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Asherah and textile production
In Iıterature textile production 1S somet1mes elated {O the goddess

Asherah In Ugarıtic eXTIS Asherah, the CONSOTT of EL 1S described dS the
motherly carıng goddess. In 1{1 3L che 15 deseribed al the eaCc
wıth pındle In her hand, roppıng the pındle from her hand spinnıng).
(Smith, Baal 122 Beckıng Dıjkstra, (G0d 96; eyers, Materıal 433) TOmM
the (Old Testament know that weavıng garments for Asherah Was DIaAC-
ticed In the Jerusalem temple. (2 Ings Z3: W omen WOVC clothıng to be
draped ()VCGTI cult statue dedicated 1(8) the oddess Asherah ckerman,
Deborah 180) ese produce: the textile wıthın the compound of
the YHWH temple. They AIc deseribed dSs workıng In “houses” erected wıthın
the temple complex. Workshops In IC an WCCIC weavıngz garments
for Asherah WOIC alsoO known elsewhere In and WEeIC apparently part
of the textile storehouses known d$S miltahot, 16 ex1isted In roya palaces
and emples both In Jerusalem (Jer 38, E and In Samarıa (2 Ings 10, 223
1ımılar workshops and storehouses WOIC OUN! In temple compounds In
Mesopotamıa and ZYp (  c  eT Tıdhar, Textiles E notfe 33) The PIaC-
tice of clothing cult tatues 1S also known from other countrıes In the eastern
Mediterranean WOT. (Oppenheım, Garments 1 /2:193).

Production of textile Cal be elated the shrines Gr the goddess she-
rah 00M weıghts dIC often OUnN|! al Iron Age sıtes NCAar and wıthın cultıc
structures, pomtıng to the ex1istence of workshops for the production of
abrıcs insıde the sacred enclosures. app, Excavatıon Z6; Mazar, Excava-
t10ns 8 E heffer Tıdhar, Textiles 2) Both In Deır and In Kuntillet
Jrud textiles WEeIC OV! wıthın compound where textual 1N!| wrıtten
and drawn plastered Wa mention the Namec of the goddess Asherah OT

Shagar 3C INdYy be other NaIinle of Asherah

Comparıng Kuntıillet Jrud and Iron Age Deır
The simılariıties between Kuntillet Jrud and Iron Age Deır dIC

strıkıng. Both sıtes dIC sıtuated Junction of radıng rouftes; both sıtes
textiles of pecı1al hıgh qualıity WCIC produced, and the weavıng actıvıtles
WEIC concentrated around enched 1OOINN that had rel1z10us x and
t1ves ıts plastered wa
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Kuntillet Ajlru
Kuntıillet Jrud hıes 1n the eastern Sınal desert SOINC 5() south of

Kadesh arnea 1S ul LO of hıll, Crossroads eadıng nto
the S1ınal desernft. and close O wafler we The settlement consısts of {[WO

bulldıngs, ate Cırca S0O Dy the excavaftor (Meshel, Kuntillat
‘Ajyrud) Kuntıillet has been interpreted d S fortress, althoug. the maın buıl-
dıng ıffers architecturally from the other EegEeV fortresses. Meshel has
suggested that the sıte served dAS relıg10us centre the road the Red
Sea serving Israelıte trade activıty. (Meshel, Kuntillat ‘Ajrud) er SUSSCS-
t10Ns nclude cCaravanseral fortress wıth small SanCIuary. (Dever, dıs-
coverles, 140; Zeviıt, Religions, 5709 Mazar attrıbutes the relı210us actıvıty
al the sıte Israelıte STOUD, such dsSs the Rechabiıtes (Mazar, Archaeolo-
Y 449)

The mMoOost sıgnıficant 1n of Kuntillet Jrud dIC the inscr1ptions and
drawıngs. The scr1pt used In the inscr1ptions 15 regarde d Phoenicı1an-
Hebrew (Meshel, Kuntillat Ajrud; Horvat leman 1461; Zevit, Reliıgions
376-378) The “bent aX1S” entran: the maın uıldıng Was decorated
wıth ora mot1ives. had enches along ıts northern walls, and In the ODCI
southern part of the bend’ enc Wds constructed runnıng nto the OPCH
plaza The TOA| that W ds entered hrough thıs entran: LOOM alsoO had
plastered wa and enches along the Wa Its en ivided the
nto {[WO WIngs. The plastered enches surroundıng each wıng OCCU-

pıed MOST of the arcda, wıth only DassSapc WAaY In between. Thıs COMN-

struction SdVC the 1001111 ıts NAalllc, “bhbenc TOODL - The enches apPCAaI to
have been the most ımportant element ın thıs L1LOOIIL The enched yıel-
ed [WO all inscr1pti0ns, inscrı1bed votive offerings and pıthos decorated
wıth human f1gures, cultıc SCCHNECS and essing ormulae mentionıng YHWH
and Asherah, 1E fragments of IT inscrıption WEIC discovered the
north Jamb of thıs LOOIN eadıng into the courtyard. On the door jamb of the
entran: eadıng from the enNne LOOI nto the courtyard Wädas the only 1N-
crıption that Wds discovered In Sıtu. W dsSs extremely fragmentary and fa-
ded Only v Sma. p of the wall-ınscriptions CO : be preserved. The
drawıngs the all plaster, several of 1C dIC In aC red and yellow,
dıffer 1n subject matter from the depictions the pıtho1l and dIC

decoratıve. Meshel, Horvat Teman The inscr1ptions and drawıngs
the all laster define the sıte dSs rel1ıg10us centre but theır sıgnıfıcance
DUOCH far beyond that The drawıngs and all decorations dIiC unıque in Iron
Age srael, both In quantıty and In varlety. The palaeography and the read-
ıng of the motıfs has led the conclusıon that the sıte represents mıxture
of both southern and northern udaıte and Israelıte rel1210Us practices
(Zevıt, Relıgions 376, cContra eshel, Kuntillet Ajru 108-109; Oorvat
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eman 1e Dever speaks of syncretism of Israelıte, Canaanıte,
Phoenicıan and gypltan worshıp (Dever, Dıiscoveries 140-148).

