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Martini feuenberger
Z The ela ofYehawmılk ofByblos

The second primary SOUTCC discuss here has been chosen precisely
because ıt reveals analogous of affaırs ın the Levantıne dAdliCd SOTNC three
centurıes later Ihe Phoenicıan temple consecration inscrıption of Yehawmılk
of Byblos (which SInNCEe 967 resides In the LOouvre ( AQO 22368 |) The Iımestone
stela wıth the dımens1o0ns of 14 55 Wäas found 1869, but only 5()
later, around 1920, the bottom of the rıght sıde, the SO-Calle\ connecting
DIEGE, Was recovered by Maurice Dunand!. Both Darts date approximately from
the late 5thu BCE and WEeTC probably discovered the Circumstances
remaın somewhat doubtful the CO of the large temple of the Lady of
Byblos, the stela standıng between hons made of the Samne mater1al dASs

the stela The ont sıde contaıns pıctor1al composıtıon covering the
hırd of the stela: e I0W double dıvıdıng lıne, inscription 1S Inc1sed.

The followıng study Wäds wrıtten al the Warburg Instıtute, London. where enjoyed
the prıvilege of spending several months durıng 2006 Henr1 Frankfort tellow:
Darts of earher drafts have een presented there and al the SRL. Annual Meeting
Washıngton. hat ıt 15 concerned consıderable extfent wıth the relevance of
plctures 1conographıc constellatıons not Inappropriate al place founded by
Aby Warburg, ONC of the orıg1nators of the (later so-called) 1CONI1IC (1 only
Gombrich, Aby 312-317; Dıdı-Huberman, Preface: Miıchaud, ADby, CSD. AT TE
239)

unand, Stele 57-59; unand, Foulles 56-5/; Vogüe, Stele DA
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Fig Drawing and Photography of the Stela ofYehawmilk of Byblos

Blessing the Temple Consecration Inseription
The Inscr1pt10N belongs to the of temple cConsecratiıon inscr1ption

HE wıth respect IO the theme blessing 15 the central Thıs temple
consecratıon and blessing-inscription incısed eI0W the double 1vidıng lıne

1{ wıth 16 lınes comparably long As mentioned due the heavy
weathering, the texi Caln longer be fully deciıphered nevertheless the
ollowıng reconstruction 18 the MOST probable ONEC and the text

certamly allows for interpretation O1 the relatıvely well-preserved and arely
ispute blessing-passages 1Cll suffice the present context

The drawıng ken irom de Vogüe Stele 28-29 the photography from Dunand,
Stele (see Dunand Byblos 33 Gubel 65 Bordreuil / Gubel]l; Jıdeyian
Byblos Fıg 104 (5S Tabulae NEP Fıg 477) The pıcture qualıity
moderate but due the stela being weathered the leg1bilıty of the pıcture and
particularly the text ımıted and delicate
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nk yhıwmlk mlk bl hn yhrb bn bn ymIk (1) 1 <am-> Yehlawmılk, kıng ofByblos,
mIk the SOM of Yahıarba’‘al, the grandson

ofUrmuilk, kıng of
bl S D In hrbt [tbl mmlkt bl WGr (2) Byblos: Me made the mıistress, the
nNK Lady ofByblos kıng VecTr Byblos.

And called
° rb It bl S E  WSIN IA ql nk [rDty (3) mıiıstress, the Lady of Byblos,

Er \she| heard mYy) call made for
mıistress, the Lady of

gbl hmzbh nhst A bhs/sr]n® whpth7 hrs (4) Byblos, thıs altar of bronze, which
<stands> in thıs oulrtyard|, and thıs
gate of gold, whıch

pthy wh( hrs 7O htkt bn ”O pn (3) <1S> In 'ont of thıs gate of mıne, and
hrs the winged solar 1SC ofgold, which

<1S sei> in the mıdst of the StONeE,
which <1sS> above thıs gate of gold,

wh rpt "mMdh whk/p]rm” Ihm (6) and thıs portico and ıts pıllars and the
wmspnth nk L10 Ins, which Aare—> upOoN them, and

ıts roof. made <these thıngs>,

The afformatıve form often POSSCSSCS CcConcrete meanıng: ‘kıng, ruler (CE Krahmal-
KOV, Dıctionary 293° Tomback, Lex1icon 184)
{t remaılns unclear whether thıs form 15 afformatıve conjJugatıon OF, INOTEC probably,

absolute infhinıtive (cf. Friedrich Röllhg, Grammatık 170; Dupont-Sommer,
Inseription 3 $ V partıcıple 15 assumed by de Vogüe, Stele 3 9 (A5S5 1, ö}
So ıth Gubel, 65 (Bordreuil Gubel): A 7/4 SN (Butterweck), whıle
Dunand, Stele reads: /k SIN 1 T (sımılarly also ZA3: Fecht, Metrık 194);
cf. for the Content
Wıth CIS 1, 3  9 de Vogüe, Stele 28,32-33; Dupont-Sommer, Insceription 3 L
ANET-, 656; Gubel, 65 (Bordreuil Gubel); agamnst thıs readıng 11L.12-13;
Fecht, Metrık 194 (wıthout posıtıve proposal), and unand, Stele 74-76, Opts for
bh/1Iwn °‘dans sanctuaıre’.
Probably derıving irom pth “door, gate (see Tomback, Lex1icon ZF3),; NOL pth 88
'engraving, inseription’ (whıch would PresuppOsSC another inscr1ption SO ANET/-,
656; Krahmalkov, Dıctionary 409 |); ıth agner, Eıinfluss ıth note 5’ CC
Metrık 196:; 1 A 2/4 S07 (Butterweck):; Gubel, 65 (Bordreuil Gubel), agamst

