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FOREWORD

These Early Ivories from Samaria need no commendation. Their intrinsic interest, as
works of art and craftsmanship, and their well-established place in the history of Samaria,
give them peculiar significance, and supplement the collections from Nimrud and from
Arslan Tash in North Syria, which closely resemble them, and give them a date so close
to that of Ahab that they may safely be attributed to the ‘“‘ivory house that he built” as
described in the Book of Kings.

Small and fragile, and often discoloured by fire, as well as by soil, these ivories owe
their recovery, in such numbers, to the patience and skill of the excavators, and their
interpretation to the knowledge and judgment, and once again to the delicate handling
of the writers of this account of them. Their material itself recalls the wide early range of
the elephant in Egypt and Syria, and also the lively intercourse of the Nearer East, in
the period to which they belong. Their subjects and characteristic style belong to a period
before the Assyrian domination, and reveal the Syrian culture which, with that of Egypt
from which it derived so much, chiefly influenced the art of Solomon’s temple, and the
symbolic imagery of early Hebrew literature.

The excavation, from which these early ivories are among the principal finds, will
be described in subsequent volumes, uniform with this one. Its results amply reward the

generous contributions of the supporters of the Joint Expedition, and the skilful and willing
co-operation of all its members. '

Joun L. MyYREs.
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PREFACE

~ From 1931 to 1933 excavations were undertaken in Samaria by a Joint Expedition
n which five institutions participated—Harvard University, the Hebrew University in
Jerusalem, the Palestine Exploration Fund, the British Academy, and the British School

of Archaeology in Jerusalem. The work was continued in 1935 by a smaller expedition
in which only the three last-named institutions took part. The present report is the first

of a series in which it is hoped to publish the results of the two expeditions. The other

sections will be devoted to the site and the buildings, the pottery and other small finds,
and the inscriptions, coins and stamped jar-handles.

A great many friends have helped us in preparing this volume.
By a stroke of good luck Mr. Alan Rowe happened to be at Jerusalem in 1932 when

the first big find of ivories was made. Egypt counted for so much in the period when the
lvories were carved that his knowledge about Egypt in Palestine has proved invaluable.

It has been placed at our disposal from the very beginning and we are most deeply grate-
ful to him.

Mr. Nahman Avigad of the Hebrew University, who was the draftsman of the

Expedition, is another friend to whom we are particularly indebted. We cannot say how
many of the reconstructions in this book are due to his patience and acuteness.

All but five or six of the photographs which are reproduced in this volume have been
taken by Mr. Schweig and his assistants in the Photographic Section of the Department
of Antiquities in Jerusalem and readers will be able to judge how much we owe to the
Peﬁrtment for permission to publish them. This is only a part of the debt which we owe

0

r. Richmond, the late Director, Mr. Hamilton, the present Director, and the
staff of the Government Museum.

We have to thank the authorities in the British Museum for facilities to study the
large collection or collections of ivories from Tell Nimrud, and in particular Mr. Sidney

Smith, Mr. R. D. Barnett, Dr. H. J. Plenderleith and Mr., now Protessor, S. R. K.
Glanville for much help and advice.

1'he names of others who have given us assistance will be found in the pages which
follow, Professor E. L. Sukenik who was our colleague at Samaria, Dr. Siegfried Schott of
Heidelberg, Mr. Horace Beck, and Dr. P. D. Ritchie, late of the Courtauld Institute, but
we cannot deny ourselves the pleasure of thanking them again.

Our daughter Joan has helped us a great deal in the final preparation of this book
for the press.

JW.C. G.M.C.