In Kuntıillet Jrud SUOIIIC undre: textıile iragments WCIC oun d ell
dS undle of flax fıbres, Yarn for weavıng and twısted thread for SEWINZ.
The textile iragments dIc sma. mostly ess than In length, few of
CIrca 20 and only [WO of CIrca 5() In length. No tem Wds complete
enough LO be identified d part OT partıcular garment textıle object, but
they consısted of hıgh qualıty textiles reflecting kılled craftsmanshıp.
(  €  er Tıdhar, Textiles 14) The sıgnıfıcance of the textiles for interpre-
ting the sıte 1e6S$ In the of three fragments iıdentified as ..  sha 7  altnez’”,

mı1xture of Iınen and wool 1 wWwo of these WEeEeTC undyed, both made wıth
Iınen Wa and wool weft The ITr iragment combıned red wool and blue
Iınen ornamentatıon. Dyed wool o1ves rıghter colours and 1S eas]1er {Oo
produce than dyed lınen hreads Thıs COU be the 1Cason of combıinıng the
[WO materı1als. The ”cha ’atnez” ıtems dIC of pecıal iımportance because of
theır rel1g10us sıgnıfıcance. The fact that MOStT of the textiles In Kuntillet
Jrud WEeTIC made of lIınen and only small percentage of wool 1S surprisıng
for egeV sıte, where the ocally avaılable 8  < materıjal for producıng
fabrıc W ds sheep’s wWwOo0ol. possıble explanatıon for the hıgh amount of
Iınen 1n MaYy be the rel1210uUs function of the sıte. (Sheffer / Tıdhar, Textiles
14) Liınen garments had pecıal cultıc sıgn1ıfi1cance ın both Z£Yyp and Meso-
potamıa and In ancıent Israel In Mesopotamıa lınen garments characterızed

PCISON Aas prıest. (Oppenheım, Texts, cıted Dy heffer Tıdhar, Textiles
Z5) According 1{8 the Old Testament prıests had 1{8 WCAal lIınen garments In
the cult (Ex 28, 2-4 In Ezekı1el 44, T wool 15 especılally mentioned
dS forbıdden for priests wıthın the of the ınner COHMTT of the temple. At
the Sd_I11Cc tıme, Iınen Was also the clothıng of the Israelıte male (Ilas d Z
Jer 3: l thıs wotfold use of lınen, cultıc VEeISUS domestic, is also I1CI-
tioned neo-Babylonıan documents. (Oppenheım, (jJarments 1/8)

Deır
Deır Was ocated the Crossroads of the north-south trade route

hrough the Jordan Valley. (Van der 001]J, Vıcıissıtudes 299) Was the last
vıllage In the Jordan Valley before the road from eıt ean and IO
Rabbat Ammon led inland, followıng the rver erga (Van der Steen,

Sha’atnez 1S mentioned In the (IId Testament. Wearıng garments made of M1X-
ture of WO0O| and Iınen 1S prohıbıted for COIMNMON USC accordıng LeVvV s
The holy clothes for the Hıgh Priest WEIC made of mi1ixture of oool and Iınen
ordaıned In Ex 2 9 d
The only colour observed both early and ate lIınens 1S blue (Sheffer Tıdhar
Textiles and note 14)
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Tribes) In the Iron Age phase the settlement consısted of unfortified
village of Circa fifteen households (Van der 001] brahım, Threads X6-
OS Van der 001]J, atters The excavated archıtecture shows COINl-

glomerate of SMa mud C 1LOOINS In ONC of the of the settlement
texti mentionıng Balaam Bar eor Was wriıtten In ınk the plastered WCS-

tern all (See Hoftizer Van der 001] lexts and CX ase Wds

destroyed Dy earthquake and partly by fıre. eavıng the Con of the
argely undısturbed (Van der 001]J, Tell Deır 341) The des-

truction af Deır phase has been ate' XO the basıs
of 14-analysıs. (Van der 001] brahım, Threads O2 Van der 001]J, Con-
texfi 29 7, 304° atters 63), 111e Vılders dates the pOLLeETYy of phase
between 850 and 700 198) Therefore the complex Was In uUusSsec 1ın
the second half of the 9lh and possıbly the first half of the 8th CeNLUrY
The vıllage consıisted of conglomerate of SUOILIC orty small 1115, ıghtly
1 together. Most shared theır Wa wıth theır ne1ghbours, and WEIC

nOot freestandıng unıts. NO fortificatıon has been oun surroundıng the settle-
Ment and temple has been iıdentified However In ONC of the bulldıngs
Sma. LOOINN wıth benches W as oun: 1G had tex{i the plastered
western wall, wrıtten In red and A ınk (In the publıcatıons thıs 1S
eferred 18 dASs 1LOOIN

The enched LOOINN wıth the plaster tex{i 1s SMa LOOIN measurıng
43 Ou 6 inscer1bed and 11 lustirate: all laster Was Oun In thıs

One concentratıon of fragments had collapsed nto west
OT: the benched FOONM, the other nto LOOIN the L1OOIN In 16 ıt
or1gınally elonged. The text has been reconstructed and publıshed Dy
oft1zer Van der 001]J, Lexis: ext The preserved fragments deal wıth
“the DE of the g0ods Balaam, SOM of eor  ‚ (usually ıdentıified wıth Balaam In
Numbers 22-24), wıth hıs V1IS10NS, prophesıes and CUISCS Because of the
fragmentary STa of the plaster IOXT, the combinatıon of the dıfferent
{ragments and the reconstruction of the Contents remaın problematıc. The
texi 15 lınguistically puzzlıng, and scholars CVCH OVECI In 16 lan-

the texi 15 wrıtten.
The interpretation of Deır In the Iron Age has been pomt of dıs-

CUSS1ON, the question 15 Was thıs vıllage agricultural settlement OT dıd ıt
have relıg10us function in thıs per10d ASs ıt had In the Bronze Age? The
excavaftor of the enched LOOIN wıth the Balaam inscr1ıption Prof. Dr H_}

ome scholars SCC the Janguage basıcally Aramaıc, others thınk it 15 basıcally
C'anaanıte and several scholars hold thıs language be neıther ramaıc 1101

