunic>2 an curled hairlock either ONe both s1ides of elr head>$ (see
flg 4) Where the colour remaıns the monumen({ts, they aTre shown have
reddish-fair haır and blue eyes.“

ese people have been called Libyan Vell though ere 15 absolutely
evidence assoclate them wıth the estern desert the ICa that 15 Libya

today. The evidence points rather their assocliatıon with water at all
times.>> The earliest wrıting of the Namne of thnw 1n the early dynasties has
the determinatıve of the sland, which it retaıns, and off, throughout the
New Kingdom.>°® Furthermore whenever these people dIe shown be tied

prisoners, 1t 15 the DPAaDYTUuS ropDe that binds them, not the er,
suggesting that they AdIe be linked swampland ara which 15 the only
place where PapyTrus will grow.>/ Clearly the Name of Libyan which
continue o1ve the inhabitants of the estern delta of ancıent 2ypP 15

misleading.
urther point should be made here wıth regard the 1COoNOography of

the SO-Calle Libyans 1ın ancıent ZyYpP They aTre clearly symbolized Dy the

lapwing,° who 15 drawn with several of the "Libyan'" basıc characteristics: the
cres for the eather 1n their hair, the markings down the side of the bird's
head drawn ike the sidelock, and often Z1g-Zzag line down the body of the
bird reproduce the fringe of the speclal "Libyan" tunıc (see fig here) TIhe

paralle does not StOp there The lapwing (or rested lover) 15 known
settle only ODenN MU: flats where 1t lays 1ts CHBS> 1n Nests made In hollows
n the reeds. It 15 possible relate this fact the [WO maın ancilent

Egyptlan of these people: thnw anı tm which have propose
INaYy S1gNMfy L7 hnw and ET mh(w), both hnw an mh being assoclated wiıith
water, believe.>” However, discussion this, SOINE other matters, 15
not yel forthcoming.

We INaYy conclude OUrTr digression Dy sayıng that the "Libyans" Dy their
several 1n the ancıent wWerTe the most iımportant and mMOsSstT

powerful of all of E@ypt'sNneighbours. This 15 clear not only because of
the frequent references them ın the from the earliest tiımes, but Iso
because the lapwing very early became iımportan symbol of ese
foreigners and 15 shown personified the Hierakonpolis macehead hangıng
by the neck ftrom standards®6e0 ın close assoclation with the Nıine bows, the
tradıtional enemiles of ancıent 2yYpP Both lapwings and "Libyans” WEeIie
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ere from the early dynastıc period and both WelIete still be OUuUnN! ın the

iCconography ın ptolemaic times. ©1
1f these westerners WeIe not Libyans, then who WeTe ey We should

11O return the ]ser]ar(w), who, mMust recall, dIiIe mentioned only NCE

by thıs M1aIine ın the ancıent Egyptlian literature
We find references ıIn the early Egyptlan Pyramid eX{Is people who

WOTe sidelock anı whom the call hnsktjw, the ea4Trers of the sidelock ,°
confirmiıng that this hairstyle wWwWas known at verYy early date Side bDy side
with this fact should ike draw attention eter Kaplony's discussion
of the Palermo Stone,©$ 1n which he that the wrıting 1n the Middle

Kingdom and ater the of Isıs an Osiris (the westerner) IA Y well have
been the original WaYy ın which they WerTrTe written anı read, namely 3jsrjt an

3isr], meaning er 1e mıit der Haarlocke 1t 15 interesting speculate
whether ere INaYy be link here between that word an jerjör(w. suggesting
that the chief identitication of these people the "Tsrael” stela W as the
wearıng of the sidelock. But Can do INOTE than speculate for the
mMmoOoment.

Bearıng 1n mind the possibility that SOINE orthodox Jews MaYy have
WOTIIN the sidelock early the third century according the Tactate
akkot 20b,64 should be askıng whether OUT fair anı blue-eyed "Libyans"
INaY NOt have been SOINE of the Canaanıite settlers along the COas of Or
Africa, CVEINN, SOINE of them, the children of Israel whom have far nOot

been able find 1n the ancıent Egyptian CONTEX‘
ere 15 SPTr10US problem ın suggesting that Aanaan, jsr]3r(w) and

Kharu, which ATI®e all mentioned 1ın the last [WO lınes of the "Israel" stela, Can all
be referring Palestine.© We have already suggested ICa for the Canaan
1n which indicated Dy the evidence (fig. here) have also
discussed elsewhere©® 1n considerable detail the evidence fOor identification
of Kharu which believe 15 mMOST likely have been the Tea of the Wadı
Tumilat, where the water flowed from ell Aasta (Zagazig) Lake Timsah
(the ake of the and of the crocodıiles) fig here 1f accept Canaan ın this
OoOntext be the and along the northern CcCOas of gypTr, and Kharu, the
channels leading from the entral delta the estern akes, then 1t 15 nNnOot

surprisıng find that the estern 15 mentioned also 1ın th1ıs SAallıe

Oontexrt, thnw. At this present of OUTr tudies it lıkely that the

]serJör(w. INAaY be reference ONe of the estern SI0 UDS which 'OINne under
the general term of thnw