16412
SO Dunand, Inseription 14.77-78; Iaa 11,12.14:; Dupont-Sommer, Inseription 39-
4 E Puech, Remarques 161; Fecht, Metrik 194; Gubel, (Bordreuıil Gubel);
dıfferently Yeıvın, ‘“Eduth I9 readıng wh rt, which he interprets headdress of
the kıng
SO Dunand, Stele 174.79-80; Gubel, 65 (Bordreuıil Gubel); dıfferently Iay
11,12.14:; Dupont-Sommer, Inseription 4 $ Fecht, Metrık 194 whk/tIrm: und die
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yhwmlk mIk bl [rbty h‘t bl agr t f (7) Yehawmılk, kıng ofByblos, for
rb: mistress, the Lady ofByblos: As

called mıistress,
Üt bl WSIM ql [V thrk [t Zbl f (8) the Lady ofByblos, she heard my)

thm°lk call and rendered The Lady
ofByblos 111 IMNaYy bless
Yehawmılk,

mIk bl thww t'rk VW WSANEW bl (9) kıng ofByblos, and che wıll INaYy
mIk Sdq IMN keep hım alıve, and che 111 INAay

prolong hıs days and VT

Byblos, for he 1S rıghteous kıng.
11l INAaYy o1ve

[Iw hrbht D/ It bl hn "Inm w/ S (10) 'hım the mıistress, the LJady of
» 10whn Byblos favour In the CYCS of the gods

and in the CYCS of the people of thıs
land and favour <for> the people of
thıs Ia-

/qnmy IÜ12 k! mIkt wk/7 dm Y VSD )nd Whoever YOU are, | CVELY kıng
ID ml 'kt It and CVCIY 111a who continues do

work thıs
/w I pA hrs w It rpf SIN nk (12) altar [ and on| thıs |gat]e ofgold and

yhwmlk thıs portico HNamnc,
Yehawmılk,

mlk bl /tst Ükl 3 m[{ W M tSt SIN (13) kıng ofByblos |you should put ıth
tk fS you|{rs uDON that ork. And ıfYOUu do

not pDut my) aine ıth OU!  5 and f
YOU IC-

Kapitäle (?) (sımılarly W agner, Eıinfluss I6:22 AAr 2/4 58 / |Butterweck];
10

Hartensteın, Angesicht 114 CIS 1’ f for wnh/r Sm
Effacıng the redundancıes and readıng ıth Dupont-Sommer, Inseription 40-4 1:
Z D whn FS und (imnade Gunst in den Augen des olks dieses Lan-

11
des remaılns VCLY much OPCH doubt.
For the first Ta letters of F 1-16 SCC the connecting pIECE; SInCce ıt remaılns mMI1sSINg,

still depend the edıtion ofDunand, Fouilles 56-5 /
Wıth Dunand, Stele 74.80; ANET° 656; UAI 7/4 588 (Butterweck); Gubel, 65
(Bordreuıil Gubel) exactly tollowıng the paralle formulatıons the ESmun‘azar-
inscr1ıption (dıfferent st111 Arc 179 HA /whn [Un/ k mmlkt und
<(inade> VOT allen Könıigen’).
SO do complete most edıitors based the continuatiıon of the lıne (e.g Dupont-
Sommer, Inseription 42-43; dıfferently Dunand. Stele 7481 /pn hkl Y/D JC
tournera1l ace CONnTre qu1conque fera Halevy, Insceription 191-192.196-19
nk/ DU car Je SUIS l’auteur’, and Clermont-Ganneau, Stele 8.34 /anmy [n 1 ml

adjure |’auteur du travaıl susdıt’).
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r m{U’Jkt &l [wts]g15 f h/. Z d ysdh‘® (14) LHNOVC thıs wi|or|k |and trans |fer thıs
f MNdd: wtgl |stela (?)| wıth its base Iirom thıs place

and UNCOVECIS

MSTIrwW tsrh[w]*' hrbt h‘lt bl f h’dm (15) ıts hıdeout, (then) wıll / may the
WZT mıistress, the Lady of Byblos destroy

|hım. that 111an and hıs seed,
tpn k In (16) before all the gods ofByblos.

short recapıtulation of the and the sequel of the Iinscription s
Statements hıghlıghts the relevance of essing, In 4C the temple SC-

cratiıon inscrıption obvıously reaches ıts clımax A the textual irategy of time
and CON{TfentT

The inscription STarts after self-ıntroduction E wıth
retrospect Yehawmı  S PIayCIS and theır tulfiılment by the Lady of
Byblos. Thıs experience Causecs the ollowıng temple construction ICSD.
renovatıon accomplıshed by Yehawmılk, ıng the Goddess for
makıng hım kıng OVeT Byblos hrbt bl mIkt 2DOl, 1.2) and
answering hıis PTaycCIS The retrospect concludes wıth the
summarısınz declaratıon that wp * [V N m c  and the Lady of Byblos
rendered benefaction’ (1 8)18
Shifting consequently present and future, the temple consecration
inscription culmımnates the well-founde plea wısh (or declaratıon)

Agaimst Dunand, Stele FA KT W mM m{U’Jkt (et) S1 AQT. dıs cetl

VUVIASC (la) (see unand, Foullles 114 b/mf{wt zn).
Wıth Dupont-Sommer, Inseription 4 $ Fecht, Metrık 194 Gubel, 65 (Bordreuil
Gubel) omıt In theır translıteration (not in the translatıon) the and read only S{Q.
Pucch, Remarques 162, reads dıfferently: w/t/str hpth hrs [ysch et JUC
caches la sculpture fondatıon).
In 1.14, the reconstruction Meelis ıts lımıts At least ysdh c  1ıts base, fundament‘ (see
Krahmalkov, Dıctionary 71 1S related Prev1OUS femmıne substantıve and prob-
ably refers the inscription (Dupont-Sommer, Inseription 4 ‚$ AT 274 588
| Butterweck]; Gubel, 65 | Bordreuıil Gubel])