Canaanıte and charaecterize ıf *Proto Aramaıc”, intermediate of the
evolutıon of rama1ıc Out of second miıllennı1um FOor detaıled SUFVCY SCC

Moore, Tradıtions 7’ ote
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Franken (Franken, Evıdence 4:8.13; Deır S RBalaam al al] and Studıies)
suggesis that the Iron Age village had SaNCLWUaTrY. combiıinatıon of the
artıfıcıal hıll (tell) wıth the ulldıng LOp, the Balaam text and number of
assoc1ated objects Justify the present attempt interpret the ru1ns dSs the
emaıns of Baal he1 (Franken, Balaam 193) Franken SCCS relatıon
between the textile production and the rel1g210us function of the sıte. Vılders
(Stratigraphy 192) SCCS for the Iron Age complex of Deır esides
practical function also rel1z10us ON She suggesis sımılar function dS

Beth Shan uDPDCI eve N& and workshops belonging LO central
admıiınıstration ulldıng OT SaNCWAarTY. ennıng Zenger (Heılıgtum | DE
conclude that there 1S continulty for the function SanCIuUary, because
the Iron Age enched LOOTIN and the ate Bronze Age temple dIC not the
SAdl11C place al the sıte. The unoccupled per10d of 200 between the end
of the ate Bronze Age temple and the beginnıng of the Iron Age vıllage
Causcs Wennımng Zenger reject the dea of the function dS SanC{UarY.
Wennıing Zenger, who formulated the maın question d eılıgtum ohne

ohne Heılıgtum” Wds it SaNCLUaTY wıthout town OT town
wıthout sanctuary? They Calllc UD wıth alternatıve interpretation for the
enched LOOIN theır dea 1S that the 1OOIN W ds meeting-ro0om: for 0Ca
prophets. (Wenning Zenger, Heılıgtum P93) Van der 001] who publıshed
the Balaam inscription (Hoftizer Van der 001]J, LE CX and contin-
ued the excavatıons al ell Deır from 979 onward, describes the Iron
Age settlement of phase ASs agrıcu  ral vıllage startıng aft u scale
and ettled by agrıcultural vıllagers ırectly comıng from another vıllage.
(Van der 001]J, atters 70) He desecr1bes D households, In u
weavıng for home USC generally featured, and indıcates trade specı1alısa-
t1on, Dy exceptional number of looms. (Van der 001] brahım, Threads

Van der 001] FE JECIS the interpretation of the Iron Age complex daSs

rel1g10us centre About the Benched LOOITN wıth the Balaam texi he wrıtes:
ıstorıcally CGS of thıs kınd INAaYy have rel1g10us USC, but also uUuSsSe ın
teachıng CoNnftexti “cClass ro00m’). ” (Van der 001]J, atters 69)

arge number of loom weıghts WCCIC OUnN:! In thıs phase dS ell
total of 675 lo0m weıghts Was registered, 5809 of IC have subsequently
been tudıed (Boertien, Iron Age) The function of the loom weıght 15 LO
streich the Wa hreads the vertical 1L00m, the called warp-weıghted
00M The weıghts AdTC attached O bundles of Wa threads More than
warp-weıighted lo00ms WCCIC In USC In the settlement of phase
(Boertien, Iron Age 323-324) If the suggestion of fıfteen households (Van
der 001] brahım, Threads 56-8 7: Van der 001]J, atters 1S COI -

reCT, then LIOTC than [WO looms WCCIC In HSC ın each household Thıs



Jeannette Boertien 134 (2007)

suggests that weavıngz W ds ımportant actıvıty 1ın thıs village.“ W ds> nOoL
done only for household production, but ell Deır Cal be regarde A

textile production centre Its locatıon Crossroad of trade routes sug
that thıs production Wds elated 0Ca and regjıonal exchange network.

Fragments of textile WCIC also OUnN! Most WEIC carbonısed hreads —

trieved from the oles of 00M weıghts In LOOIN 1Fecty south of the
enched SMa fragment of fabrıc., measurıng 52 372 I Was st11]
yıng 1n Sıtu between 38 loom weıghts ese 1N! WEEIC analyse Dy Dr

Cook of the Manchester Department of Textiles usıng Scannıng
Electron Microscope. (Vogelsang-Eastwood, Textiles 6 1g and E
The fabrıc turned out be VEILY fıne hemp CI textile rarely CIICOUN-

tered ıIn the ıddle ast °(Boertien, Iron Age; udıes Deır 1S the
only known sıte In the Levant where hemp Fe has been iıdentitied 1n
archaeologica cContiexti The find of fragment of finely emp CIO
In phase 15 v exceptional, AS hemp CIO has before been
eported from Iron Age levels In the Levant. Besıde wool 1S lIınen the most

commonly used plan CT The of CIO made of the Te emp ın
the SaIne complex in 1C cult LOOMM wıth relig10us inscr1ıption 1S found
ralses the question whether thıs pecıal kınd of CIO COU have had cultic
us:!  ® (Boertien, udıes).

Concludıng
Kuntillet Ajrud has been interpreted AS shrıne where textiles WEeIC

produced, al least partly for relıg10us PUTDOSCS. Meshel, Kuntillat AjJrud;
heffer Tıdhar, Textiles) Lıkewise, the compound of ell Deır ase

Cal be SCCI AsSs the place of residence of small of people,
lıvıng and workıng NCAal chrıne complex, producıng textiles nol only for
theır OW: usec and for exchange, but also for SOMNC rel1210uUs needs.
(Boertien, Iron Age; udıes Interesting 15 that al both sıtes RCDarıes
have been OUnN! In Deır alphabet Wds$s inscerıibed the 1 G1
bowl Trobably the ole alphabet had been wrıtten round the r1m of the