One hesitates Sa V this, but 1t should be sald: the final twoO lines of
text the "“Tsrael” stela have all the characteristics of » hasty, last-minute
addition, perhaps Simply the attempt fill the remaining These final
[WO lines, which INa Yy be SEeEI 1n the legible photographs have referred
t0,67 dIe what the translators have called "the final twelve strophes". They are

1n fact string of unrelate: "Vvictory" statements, which have bearing
the maın ontent of the stela We could almost 5SdYy that they dIe there bDy
accıdent.

deal of work remaıns be done, nevertheless, understand
who the Egyptlans wWerTIe referring bDy SOINeE of the thıs final 1ist. 1t
15 certaın that 1n the future not all of them will retaiın the identities have
given them 1n the past.
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MNCeEe ın the records of ancient ZypC, itself 15 named 600 times 1n
biblical literature. No explanation of this has Ver been sought Dy scholars.

ecC. "Die Israelstele, Gestalt un Aussage”, Fontes que Pontes,
Eine Festgabe Hellmut Brunner (AAT, Band 5)/ 1983, 106-138 In this Saine
volume, ornung, NO Israelstele des Merenptah”, 294-9227

1g ın Archaeology and the Religion of Israel (1946), 9-1
emphasized that the "Israelites" of the per10d immediately preceding the
onquest WerTrTe nOot homogenous body, illustrating fixed soclal type of
known character. He 1NS1Ste that they WerTrTe body f VerYy mixed or1gin,
explicitly admitted by the sraeli tradition. Furthermore, Albright remarked
that the Israelite tradition represents them settling down almost at 1NCe

following the destruction of the Canaanite OWNS, indicating that the Israelites
WerTIe not typical nomads.

51 The classıcal writers called all those people who lıved west of the Nile,
Libyan and have continued do this with the result that 1t has affected
OUT rue understanding of the circumstances surrounding these westerners

his detail 15 described 1n Nıbbı, Lapwings and Libyans In Ancıent ‚QYPi
(1986), passım (hereafter Iso Nibbi, "Evıdence for the rhj.t-people
Permanent Foreigners 1n Ancient gypt”, DISCuUSS1IONS In Exyptolozy (1987),
7/9-86

Nibbhi CAEFE cıt. 66-68.

g00d colour reproduction of ONne of the estern settler gTrOuUDS INa Y
be found 1ın Quirke an >Spencer, The British Museum Book of NCIeEN ExQypt,
British Museum Press, 1992, 185 He 15 be recognized by the crossed
bands Vel his chest, the penı1s sheath, the attoos an the curled sidelock In
this ase he 15 nOot wearıing the typiıcal "Libyan" tunic. We Can recognize him

ONe of the Meshwesh Dy the fact that his sidelock 15 W! down below H1S
shoulder, 15 the ase also wiıth esher, SOM of Keper, chief f the
Meshwesh, at Medinet Habu. See Oriental nstitute, University of Chicago,
edinet Habu, ate Hıs beard 15 clearly light-brown reddish-blond.

Nibbi, cıt. 1993 (see note above).

No-one have paild an y attention this fact far.



Scholars have elleve: that DaDYIUsS Was abundant all along the an.
of the Nıle In ancıent times This Cannot Velr have been true because DaDYyYIus
will SIOW only ıIn swampland and not ın runnıng water where the level of
the water changes. See Nibbi, Byblos cıt. (note above) ‚Ar an also tudies
of plant symbols ın note above.

The lapwing 15 importan symbol 1n the ancıenty
1CONOography an the parallels between the portrayal of thıs bırd an the
estern settler Libyan Cannot be doubted overlooked it has been
date See 3  1, LLAE cıt. (note above) art ı98

Niıbbi, cıt. 1993 (note above) 45-54

Nibbi, LLAE cıit. (note above), 2ir

61 bid 23f

e, Die altägyptischen Pyramiıdentexte, vols 1908-22), Mercer,
The Pyramid eXTSs, vols (1952)

Kaplony, Kleine eiträge den Inschriften der ägyptischen Frühzeit
(1966) 69-71

Encyclopedia Judaica Vol 1 J columns 269-270; Nıbbi, CAEL cıt. 101

Most of the listed ın these [WO lines need be re-examıned
radically.

Nibbi, Wenamun c1ıt. 44-101 Iso SPeE Niıbbi, "Some remarks the
Lexikon ntry Syrien”, DISCussions In Ex2yptolozy (1987), 3247

Nibbi, CAEF cıt. 40-43
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F1g er elen Jacquet-Gordon, Fragments of Topographical List
Dating:to the Reign of Tuthmosis K Supplement vol. Bulletin de
Institut Francaıs "Archeologie ;ale, 1.81 (1981), 41-46
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E Fig. a) Some abelled lapwıng figures from Abd Hamıiıd Zayed, Annales
du Service 115f; Oriental stütute, University of Chicago,F edinet 'abu Plates 602 and 6o '» C) from Daressy, Annales du
Service 11 1911), 49-63, where the examples aTre taken from a frieze of

glazed tiles from Habu:; from Medinet 'abu cıt. above,
plate e) from glazeı tiles, ref. as above.
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