17 Dıfferently Dunand, ele 7483 k]1 hsr It N: hstrw tpr[hw/ “qu1conque
enlevera quı est au-dessus de cet endroıt la qu1CONque le cachera’ (see
Dunand, Fouilles S bb) In the Ontext of blessing (and therewıth
cursıng) INaYy LNOTC precısely that srn ‘destroy, extinguısh‘, but not

lıterally “curse’ (wıth Dupont-Sommer, Inseription 44: SCC Krahmalkov, Dıctionary
348-349 ‘make stink, render offensive’; SCC also below fter note 19)
For thıs of meanıng ct. Kronholm, D2) 500-502; Krahmalkov, Dıctionary
331 IE3: Tomback, Lex1icon 216, 9  a (kindness); Hartensteın, Angesicht
IO ZET0X 4A1
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for present und future essInNg: brk bl vt thrÄlic: “The Lady of
Byblos 111 IMNay ess Yehawmı 1.8) mlk sSdqg °for he 1Ss
rıghteous kıng" 1.9) Wıth respect content, thıs wısh long ıfe
wihww W[ rkVW WSANEW Z2bl che 111 MaYy keep hım alıve., and
che 111 IMNaYy prolong hıs days and OVeCT Byblos’ 1.9) d ell dSs

favour from gods and people WIMM [w hrbt gbl hn "Inm w/
rS the mistress, the Lady of Byblos, 111 INa y o1ve hım favour
In the CYCS gods and In the CYCS of the people of thıs an! (1.9-10)
Fınally, the inscription concludes wıth remarks securıng the temple
renovated Dy Yehawmılk and “cursing’ alıy poss1ıble destroyer of the
bulldıng (1 1-16)

4SE.| thıs outlıne of the inscription s composition‘”, 1C establıshes
blessing dSs the maın and central theme, AIc 10  S posıtıon 18 escrıbe the
specific constellation of blessing.

Linguistically, the blessing-statement 15 formulated rather succınctly, NOT
revealıng an y dıstinct formulaıc Structure The verbal clause In
afformatıve conjJugatıon IMaYy represent indicatıve ( the
re OT Jussıve wısh (agaln In the future)“® S50, the CoONntext becomes
decı1sıve, however o1ving strıngent clue eıther; nevertheless, aCCOrd-
ing ILY VIEW, ıt favours Jussıve wısh.
Wıth regarı cContent, 4S SaW, the endurance and quality of ıfe 15
central ds 15 domınıon (over Byblos) and favour before the gods resp.
the maın goddess of the cCıty hrbt B ZbL) and the people of Byblos.
111e focusıng the ıfe SDall 1$ COT1INON ıIn the Ancıent Near East, the
second accent (publıc) favour reflect the fficıal posıtıon of
Kıng Yehawmılk, 1Cc fits the stela’s character d OTINCc1a.
document of state relıg1i0n.
Causing the essing 1S the 1stress, the Lady of Byblos T Zbl),
appearıng In thıs stereotypical form of tıtle her DTODCI Narmne 1S
unknown o uSs repeatedly In the text. As other OUTCECS testify, che
possessed In Byblos temple nearly SINCEe the foundatıon of DTITODCIL
CIty, 1.€ SINCEe 3000 BCHE, and acquıred In certaın times inter-

19 Interestingly enough, learn only NOW, thıs analysıs of the of tenses

corresponds ANET° 656 beginnıng 1IC  - paragraph In E: 85 (for .8 YCC

already Clermont-Ganneau, Stele {}
for the morphological indıstinguishabılıty of imperfect and Juss1ıve Friedrich /

Röllig, Grammatık SHarrıs, Tammar 40-41
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natıonal reputation“. Covermg wıde of Competence, che acted
notably also durıng the 18! Mıllennıum RBCFEH d °“the eadıng dynastıc
deıty of that Cıty |SC Byblos, ML In artefact, che appCars
exactly in thıs function. Whiıle che poss1ıbly C6  1S be equated wıth the
great Canaanıte goddess Asherah, thıs deıty COU. ave been
syncretistic de1ty that ombıned SOMLNC of the aspects of Asherah,
,and Anath’2> Therefore, provıdıng blessing stands In complete
accordance wıth thıs character of hers: (Jur inserıption takes ıt for
grante: that che 1S concerned wıth blessing, neıther o1vIng 1CAaSON for ıt
NOT exposing problematısatıon. The Lady of Byblos, representing the
only actıng deıty ıIn the text““, provıdes blessing and also SO  x of
intermediates the essing for Yehawmılk securıng favour before the
gods and the people of Byblos 0-1
The recelver of blessing obvıously 1S Yehawmılk, kıng of Byblos*>.
Since he AaCTS d the OMNICIa representatıve of the cıty-state wıthın the
Persıjan empire’s Satrapy Syrıa, blessing establıshıng the central theme
In ONMNC of hıs central Iinscr1ptions constitutes basıc factor of the
OTINCIa. relıg10N of the Persian time Byblos (ofehawmılk).
Despıite Yehawmılk eing g1ven uncondıtioned essing, the wısh (or,
EeEsSSs probably, the declaratıon of blessing rece1ves Justification:
actual fact, the essing In and bases the former conduct of
ehawmı d4Ss the textual trategy makes clear. Addıtionally, explicıt
1CaSON for the essing 1S o1ven: k mlk Sdq *Or he 1S righteous kıng
1.9) The present and future blessing intended for ehawmı 1S thus
Justified Dy hIis former conduct. includıng hıs temple renovatıon
actıvıties and culmınatıng in hıs being righteous kıng
A thıs pomt, the CONTexXT of excavatıon and, asSsocC1ated therewıth, the
pragmatıc function WOU. have be NCIude!| But SINCE the former 1S
ıdentical for (CXT and pıcture (and In addıtiıon NOLT determıinable beyond
alıy doubt), ıt 111 be treated wıthın the analyses of the verall
composıtıon (see eI0W 2.25)