The warp-weıghted 00M 15 the only kınd of loom traceable In eXcavatıon, but
it 1S possıble that other technıques make cloth WCIC used well, such the
horiızontal lo00m and tablet card WeaVvVIng.
Hemp 15 derıved TOmM the stem of Cannabıs Satıva, which 1S closely related
flax It 15 currently known fıbre make and cords. There Arc

lıterary and documentary SOUTCECS for the use of hemp in the Iron Age In the
Levant, and ıt 1S only Trom tell Deır Alla that actual hemp textiles d recorded.
However, hemp 1S dıfficult distinguısh TOom lIınen wıthout the use of the
Scannıng Electron mMicroscope and ıf 1S V ell possıble hat SOINC hemp CIO
found Was taken for Iınen.
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bowl (Van der 001] brahım, Threads /0) In Kuntıillet Jrud four
ARCDdarıes WCCIC oun mentioned Dy Meshel In hı1s descrıiption of the ınk
inscr1ptions and drawıngs pottery vessels. “Noteworthy IM the 1N-
scr1pt10ns dIC four repetit1ons OT: the alphabet, wıth the letter De preceding
aln } (Meshel, Horvat Teman An interesting ABCDdary has been
excavated Dy appY aft Tell ayı (not far from achısh). 1S
complete alphabet inscerıbed (scratche: In oulder belonging {O
ulldıng, dedıicated O the late tenth CeNtUurY. (Lectures appY held al
SOR and SBL ıIn Phıladelphia November 2005, and the sıte of Tel ayı
(www.zeıtah.net/Update TelZayıt.html.) (16:1 1.2006) The function of these
alphabets 1S not clear, the scr1pts used often cShow experienced wrıting,
and thus they dIC nNnOT wrıting exerc1se, magıcal rel1210uUs explanatıon has

be consıdered. (Van der 001] brahım, Threads /0)

Jlexts and textiles
The USC of pecıal fabhrıc for sacred OT lıturgical garments 1s well-know

In rel1g10us hıstory. The speclalızed textile production at both sıtes, where
VE fıne abrıcs ofv [AdIc mater1ı1a]l OT 1ın IAdIc combınatıon of materıjals
WEIC made the looms In the vıllage, TE rel1g10us aspect of the sıtes.

both sıtes vC pecıal abrıcs WOIC Oun In Deır ıne hemp-
textile Was produced, 1ı1le In Kuntillet Ajru fiıne wool /lınen mi1ixture
Was The production of pecıal abrıcs INAaYy be interpreted In the 12
of the rel1210us function OT: the sıtes. The abrıcs 4A16 hought {O be produce
for the chrıne. Textile production 15 often elated the goddess Asherah
Ishtar and weavıng for Asherah 1S usual rıtual 1n the Levant durıng thıs
per10d.

closer o0k al the from ell Deır and Kuntillet Jrud also
reveals SOINEC surprisıng relatıons. 15 remarkable that the Inscr1ıptions of
both s1ıtes goddess 1S present, althoug the XIS belong 18 dıfferent
cultura]l rel1g210uUs sphere and the goddesses dIC al home In dıfferent Dan-
theon Comparıng the eXIs from Deır and Kuntillet Alru the INSCTI1D-
t1ons show dıfferent personal ıf 15 strıkıng that ın the plaster tex{i
from Deır the god JHWH 1S not mentioned 11€e€ thıs NAaIine 1S often
used ın Kuntıllet AJru The ink inscr1pt1ons at both sıtes spea of the god

as head of the pantheon and female god 1S mentioned, In Deır the
goddess 1S Shagar and In Kuntillet Alru the female god 15 Asherah But
the pantheon of both s1ıtes 1S dıfferent, In the Balaam texti the god E,
orıgınally the 1e€ god GT thıs WOT. 15 mentıioned. Hıs role 1S not entirely
clear. CrTre 1S also the male god Mot he 1S the personıfication ofea The
goddess 1S Shagar, known dSs goddess from northern yrıa In the tex{i che
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1S mentioned together wıth Ashtar (Shagar Ashtar). ere 1S discussıon
weather Ashtar 1s g0od OT goddess.

Hoftijzer SCCS relatıon between Ashtar and Astarte (Hoftyzer
wrıtes “Ashtarte””) the ON sıde and Shagar the other sıde. Shagar and
Ashtar dIC connected wıth the fertilıty of anımals. ce. Uehlinger, (J0ds
208, Hoftyzer Van der 001]J, lexts 273) In Moab Ashtar 1S identiftied wıth
Kemosh (Hoftyzer Van der 001], lexts Z-5) The god Ashtar-Kemos 1S
eferred 18 in the Moab inscr1ıption. 320) Zevıt CC Ishtar d the
SdI11Cc goddess ds Astarte, che 1s Assyrıan goddess (Zevit; Relıgions 541)
and Ltinally Hoftizer states ıIn Van der 001] brahım C  reads 69) that
Ashtar 1S the male equıvalent of Ashtarte. The correlatıon between Astarte
Ishtar and the “Queen of Heavens” 1n thıs and elated 1S reasonable
INn the 1g of the avaılable data (Zevıt, Relıgions 541 notfe 91) Ishtar 15 also

Babylonıan goddess wıth relatıonshıp to Anu kıng of the gods (Zevıt,
Relıgions 369) TOmM all these dıfferent ıdeas ıt 1S dıfficult ell who 1s

INn the Balaam inscrıption. In the councıl of the gods 1C Balaam
Sa  < In hıs V1S10N, ıt 1s nOoL clear ıf the Shadday dIC gods 08 goddesses. Hof-
tı]zer femıinıne plural of Shadday, the Shaddayim goddesses they
AI the councıl of the gods (Hoftizer Van der 001]J, Texts L/9273; Van
der 001] brahım, TIhreads 69)

O1 the male gods
Kuntıillet Jrud es1ides [WO other male gods dIiIC mentioned, YHWH

and Baal, ıt attracts attention that INn Kuntillet AJru the male gods AI®c

interesting internatıonal In Samarıa and throughout Israel eıgned
rel1g10us pluralısm that W ds$ later be represented ds struggle between the
popular, natıonal god JHWH and the foreıgn eıty Baal who predominated
al OurT'! Baal Was the tradıtional god, OT better the od-t of the COUN-

trysıde, along wıth the goddesses Astarte and Asherah (Lıveranı, Hıstory
119) eTe WCIC also INanYy other deı1ties who dDDCAaL occasıonally CVCN In
texfi such as the€ where Deuteronomistic and post-exıle edıtors whıshed
1{8 reduce the sıtuation alternatıve between JHWH and Baal (Lıveranı,
Hiıstory 119) In Deır the male gods dIec and Mot, the goddesses dIc

Shagar and poss1ıbly Astarte. The used In the laster CS from Deır
and Kuntıllet Ajru cShOow dıfferent personal 3881 ıt 1S strıkıng that

In the plaster tex{i from Deıir the vod JHWH 15 not mentioned ıle
thıs NaIine 15 often used In Kuntillet Ajru: The ICason COUu be the fact that
JHWH 1S SuppoSe: LO be of southern OrNg1n. (Liverani, Hıstory 140)
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The goddesses
In Kuntıillet Jrud Asherah the CONSOTT of 1S the agna Mater and

the Dea Nutrix of the Canaanıte pantheon, the goddess of fecundıty
(Beckıng ı]kstra, (G0d 114) eferred ds$S Qudshu. She 1S also known
from Ugarıtıc exX1sS The NaIine Stt Asherat Meshel, Kuntillat Jrud
paged) 1S used In Kuntillet Jrud The NaImne Gn  Srtf Asherat 1S used In the Sd_I1lC

WAaY In altar inscr1ıption excavated In Ton (Gıtın, en 250) The
OTITI1IC1a cult of Asherah and JHWH 1S mentioned in Kuntillet Jrud, Ekron
(Tel 1gne) and In the inscr1ıption from Khiırbet E1-Qom south-east
of achısh), eadıng May Urıyahu be blessed bDy JHWH and hI1s Asherah,
he saved hım from hıs enemı1es.” What clearly CINCTSCS from these 15 cult
that combınes JHWH and hI1is CONSOTT Asherah (Lıverani, Hıstory 140) Be-
sıdes the goddess Asherah the goddess Anat the Vırgin (standıng the
10N2), the goddess of W dl 1S mentioned, INn the inscrıption che 1S SIng1ng for
Baal She 1S consıdered be the sıster of Asherah, they dIC the daughters of
Re orıginally kept dıstınct from each other. Anat 1S also known from Ugarıt.
(Zevıt, Relıgi0ons 359-370) She 1S also eferred 1{8} dS Qudshu. (Zevıt,
Relıgions 323-3724 and note 32135 and 134)

In Deır the goddess Shagar 1S mentioned d Canaanıte goddess
that had function In anımal ertility, but the NaIine Shagar 1S also known
from Punıc and Ugarıtıc exis (Hoftizer Van der 001]J, Texts Z73) She 1S
eferred d$s double goddess Shagar-we-Ashtar (comparable o the
double oods Shahar-we-Salem and Sede-we-Mesar. (Beckıng Dıjkstra, God
961 13) The god Ashtar 1S also tertilıty god, he 1S mentioned the stele
Öf esha, from the nearby kıngdom of Moab, there he 1S identified d the
natıonal god Kemosh CTE 1S relatıon between Ashtar and Astar-
te the ONEC sıde and Shagar the other 1S unknown 16 role Ashtar
played In the 0CCa pantheon of Deır e but it 1S possıble that Ashtar Was
ONEC of the L1NOTC ımportant gods of Deır d$S he Wds In Moab (Hoftiyzer
Van der 001]J, Texts DE and note In the texTi the goddess Shagar 1S the
ONE who ANNOUNCES the doom tOo Balaam Hoftizer Van der 001] suggest
that Shagar W d LIOTC important in the pantheon of Deır than Ashtar
because che 15 mentioned first In the Namme combıiınatıon. We do not NOW
whether Astarte also elonge LO the 0Ca pantheon, but ıt 1S possıble that
Shagar has taken hare place (Hoftizer Van der 001]J, Texts 274) Thıs
WOU INcan that Shagar 1S Astarte.
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Names used IN DeırNames used IN Kuntillet

The Shadday gods /goddesses
The god The g0d
na the Vırgin
Asherah the goddess, CONSOort of Shagar the goddess, CONSOTT S£
HWH Ashtar

The g0od The god
HWH | OT HWH and hıs Ashera| Ashtar
YHWH the Teıman
YHWH of Shomron and Asherata
YHWH Teıman and Asherata

The god Baal The god Mot

Different mentioned Different mentioned
maryo Balaam SON of2gr the prophet
Yehal(el) ar
Yoasah Stone of Shar

Table The pantheons of Deır Alla and Kuntillet ‘Ajrud
When Shagar 1S Astarte then there 1S interesting ınk between de g0d-

desses of Iron Age Deır and Kuntıillet AJyrud Because the worshıp of
Asherah finally resulted ın admıxture ö* the charaecterıstics of Asherah
and Anat and later they formed trı1ad wıth Astarte, the goddess of sexual
love.® en, Persistence 34° CC ı]kstra, God Z akhaı, CNaeOl0-

146, discussıon In Zevıt, Religions 137 note Z5) Though each goddess had

Her natıve dIi1lc 1S Atarata which became Atargatıs In Greek ater she 1S called
Hera Athena, Aphrodıte, Selena, Rhea, Artemiıs Nemesıs, and her orıgınal
CONSOTT aal 1S ater called Zeus.
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dıistincet character, the three goddesses chare attrıbutes tıtles and usbands It
clear that al CVCIY per10d the three goddesses COU be worshipped

separately OT together. €nN,; Persıistence 34)' In the ('’anaanıte pantheon
Asherah, the CONSOTIT of El,; Was tinally aDSOTrTDe: In the trıad Anat-Asherah-
Astarte. (Hoffner, 9-7 The triad of maJor Canaanıte goddesses,
Asherah, Astarte and Anat, theır gyplhan hypostatızatıon Qudshu and the
gyplan goddess Hathor chared INa Yy characterıstıics. akhaı, Archaeology
146) The Ugarıtic mythologica CXTS dIC wıtness of relıg10n whose basıc
shape remaıned CONSLaAN In the flexıble pantheon WdasSs place for amalga-
matıon of dıfferent deıtıies, wıth place of honour for female de1ıty en,
Persistence 2-3 10 sShow how thıs amalgamatıon took place in the Levant
()den deseribes the female eıty Her Naiıle combiınes the of Asherah,
Astarte and Anat The maJor ('anaanıte goddess Asherah Tanıt combıned
wıth Astarte. Though each goddess has and continues O have dıstinctive
character d early d the m1ıd-second mıllennıum the three goddesses
chare attrıbutes, tıtles, and husbands clear that al CVETYV per10d the
three goddesses COUuU be worshıped separate OT together. en, Persistence
34)