See Dunand, Byblos 62-64:; Halevy, Inseription 203-205; Deshayes, Byblos
1857
Mullen, Baalat 139:; S Iso Nıehr, Relıgionen 85-86.121-122: Görg, Byblos 360:;

24
Lipınskı, Byblos.
Mullen, Baalat 139
'hıs feature becomes evıdent when compared the other gods (1.1 E) ICSD all gods
ofByblos
Up the present, have other ınformatıon about hım (see the above INECN-

tioned Lit)
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Strikıng chort balance, essing obvıously 1S of central relevance In
Yehawmılk’s temple consecration inscrıption, representing OTNCIAa. state-rel1-
o10N of the Persian time Byblos. Correspondingly, the blessing-constellatıon
fOCuses the Lady of Byblos, provıdıng the kıng wıth endurance and qualıity
of ıfe dASs ell AS favour before the gods and the people of Byblos.

TTT Blessing ın the Pictorial Audıence Scene

The pıcture 15 ocated above the double dıvıdıng lıne cCovering the
1T of the stela. cshows enthroned goddess and 11a tandıng before AeT.
both of them greeting blessing each other wıth the raısed rıght hand Obvıous-
ly, ıt depicts audıence WN1C 1S characterised by specıfic pictorial
blessing-constellation:

On the left sıde, goddess 1S sıttıng gyptian e throne, her
feet resting SMa pedestal; she 1S holdıng sceptre oss1bly wıth
lotus {lower) the left hand and ralsıng her rıght hand, oreeting and
blessing the PCISON opposıte her?® The depiction des1gns her ds

goddess of the Isıs-Hathor-type dSs 1s revealed by the orne! wıth
solar disc her head, the alrs  © and the tıght-fitting, ong-cut

garment. Thıs Ltype of goddess COVEOTITS wıde of Competence,
contamımmg notably protection fOr (and female eings In genera.
and therewıth fertilıty. °Hathor creates and sustaılns life’”?2/ akıng the
inscription into aCCOoUuUnNT, she Cal be aDe dS Lady of Byblos (see
e I0W 2.23)

ont of the goddess, at the Samne heıight, 1S tandıng bearded MAN

FESD. king, dressed wıth cylindrıca t1ara and coat the Pers1ian
style“®; he 1S offerıng double-handl: sacrıfıce bow]l] wıth the left hand
and greeting blessing the goddess wıth hıs right“” hand hether he 1S
approachıing the goddess thıs OI answermng her In return her
g  » the pıcture does noTt OW (nor want) decıde Agaın, the

Addıtionally, Gubel, Representatiıon 267-268 hazards the ZSUCSS that the de1ty 15
accompanıed Dy small messenger-bird, poss1bly dove, transmıtting g00d NCWS

Despite only ınımal 'aCes being visıble the photography, analogous
(see below note 31) pomts thıs possı1bilıty, which would complete the overall
audıence
Heerma VOoss, Hathor 3585
See only Jıdeyian, Byblos 92-93 ıth references.
The pictorial depiction it 1S preserved 1S NOT really conclusıve, but In analogy
the goddess’s gesture, thıs solution 15 the LNOTC probable ONMNC (SO ıth C C(Clermont-
Ganneau, Stele 5’ who aSSUINCS Invocatıon gesture).
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inscrıption informs us that hıs Name 1S Yehawmılk, kıng of Byblos (see
e I0W 2.23)
ove the PCTSONS esCcCrM1Dbe: hovers arge winged solar CO wıth
taıl teathers, symbolısıng ın Ancıent Near Eastern tradıtiıon the
dıvıne order of protection and Justice under 1C the of
goddess and kıng takes place 1ts there 1S hole, 16 the texti
111 help us interpret (see eI0W 22:3)
AIl all, face audience scene” ASs indıcate the enthroned
goddess, the V1S-A-VIS each other ocated PCTSONS, the offerıng and the
C of ogreeting blessing oss1ıbly, there 1S correspondence bet-
WeCCN sceptre and sacrıfiıce bowl (see e 1I0W ZZ3R but maınly, the
1S domiıinated by the mutual gesture of greeting and essing between
goddess and human ruler (whıch agaln corresponds excellently the
inscrıption underneath), that communtıcatıon between goddess and
kıng 1S pıvotal.
Therefore, the pıctorıal undoubtedly Can be subsumed under the
779-basic constellation?!: The 1S domiıinated Dy the rec1procal
gesture of greeting blessing, Varyıng 'om the inscrıption, the PITOCCSS
of communtıcatıon does NOLT take place one-sıded, declinıng {from g0od-
dess kıng, but 1s epicte dS mutual bestowıng of blessing despıite
the nthroned goddess of COUTISC vouchsafıng Yehawmılk audıence.
Therefore, goddess and kıng each and ecelive blessing, and
temporal Can only be urmısed Dy includıng textual informa-
0nNn. Also, the content of the essing recelves specıfication al all, nNOoTt
CVCN pıctorial representation of the content but rather ıt
sufficıent depıict the blessing-communi1catıon ıtself ASs dynamıc
DIOCCSS of recıprocal mpartıng of 1ıfe securıng and increasıng welfare-
strength (see e1I0W 2.2.5)
For the pıcture’s cCONnNlexXTt and pragmatic, SCC EeI0W Z  &-

FT The (OQ)verall Composition: OMDINE: ofext and Pıcture
So far, have due LO methodical Casons analyse texXT and picture

independently dSs separate categories of communıcatıon the stela, and
have intentionally 1gnored anı Yy OT connection between them. Evıdently,
that 1S NOT what the stela CXPECIS her potential viewer(s) 18 do The arrangement