The relatıon between the dıfferent goddesses AS mentioned above 15
ınteresting because ıt COU pomt 8 unexpected relatıon between these
[WO sıtes. Both ıIn Deır and In Kuntıillet AJru: textiles WEeEIC OV
wıthın compound that contaıned textual 1n mentıionıng the Naillec of
goddess Asherah OT Shagar. Because Shagar 15 possıbly another Namne for
Asherah the pantheon of both sıtes 15 less dıfferent than the do SUuS-
gest The head of the pantheon 1S EI, the female 15 Asherah Ishtar Anat
Shagar her male CONSOTT 15 HWH In Kuntıillet Alru and Ashtar in Deır

The dıfferent female goddesses SCCI1N tO be the Sdil1lCc m  ologıcal
motif, admıxture of dıfferent female deıtıes, the Dea Nutrı1x, the agna
Mater, the goddess of fertilıty, the goddess of WAäl, the goddess of sexual
love, che 1S ımportant female eıty wıth dıfferent attrıbutes, and OIlC of
her known attrıbutes 1S the spindle. The function of thıs female goddess
assoc1ated wıth spinnıng COU poımt {o sımılarıty In the function of the
enched LOOTN In Deır and Kuntillet AJru At both sıtes the mater1ı1al
culture shows that weavıng textiles played ımportant role, In combına-
t1on wıth the plaster ex{iIs mentionıng female deıty be ıt Shagar of
Asherah, ıt 15 tempting O Sa Y that the iınhabıtants of Iron Age Deır and

Ackermann SCS dıfference In the worshıp of Asherah at OTIC sıde and Astarte/
Ishtar at the other s1de Astarte the West Semıitic goddess and Ishtar the ast
Semiutic goddess arec both assoc1l1ated ıth the planet Venus and embody the astral
characteristics of the Queen of Heaven’ 'Lady of Heaven’. (Ackermann, ebo-
rah 461)
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Kuntillet Ajru WOVC theır pnecıal textiles for Asherah Further research 1S
needed confırm thıs hypothesı1s.

Summary
exXTIis and textile fınds TOmM Iron Age Deır °‘Alla in the Jordan Valley and

Kuntillet ‘AJjrud In the North-Eastern Sınal ched SOINC lıght OIl female goddess.
oth sıtes dIC dated OUu S00 and revealed unıque inscr1ptions and drawıngs
plastered walls and both s1ıtes specılal kınd of textile W as produced. In Kuntillet
‘Ajrud collection of about hundred textile iragments Was discovered, amongst
ese pleces of textile Was fabrıc made of mixture of wool and lIınen: the
called “<sha’atnez” (Lev 1 E Ex 2 9 4-8) In Deıir ATla OO0 specıal textile has
een excavated, In the complex In which the Balaam plaster texTi Was found. Here
vVerIy fine hemp cloth Was made The benched (cult) [OOTIT ın Deır °‘Alla and Kuntillet
‘Ajrud and the production of specı1al cloth could pomnt sımılarıty In the
function of both s1tes. The production of specıal fabrıcs INa y be interpreted ıIn the
lıght of the relıg10us function of the sıtes because al least Darts of the abrıics aAIrec

thought be produced for the shrıine. The used in the TOom elr °‘Alla
and Kuntillet ‘AJjrud pomnt female goddess. Textile production IS often related
the goddess Asherah Ishtar and weavıng fOor Asherah 1S usual rıtual In the Levant
durıng thıs per10d. Whether the production of textile ın Deır ‘ Alla and Kuntillet
‘Ajrud Can be related the goddess Asherah 1S debated

Zusammenfassung
extie und Textilfunde VO  — Deır °“ Alla 1mM Jordantal und VOIN Kuntillet ‘AJjrud 1mM

nordöstlıchen S1inal werfen Licht auf ıne altbekannte weıbliche Gottheıt
Beıide Stätten datıeren In dıe Eisenzeıt, näher hın In dıe eıt 010 Chr. An
beıden Stätten konnten einzıgartıge Inschriften und Zeichnungen verputzen Mauern
entdeckt werden. Und beiden Stätten wurde nachweiıslıch ıne spezıelle VO  z

Textihen produzlert. In Kuntillet ‘AJjrud wurden ber einhundert Textilfragmente
entdeckt, darunter uch Stücke, dıe Adus einem Miıschgewebe AdUus Wolle und Leinen
gefertigt 9 genannte cha’atnez (LEV 19,19 und Ex 5 uch in Deıir
Alla konnten spezielle Textilien entdeckt werden, und WaTlT In jenem Komplex, In
dem uch der Balaam- Text entdeckt wurde 1er wurde feiner Stoff aus Hanffaser
hergestellt. Dıe Kulträume mıt Bänken SOWI1e die Produktion spezieller Stoffe
wohl In elr °‘Alla als uch In Kuntillet ‘Ajrud könnte auf ıne ähnlıche Funktion
beıder Stätten hinwelsen. Dıiıe Produktion spezlieller (Gewebe könnte 1Im Licht der relı-
g1ösen Bedeutung der beıden Stätten interpretiert werden, da zumındest Teıle der
Gewebe für dıie Kultstätten produziert wurden. Die Namen In den Inschrıften Von

Deır ‘Alla und Kuntillet ‘AJjrud welsen auf ıne weıbliche Gottheiıt hın Textilpro-
duktion ist oftmals mıt der GöÖttın Asherah Ishtar verbunden und das Weben für
Asherah ist eın üblıches Rıtual In der Levante In dieser eıt die Textilproduk-
tıon In Deır ‘ Alla und ın Kuntillet ‘AJyrud mıiıt der (Göttın Asherah In Verbindung
gebracht werden kann, iıst Gegenstand der Dıskussıon.



Asherah and textiles

Bıblıographie
Ackerman. S Home wıth the Goddess, ın Dever, Gıtın, (ed), Symbı10o-

S1S, Symbolısm and the Power of the Past Canaan, Ancıent Israel, and theır
Ne1ghbours TOM the ate Bronze Age through Roman Palestine. (Proceedings
of the Centennial Symposium Albrıght Institute of Archaeological
Research, Jerusalem May 29-3 17 Wınona ake 2003, 455-468

Ackerman, S Dıigging Up Deborah. Recent Hebrew Bıble Scholarshıp (jender
and the Contribution of Archaeology: Near kKastern Archaeology 66,4 (2003)
SE Aa

Beckıng, Dıjkstra, M, Only (Ine (God? Monotheism ın Ancıent Israel and the
Veneratıon of the (Goddess Ashera, London New York, 2001 (Kampen

Boertien, I In Steiner, Van der Stehen, E} (6d.). Sacred and Sweet:;
Studies the Mater1a]l (Culture of ell Deır AIa and ell Abu Sarbut. Ancıent
Near kastern Studies Supplement Senes: OuVvaın 2007 (forthcomıng).

Boertien, J Iron Age loom weı1ghts irom all Dayr ‘ Alla in Jordan: Annual of the
Department of Antıquities of Jordan 4® (2004) AI

Dever, W Recent archaeologıcal discoverles and biblical Research, Seattle
London 990

Dıjkstra, M., Is Balaam also the prophets”?: 114 (1995) 43-64
Franken H: Balaam al Deır ‘Alla and the ult of aal In Tomis Kapıtan (Ed)

Archaeology, hıstory and culture In Palestine and the Near ast SSay in Memo-
of Albert Glock, Atlanta 1999, 1837202

Franken H  P Excavatıons al ell Deıir ‘Alla, the ate Bronze Age Sanctuary,
Ouvaın 9972

Franken, F In Steiner, Van der Stehen, ed) Sacred and Sweet Studies
the Materı1al Culture of Tell Deıir ‘Alla and ell Abu Sarbut (Ancıent Near

Ekastern Studies Supplement Serles), Louvaın 2007 (forthcomiıng).
Franken, Archaeological evidence relatıng the interpretatiıon of the FExXT, In

Hoft1zer, Vanl der K001]J, G 9 rama1ıc ext TOmM Deıir Alla, Leiden 1976, Z
1 9 plate16-19.

Franken, Deıir ‘Alla, TCH. iın Encyclopedia of Archaeological Excavatıons In
the Holy Land: 8 Jerusalem 975 TEL

Franken, H Excavatıons al ell e1Ir ‘ Alla Stratigraphical and Analytıcal
Study of the arly Iron Age Pottery, Le1iıden 969

Gıtın, S’ Seventh TUrYy BCE cultıc elements al Ekron, in Bıblical Archaeology Today
990 Proceedings of the Second International Congress In Bıblical Archaeology.
Israel Exploratiıon Soclety, Jerusalem 1993, DA

Hoffner, H Hıttıte Myths (SBL wrıtings irom the Ancıent World Serles, 2) Atlanta
990

Hoftijzer, Van der K001]J, G E The Balaam text TOmM Deır Aa Re-evaluated.
Proceedings of the International Sympos1um held al Le1ıden 77EDA August 1989,
Leıden 991

Hoftiyzer, J’ Van der K001]J, G 9 ramaıc TOmM Deır °‘Alla Wıth Contributions
Dy H.J Franken, Mehra, Voskuıil, and Mosh Documenta et Monu-
menta Orientalıs Antıqui Leıden 976



Jeannette Boertien 134 (2007)

Keel, Uehlinger, C , (G0ds, (Joddess and Images of ods In Ancıent srael,
Mınneapolıs 995

Korpel, M.C Asherah outsıde srael, in Beckıng, Dıjkstra, M E Only OL1IC

g0d?. Monotheısm in Ancıent Israel and the Veneratıon of the (GJoddess Asherah,
London New ork 2001, SE

Lapp, P C TIhe 963 excavatıon al ell Ta’anek: ASC} (1964) 1E AZAL
Lıveranıi, M 9 Israel’s Hıstory and the Hıstory of Israel. Translated by Perl,

Davıes, PR:R.. London Qakville 2005
Mazar, A’ Archaeology of the and of the Bıble 586 B.C New ork

990
Mazar, A’ Excavatıons al Tel Qasıle, Part L[WO, The Philıistine Sanctuary: arlıo0ous

Fınds, the Pottery, Conclusıions, Appendixes (Qedem 20), Jerusalem 085
Mazar, A7 Excavatıons al Tel Qasıle. Part One The Palestine Sanctuary. Archıiıtecture

and ua Objects (Qedem 12), Jerusalem 950
Meshel, Z’ Horvat Teman: AH (1993)
SEl Z7 Kuntillat ‘AJjrud Relıgi0us Centre TOmM the time of the Judean Monar-

chy the Border of Sınal, Jerusalem 978
Meshel, Z’ Kuntillet ‘AJrud, in Anchor Bıble Dıctionary 22} 103-109
eyers, C , Materı1al emaıns and Socı1al Relatıons: Women’s Culture In Agrarıan

Households of the Iron Age, 1n Dever, Gıtın, H2,) Symbiosıs, Sym-
bolısm and the Power of the Past Canaan, Ancıent srael, and theır Neı1ghbours
TOmM the ate Bronze Age through Roman Palestine, Proceedings of the Cen-
ennı1al Sympos1ium Albrıght Institute of Archaeologıcal Research, Jeru-
salem May 29-3 1 2000, Wınona ake 2003, 425-444

Moore, M Ihe Balaam Iradıtions Theır C‘haracter and Development (SBL
dıssertatıon serl1es 1133 Notre [Dame 990

Nakhaı1, B Archaeology and the Relıgion of ('’anaan and Israel: SOR Books 75
Boston 2001

Oden., I, The persistence of Canaanıte Relıgion: 39 New Havan (1976)
1a  ON

Oppenheım, A  s Babylonıan and Assyrıan Hıstorical exts, ıIn NEI (1969) A0 33
AN T

Oppenheım, A  9 The golden garments of ods INES (1949) LA O
Pritchard, ed) Ancıent Near Eastern exXTiIs Relatıng the (Old J estament,

Princeton 1955, and Supplement 969
Shef{ffer, Tıdhar, A’ Textiles and Basketry al Kuntillat Ajrud Atıkot (1991)

Z  ON
Smıiıth, M The aal Cycle, In Parker, Hg.) Ugarıtıic Narratıve Ooetry Soclety

of Bıblıcal Lıterature Wrıtings TOmM the Ancıent World 9) Atlanta 199 7,
Steiner, Van der G&n J’ Sacred and Sweet; Studıies the Materı1al

Culture of Tell Deır ‘ Alla and ell Abu Sarbut (Ancıent Near Eastern Studıes
Supplement Series), Louvaın 2007 (forthcoming).