The term 15 borrowed from Hartensteın, Angesiıcht FA
Thıs conclusıon 1S corroborated by analogous motive-constellatıon clay
plaque from the Sda111Cc CTa (see Gubel, Representation 264; Lıpınskı, Dichonnaire
309) ell YOUNSCI consecration-Inscr1ption for irom Iyre (see
UAT 2/4 595 |Butterweck|).
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of pıcture and texTt wıthın (OLIC and the Samnec 'ame (being divided only by the
double lıne) and several correlatıons already hınted al make ıt obvıous that
pıcture and texti AaIrc be interpreted ogether in order understand the verall
composıtıon of the stela There 1S “Sinnzusammenhang VOoN [ extzeuZNnisS und
ikonographischer Konstellation  „32' S5o, In methodically reflected
procedure catch UD wıth and substantıate interpretations usually done
LHNOIC intuntive WaY of ‘readıng' the pıctorlal-textual composıtıon of the stela
Then, text and pıcture shed 1g each other ds ollows

Starting wıth the enthroned goddess In the pıcture, the texti agaın
provıdes her Namne She 1S the mistress, the Lady of Byblos 7a h‘lt
Zbl), actıng the TEeXT dS the goddess who 15 the tradıtıon of ASerah
and Aßstarte concerned wıth Yehawmı  S ingshıp, protection and
blessing Conversely, the pıcture supphıes the Lady of Byblos wıth the
Capac10us ackgroun of Hathor-typed goddess?” creatıng and sustaın-
ng lıfe, that ıt Call safely be concluded c  she SC a  OT, M 1s also
the ad Y of Byblos?””*. In textual and pıctorıal representations, che
DOSSCSSCH TOAa| Tangc of Competence wıth sımılar 0Ca pomts (see
above); both categories of cCOomMMuUuUNIcCaAtION thus theır ep1C-
t1on of the Hathor-typed Lady of Byblos, 16 15 well-known hrough
other inscriptions and pıctorial depictions: As goddess of the cCIty, che
provıdes not only protection and order but 1S also respons1ble for fertilıty
and blessing
The text dS ell informs us that the pıctured Nan FESP. king 15 called
Yehawmılk and that he ASs ruler of the Persian time Byblos, CONMN-

ducting several actıvıtles. At least of equa) importance, though,
the fact that the pıcture depicts hım dASs DIOUS worshıpper offerıng the
Lady of Byblos sacrıfıce and essing. The picture therefore provıdes
concentrated perspective for the readıng OT: the inscrıption.

1S hıghly probable that the winged solar AA al the tOp of the pıcture 1S
also connected wıth the inscription SINCEe the expression pt hrs P htkt
'hn ‘the wıinge solar dısc of gold, 16 1S sei In the mıdst of the stone‘’
in 1:S 18 refer 118 the winge! solar disc the pıcture, 3B
contrıbutes important aspect o the pictorial composıtıon (see above).

Hartensteın, Angesicht 114 (hıs ıtalıcs: SCC Iso 113-114); SC already Clermont-
(Ganneau, Stele texte et image <’eclairent alors d’une VIve lumıere”: SCC Iso
1L, 11-12; A 2/4 587 (Butterweck); Al-Ghul, Aufbau For parallel audiıence
SCCNECS SCC In partıcular Hartensteın, Angesicht 2
According the oldest known representation cylınder seal TOom the 3 rd
Mıllennıum BCE (see Jıdeyian, Byblos, Fıg 15)
Heerma Van Voss, Hathor 3586
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In addıtıon, there 1S cCut Out dıameter In the of the pictured solar
discC., IC OMNCEC probably golden plaque Was affıxed, splendidly
representing the solar disc>>. If thıs Wäds indeed the CaASC, then the wıinge.
solar dısc of gold WOU CVCN be INOTC important and obviously also
affect the pragmatıc function of the ole artefact (see below).
Takıng the audience dSs Ole into acCCount, the pıcture eviıdently
1S much INOTC than the texT. 1le the latter wıshes Kıng
ecehawmı dSs OTNCIAa. polıtiıcal representatıve In eneral blessing
irom the Lady of Byblos, the former provıdes specıfic setting for the
blessing 1S bestowed roya. audıence e the kıng 15
oranted before the goddess Addıtionally, the pıcture emphasıses the
rec1procıty of blessing, eplcting the of goddess and kıng
almost iıdentical the inscription and 1fs blessing-
constellatıon gaın plausıble verall setting Dy the roya audıence

the pıcture.
the pıctor1al composıtıon, poss1bly nNOot only the mutual blessing-

gestures correspond each other., but also the Sceptre and the SACFKL ICe

howl. If thıs assumption 1S COrrecT, then includıng the textual infor-
matıon the pıctorial 1s eadable dS The goddess’s
scepwre, symbolısıng the domıinıon IC the cıty-goddess and
delegates Yehawmılk (accordıng the inscription E21) May CcS-

pond wıth the sacrıfıce bow/l IC Yehawmılk offers the goddess
return, ng for the protection che provıde. answerıng hıs PTayCIS

Read In thıs the correspondıng sceptre and sacrıfıce
bowl the pıcture ıllustrate the temporal of the textual events
(If that 1S COITGCE have ere example Öl the first Ltype of relatıon
between pıcture and text”®.) Thıs interpretation remaıns, of
somewhat rısky dSs ıt does NOL methodically cross-check texTt and pıcture
but instead adds them up, but Call nevertheless, ILY opınıon, claım
SOIMNC plausıbılıty.
In CaSC, ıt 1S clear that the verall audıence fOCcuses the
reciprocal gesture of greeting and essing between goddess and human
ruler 1 corresponds excellently fo the inscription underneath.
Thus, the comprehensıve communıtıcatıon PTOCCSS of the inscrıption d

ell ds of the pıcture PDOSSCSSCH ıts cen! the blessing-constellatıon
(specıfically accentuated in text and pıcture)

35 SO convıincıngly C Clermont-Ganneau, Stele 4’ Gubel, 65 (Bordreuil Gubel).
See Leuenberger, Blessing, wıth note
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The excavaltıon context and the pragmatıc function of the stela SCCIN

corroborate thıs interpretation: Despıite the above-mentioned uncertaın-
ties advısıng us be careful wıth conclusıions that aAIc O0 far-reachıng,
the MOST probable cContext of the stela 1Ss locatıon wıthın the courtyard
of the temple of the Lady of Byblos, where the stela INa y ave been
tandıng between (guardıng l10ns of the Samnlc material° . Thıs pOSI-
tion would confirm the identificatiıon of the goddess dSs ell dSs the read-
ng dASs blessing dominated audıence oss1bly realısed the
temple cult fOr the goddess supplıed by Kıng Yehawmılk).
Pragmatically, it 15 evident that texti and pıcture ONC and the Samıc

artefact act together. Thereby, the pıcture and especlally the golden
sticker supposedly affıxed o the cCuft Out dıiameter the stela manı-
festly Causcs the deeper impression than the inscription elowW. ı
miıght provıde the interested (and lıterate!) expert wıth relevant detaıls.
Therefore, the stela AS whole, probably Wäas designed dSs OTITNCIA.
representation of state relıg10n, splendidly depicting the mutual essing
between the city-goddess Lady of Byblos and the ruler Yehawmılk
(representing the Persi1ian time Byblos). gomnmg ONC last step further,
ONC INay Ssurm1se, ..  que la stele de yehawmlk SOI CONtenu so1t sıtuer
dans les debuts du regne de ro1 actıon de oraCces 1a divıinıte
DOUI les bienfaıts aCccordes7938‘

rovidıng short SUMMAAF V of the above analysıs, evıdently face agaln
ASs 1S unden1able the grounds of the pıcture s content correlatıon and
CO:  CC of pıcture and teXT, e of the ep1graphic and iconographıc ayer of
the artefact (see also above note 58) (1) Comparıng, correlatıng and combinıng
the epigraphic and iconographıic ayer has led, INY opınıon, impressive
verall essin COmposiIition: The inscription allows for notional namıng of
the goddess (as Lady of Byblos) and the kıng (as ehawmı ın the pıcture,
14je conversely, the pıcture generates specıfications of the textual i1gures by
presenting the Lady of Byblos dSs Hathor-typed goddess bestowıng lıfe, 1N-
creasıng fertilıty and blessing, and Yehawmılk dSs DIOUS worshıpper offerıng the

goddess sacrıfıce and blessing, (2) ematıcally, the epigraphic temple SC-

cratiıon inscr1ıption dAS ell ASs the iconographıc audıence DOSSCSS theır
cen! In the hblessing-constellation 1C| 1S specıfically accentuated texi and
pıcture: The epigraphic essing wıshes that the Lady of Byblos provıdes
ehawmı wıth endurance and quality ÖT ıfe dSs ell dSs favour before the gods
and the people of Byblos:; the iconographic depiction fOCcuses the recıprocal

Dunand, Stele 57-58 62 map de Vogüe, Stele 25-26; Gubel. Representation
S:

Puech, emarques 16 7/ (SCe Iso 60)
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blessing between goddess and human kıng. (3) Therefore, the epi1graphic and
1Conographic composıtıon constitutes representation of the 772-basic CON-

stellation: The verall composıtıon of the stela, combıinıng textual epi1graphic
and pıctorial iconographıc representation, forms officıal, relig10us-polıtical
document of relıg10n in 16 the cıty-goddess Lady of Byblos bestows
Kıng ehawmı blessing (who, the pıctori1al ayer, in return offers her
recıprocal essing).

Comparıson ofboth Blessing-Artefacts
As explame In the introduction, ıt Was dec1ısıve for selecting the

artefacts (1) that they both contaın verall composıtion combınıng textual
and pıctorial layers and categorIies, and (2) that they stem firom the roug|
cultural entity of the Levant of the lsl Mıllennıum BCE allowıng for promı1S-
ıng cComparıson (wıthout havıng aCccept LOO INanı y presupposıtions).
Therefore, the above descriptions, analyses and interpretations enable us

develop substantıiated Ccomparıson of the blessing-constellatiıons represented
the artefacts®?.

Concerning the anZuagZe, the blessing-statements refer present and
ftuture, formulatıng theır wısh (or, less probably, theır declaratıon In
indıcatıve-Jussıve OPCHNNCSS. Whıle Qom has (as ave other Hebrew
inscr1ptions) formulaıc nomınal clause (16 partıcıple constructi0n),
the stela of Yehawmılk of Byblos (1n the ollowıng: SYB) usSscs

succınct verbal clause 1.8)
Wıth respect the cCONtent of blessing, both artefacts be subsumed
under the eneral definıtion AdSs 1ıfe securıng and increasıng welfare-
strength (see above 2.1) Qom fOocuses protection and savıng,
implıcıtly includıng maternal aspect FSEE 1: whereas (m Its
inscr1ıption) emphasıses lıfe’s endurance qualıity, domınıon and favour
before gods and people (1.8-11) addıng the pıcture the recıprocal
bestowıng of essing. Both artefacts er NOT much the PITODCT

ofblessing, but rather ın assıgnıng them dıfferent domaıns:
the realm of ea In Urıiyahu’s prıvate tomb reCSp o the temple cult of
the OTICI1a. relıg10n ofYehawmılk's Byblos.
Causing essing 15 ın both the central deıty hwh (lmıtıng
ASerah’’s 16 of cCompetence and excludıng her from blessing-activiıties)
ICSD. the mistress, the Lady of Byblos. (The pıctorıial ayer of SY R adds
recıprocally Kıng ehawmılk. Thıs simılar Structure of the blessing-
PTOCCSS hıghlıghts interesting aspect: As ave SCCI] (above 2°2);