Van der K001]J, Ibrahım, Pıckıng uD the Threads76  Jeannette H. Boertien — BN NF 134 (2007)  Keel, O. / Uehlinger, C., Gods, Goddess and Images of Gods in Ancient Israel,  Minneapolis 1998.  Korpel, M.C.A., Asherah outside Israel, in: Becking, B. / Dijkstra, M., Only one  god?. Monotheism in Ancient Israel and the Veneration of the Goddess Asherah,  London / New York 2001, 127-150.  Lapp, P., The 1963 excavation at Tell Ta’anek: BASOR (1964) 173:4-44.  Liverani, M., Israel’s History and the History of Israel. Translated by Peri, C. /  Davies, Ph.R., London / Oakville 2005.  Mazar, A., Archaeology of the Land of the Bible 10,000 - 586 B.C.E., New York  1990.  Mazar, A., Excavations at Tel Qasile, Part two, The Philistine Sanctuary: Various  Finds, the Pottery, Conclusions, Appendixes (Qedem 20), Jerusalem 1985.  Mazar, A., Excavations at Tel Qasile. Part One. The Palestine Sanctuary. Architecture  and Cult Objects (Qedem 12), Jerusalem 1980.  Meskhel, Z., Horvat Teman: NEAHL (1993) 1458-1464.  Meshel, Z., Kuntillat ‘Ajrud. A Religious Centre from the time of the Judean Monar-  chy on the Border of Sinai, Jerusalem 1978.  Meshel, Z., Kuntillet ‘Ajrud, in: Anchor Bible Dictionary IV (1992) 103-109.  Meyers, C., Material Remains and Social Relations: Women’s Culture in Agrarian  Households of the Iron Age, in: Dever, W.G. / Gitin, S. (Hg.), Symbiosis, Sym-  bolism and the Power of the Past. Canaan, Ancient Israel, and their Neighbours  from the Late Bronze Age through Roman Palestine, Proceedings of the Cen-  tennial Symposium W.F. Albright Institute of Archaeological Research, Jeru-  salem May 29-31, 2000, Winona Lake 2003, 425-444.  Moore, M.S., The Balaam Traditions Their Character and Development (SBL  dissertation series 113), Notre Dame 1990.  Nakhai, B.A., Archaeology and the Religion of Canaan and Israel: ASOR Books 7,  Boston 2001.  Oden, R.A. jr., The persistence of Canaanite Religion: BA _ 39, New Havan (1976)  31-36.  Oppenheim, A.L., Babylonian and Assyrian Historical Texts, in: ANET (1969) 265-  315  Oppenheim, A.L., The golden garments of Gods: JNES 8 (1949) 172-193.  Pritchard, J.B. (ed.), Ancient Near Eastern Texts Relating to the Old Testament,  Princeton 1955, and Supplement 1969.  Sheffer, A. / Tidhar, A., Textiles and Basketry at Kuntillat Ajrud: Atikot 28 (1991)  26  Smith, M.S., The Baal Cycle, in: Parker, S.B. (Hg.), Ugaritic Narrative Poetry (Society  of Biblical Literature Writings from the Ancient World 9), Atlanta 1997, 81-180.  Steiner, M.L. / Van der Steen, E. J., Sacred and Sweet; Studies on the Material  Culture of Tell Deir ‘Alla and Tell Abu Sarbut (Ancient Near Eastern Studies  Supplement Series), Louvain 2007 (forthcoming).  Van der Kooij, G. / Ibrahim, M.M., Picking up the Threads ... A continuing review  of excavations at Deir ‘Alla, Jordan, Leiden 1989.  Van der Kooij, G., Moving Matters Ethno archaeology in the Near East, in: Wen-  drich, W. / van der Kooij, G. (Hg.), Proceedings of the International Seminar heldcontinuing reVIEW
of excavatıons al Deır Alla, Jordan, Leıden 9089

Van der K001]J, . Movıng Matters Ethno archaeology in the Near East, In Wen-
drıch, Vall der K001]J, Heg.) Proceedings of the Internatıional Semiminar held



Asherah and textiles

In Calro 710 December 998 (Research School of Asıan Afrıcan and Amerıindıian
Studies), Leiden 2002, 63-7/723

Van der K001]J, G‚ ell Deıir A (1993) 338-342
Van der K001]J, G’ The Vıic1issıtudes of ıfe at Dayr Alla durıng the Fırst Miıllen-

1um B  9 een iın Wıder Context Studies ın the Hıstory and Archaeology 8
Jordan (2001) 295-303

Van der een, E Irıbes and Territories In transıtlon. The central east Jordan Va
ley and surroundıng reg10ns In the ate Bronze Age and Early Iron Ages.
Study of Sources, Louvaın 2004

Vılders, M The Stratigraphy and the ottery of ase al Deır ‘ Alla and the
ate of the Plaster text Levant SKIN- (1992) 187-200

Vogelsang-Eastwood, Textiles. In Van der K001] and Ibrahım. Pıckıng the
Threads continumg FrevVIeW of excavatlıons at e1Ir ‘Alla, Jordan, Leıiıden
1989, S5761

Wenning Zenger, E E Heılıgtum hne Stadt Stadt ohne Heılıgtum? Anmerkun-
SCH ZUm archäologischen Befund des ell De]l °‘Alla ZAH 42 (1991) I7T

Zeviıt, Z ’ The rel1g10ns of Ancıent Israel. Synthesı1s of Parallactıc Approaches,
London New ork 2001

Jeannette RBoertien
Ix1adal
23 /HL Leiden
The Netherlands
E-maiıl jeannette@@levant.cc