For INOTC detaıled descr1ptions and specıfic L[CAaSONS concernıng the followıng pOSI1-
t10nsS, SEG Leuenberger, Blessing
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the Lady of Byblos 1splays essentilal features of Hathor ICSP. of Aserah
and Astarte: 5! it 1S exactly the type of goddess anne! in Qom from
essing IC SOTINC centurlies later the essing SYB
As there aATrc In absolutely of sımılar PTOCCSS, the
escr1DeE: development wıthın the blessing-constellatıon, 1C took
place pre-exıilıc Israe]l (as document beside Qom notably the silver
blessing-amulets from etfe Hinnom”®) and Wdas al the latest COMN-

pleted aft the eginnıng of the post-exilıc Persjan time, constitutes
specı1fic Israelıte ean development, obvıously reflecting internal
discuss10ns, argumentatıons and transformatıons.
Receiving blessings aIC, of COUTSC, the deceased rıyahu and Kıng
ehawmı resp the Lady GT Byblos). Therefore., apart from the 1C0O-
nographic audience S YB, essing often and typıcally es1g-
na PDTOCCSS wıth decline from the causıng de1ty the human
recelver.
Wıth regard 18 the argumentative in 10 essing 1S
embedded, OUT artefacts proclaım ıunconditioned essing (markıng
s1gnıficant dıfference C o INany 1DI1Ca Statemen(tSs, partıcularly
Deuteronomy““). But interestingly enough, both inscr1ptions (being
much INOTC sunltable for expressing such aspecCts than pıctures) provıde
Justification for ess1ing: Fach blessing-statement, eferring LO the
present and future welfare of the respective recelver, 1S essentially ase'

events In the past In Urıyahu’s savıng experience during hIis lıfetıme,
1C| 1S extrapolated the c  other world’ ofea Qom 3:2-3), TCSp
(implıcıtly) Yehawmı  S past temple renovatıon actıvıties (SYB: 1: 2

5) and explicıtly hıs eing rıghteous kıng (SYB, 1.8-10. especılally 19
mIk Sdg °for he 1S rıghteous kıng")
Taking finally alsSO the excavatıon cConltext and the pragmatıc function
into aCcCCount, the artefacts In theır aım fo SCCEHHHE in present and
future the welfare of the deceased rıyahu ICSp of Kıng Yehawmılk
(durıng hıs domımınıon but alsSO after hıs Cal As already remarked,
dıfferences OCCUTr the orounds of the respective Context Urıyahu’s
tomb DOSSCSS reference of elevated prıvate relıg10n in Juda of the
Iron Age 1IC whereas Yehawmılk’s temple consecration inscrıption in
the courtyard of the temple of the Lady of Byblos documents the OTINCcIa
rel1210Us symbol-system of Byblos of that time.

See hereto Leuenberger, egen FE (wıth addıtıional references In
secondary SOUTICCS, 1e the Hebrew Bıble).

41 Leuenberger, Segen 301-3/5
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So, despite al] dıfferences detaıl, the verall TexTi and pıcture combınıng
cComposıtions of both artefacts princıpally theır basıc constellatıons
of 199 The central de1ty In each Casc bestows the human recelver blessing
consisting in ıfe securıng and increasıng welfare-strength (LE protection,
Savıng, 1ıfe endurance. dominı10n, favour before gods and people) fOor deceased
prıvate indıyvıdual 0)8 for e]lgnıng kıng (whereas the latter return recıprocally
lesses the de1ıty the pıctorial ayer of SYB) Dıvergences involve thıs
constellatıon and ıts content only margınally, rather they COMICCIIL specı1fic
transformatıons resulting from dıfferent contextual settings, 16 the
temporally and spatıially wıde rangıng blessing-theme Was adapted.

Conclusıions and Perspectives
avıng substantıiated Comparıson of both blessing-artefacts in VIEW of

CONVETSCHNCCS and dıvergences, SOTIIC er eachmıng conclusions and few
specıfic perspectıves regardıng the blessing-constellatıons In text and pıcture
MaYy be utlıned.

The comparatıve CASC study carrıed-out in exemplary ea
SOTNC conclusions advancıng key 1SSUES and problems In blessing-research In
eneral (and beyond)

Wıth respect content, the insıghts summarısed In the above COI-

parıson have resulted (and been clearly explaıned) and eed nOoTt be
repeated here.
But ıt INay be stated agaın that agamst the internatiıonal aCKgZgTrounN of
the Ancıent Near East, where blessing aAaDPCAIs daSs wıdely spread
phenomenon of prımary relıg10n, analysıs of specı1fic blessing-
artefacts lowed for quıte and precise description O
blessing-constellations dSs they dIC perce1vable In theır dıfferent localı-
Sat10ns in rel1210Us sSymbo SYStems. In these examples, blessing
aAapPCAIS ds basıc and characterıstic factor of relıg10N the Levant of
the 18[ Miıllennium BCE
Broadening the SOUMUFCE Dasıis, ONC COU. derıve conclusıons for ILIOIC

general depiction of blessing-constellatıons Ancıent Israel and the
Levant of COUTSC only ds far 4S 1t Can be valıdated by the respective
S(OUTCC basıs. Considering the distrıbution time and A4aSs ell 4S

other factors SucC. d the SCHIC, the soclologıical Context eIC : ıt WOU.
become poss1ble map the blessing-constellations and depict theır
transformatıions time and etc  42 For the understandıng of

For such investigatiıon of the Old Hebrew blessimg-inscrptions, SCC Leuenberger,
Segen FTa Theır dıstrıbution, compared the totalıty of known prımary SUOUT-

CCS, TOVCS the importance and relevance of the blessing-concept in the Ancıent
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culture dSs whole, ıt miıght be of interest that blessing In several 1S
represented pıctures and therefore d art (being LHNOIC 0)8 ess rich
content): In the Levant of the 1$t Mıllennı1um BCEHE already al that time
In millenn1a old tradıtiıon rel1ıg10n and art undergzo close Symb10s1s
and SINCE then have, combınatıon wıth other forces, moulded OCCI1-
en tradıtıon and socıety.
Wıth respect method, the analysed artefacts indeed represent

coherent verall composıtıon In 1G the constellatıons ofessing In
texft (ep1graphıc layer) and pıcture (1conographıc layer) mutually
correspond 18 and interpret each other.
(1) Thıs relatıon ımplıes, dS argue above that ONC has o combıne
in adequate both Lypes of representatiıon order perce1lve
and desecr1be the 773-basıc constellatıon d ell dASs the blessing-pheno-

dSs ole Thıs approac Cal achleve SVHETSV effect Out of texf
and pıcture that SOCS beyond HICI addıtiıon of both media, dSs Fıg
VELY ersely ıllustrates:

extual epigraphic ‚OUTCES: pictorial iconographic OUTCES

word-surroundings of 172 motive constellations of17
(e.g. ın Hebrew': (e.g. In Ancıent Israel: naked g0d-

115, M, OT, D120):; dess, lactatıng temale, tree, ‚bex:
also Antonym: N etc.) fertilıty, welfare, protection)

Fig. 772-Basic Constellation INn Relation Textual and Pictorial SOources

(2) Concerning the SOUTCCS, the elaborated paradıgzmatıc analyses
dıstinctly emphasıse the importance and potential of the SO-Calle.
prımary SOUFCES partıcularly In the cContext of rel1g10us-historical
research In the 1e of the Hebrew and Ancıent Israel
(3) Especially, and thıs emen 1S made agaln In the Ig of recent
discussions in research the Hebrew and Ancıent Near
Kast, the relevance of pictures ın addıtıon 118 and combınatıon wıth

becomes evıdent and, I11LY opınıon, quıte indısputable. Certamly,
thıs Oufcome emands el methodologıcal reflections and clarıfi-

Israel of the monarchıc per0d: It functioned OC of the dominant 1dea-Comp-
lexes of the rel1g10us symbol-systems. It DSUCS wıthout sayıng that the dıfferent
functions, and states of preservatıons aVve be consıdered;: nevertheless,

rough °coordıinate system’ of blessing-constellations and transformatıons Caln be
plotted (e:2 agamst Crawford, Blessing 231232 denyıng changes In the concept
of blessing).
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catlıons than COU be utlıned above 1 243 but changes nothıng
regard the amen' ımportance of pıctorial OUTCCS

The few conclusıons Just summarısed imply SOILIC specific perspectives JOr
blessing-research. Denoting only the three MOST ımportant OICS, continumeg
esearch the phenomenon of blessing 1S, accordıng IL1LY Judgement, NnNgS-
1y dvised

fOCus blessing-constellations ds they appCal In representations
combinıng texTt and pıcture,

elaborate methodically controlled the manıfold relatıons of piıcture
and feXT. particularly in primary SOUTCOCS, 1 STl deserve LLIOTC

meticulous attention,
and, addıtionally, nclude also the pragmatıc functions of verall
blessing-composıtions In theır respective CONTeXT.

So, the present investigation paradıgmatıcally demonstrates, Dy of
comparatıve Casec study of selected examples, the relevance of the blessing-
concept In dıfferent rel1210uUs symbol-systems from the Levant of the 15t
Miıllennıum BCE Thereby, ıt MaYy contrıbute tiny plece progressive
understandıng of the Levantıne cultures of that time. In certaın al least
certamly in the examples treated above methodically reflected combIı-
natıon of textual ep1graphic and pıctorıal 1conographıc blessing-representa-
t10ns be indıspensable IOr accurately escrbing, analysıng and inter-
reting the 773-basıc constellatıons dSs whole, SINCE hıghly s1gnıficant SYNCI-

effect of texTt and pıcture Cal be achlieved that SULDASSCS IMeTC addıtiıon of
both layers categorIically.

Summary
The present artıcle elaborates the relevance of the top1Cc of blessing the Levant of

the 15t Miıllennıiıum BCE the basıs of exemplary AdsSCcC study primary SOUTCCS

The Hırbet el-Qom-inscription (Qom 3) and the stela of Yehawmılk of Byblos consıst of
(exTt and pıcture. In methodically reflected procedure, both artefacts AaIic compared
order depıct and interpret in adequate the 773-basıc constellatıon, whiıich 1S
based sıgnıficant SYDNCLISY effect of text and pıcture

the preparatıve remarks Leuenberger, Segen 66-74: but In fact. monographic
elaboratıon of the hermeneutics ofpıctures pıctorıial SUOUTCCS would be requıred.
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Zusammenfassung
Der vorlıegende Beıtrag arbeıtet dıe Relevanz der Segensthematık In der Levante des

ersten JItsd Vl anhand einer exemplarıschen Fallstudıe ZWEeI Primärquellen heraus:
DiIe Hırbet el-Qom-Inschrift (Qom und die Stele Yehawmılks VOIl Byblos umfassen J6
ıne 10 und ıne Textebene. Beı1ide oılt methodıisch reflektiert miıteinander kom-
bınıeren, dıie auf ınem s1gnıfıkanten Synergleeffekt VON ext und 1ld beruhende
773-Grundkonstellation ANSCINCSSCH beschreiben und interpretieren können.
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