Geldeston,
July, 1938.
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I. THE FIND AND IDENTIFICATION OF THE IVORIES

“I'he 1vory house which he made” is mentioned as one of Ahab’s titles to fame
(1 Kings, xxi1, 39). The words have a mythical ring: they echo the apes and peacocks of
Solomon and the days when silver was nothing accounted of.  One of our predecessors
at Samaria dismissed them as a poetical way of describing the white colour and smooth
surface of the stone walls which Ahab built. But ivory was extremely common in Syria
tor centuries before and after the time of Ahab. Much was brought by Phoenician traders
(I Kings x, 22): some may have still come from local sources. Syrian elephants are men-
tioned by two officials of Tuthmosis I11 (1501-1447): one of them describes the hunting by
his master of a hundred and twenty elephants for the sake of their tusks: the other has left a
picture of a living elephant being led by one Syrian tributary and tusks being carried by a
second. Later, the kings of Assyria hunted the elephant in the regions of the Upper
Euphrates and Khabur: on one expedition Tiglathpileser I (circa. 1100) bagged ten bulls
and captured four elephants alive. During the first three or four centuries of the last
millennium B.c. ivory was used on a profligate scale. Ivory objects are listed again and
again on Assyrian inventories of spoil: they were offered by Hezekiah to Sennacherib in
701: and carved ivories have been found on many Syrian sites which flourished at this
period. Shortly afterwards the Syrian elephant became extinct. !

But, to return to our text, what precisely is meant by an 1vory house? If the writer
of the book of Kings used words as loosely as we use them when we speak of the gold
room in a museum meaning the room where gold objects are kept, the phrase might have
. meant nothing more than a room where the furniture was decorated with 1vory, but this
Interpretation is very questionable. Sargon 11, who was King of Assyria from 722 to 705,
1s said to have had a house of ivory, and Nebuchadnezzar of Babylon is said to have
incrusted the door of his “chamber of repose” with vory:? the Tyrians, according to
Ezekiel, even inlaid ivory in the decks or benches of their ships.? It seems, therefore,
likelier that an ivory house was a house with vory let into the panelling round the walls.
T'he finer houses of the day had foundations only of stone, the walls above the foundations
were of sun-dried bricks, plastered as a rule outside and panelled inside with cedar wood:
it was a natural thing therefore to incrust the cedar wood with vory, and the inlaid panels
one sees in Coptic churches and medieval Arab houses are a survival of this form of

decoration. The word “house” is perhaps more misleading than the word “ivory”: all

that it means is a room or pavilion. The ivory house which Ahab made was, we suggest,
a room with 1vory inlaid in the panelling of the walls.

| ' See Appendix, p. 55.
2 Winckler, Die K erlschrifttexte Sargons, 1889, p. 71, and Langdon, Die Neubabylonischen Konmgsinschrif-
ten, 1912, p. 119 ; Perrot and Chipiez, Hist. de I’ Art, 11, p. 3183,
3 Ezekiel, xxvii, 6.

I
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In the course of our work at Samaria hundreds of fragments of 1ivory were found.
Some might have fallen out of the frames of couches or thrones: many in all probability
came from wall incrustations. They were found, smashed as a rule into tiny atoms, within
a few metres of two great enclosure walls which ran round the summit of the hill in the
time of the Israelite monarchy. No one who has studied these walls doubts that they were
built in the reign of Ahab or his father Omri, and the strata where the 1vories lay, though
they were badly disturbed, contained many potsherds which are of the Israelite period.
Read in this context the story of the ivory house loses 1ts mythical air.

We have not succeeded 1n identifying even the foundations of the house itself. For
more than 1,200 years after the reign of Ahab, the summit of the hill where the 1vories
were found was the centre of one of the greatest cities in Palestine. It 1s now given over
to agriculture but for many centuries it was a busy residential quarter in which houses
were built and destroyed and rebuilt again. A little of the great enclosure walls has sur-
vived but in the wide area which has been examined between these walls we have not
recovered the plan of a single house belonging to the Israelite or Hellenistic period. We
have found a number of foundations and even a few walls which can be assigned to early
periods or sub-periods, but the first plans sufficiently coherent to make any sense date
from the Roman period. In an earlier publication! we referred to traces of a ** consider-
able building” “running parallel to the enclosure wall of the court™ and the find of 1vories
near it suggested that this building was part of the ivory house. We had not realized
at this time that there were two enclosure walls which ran parallel to one another along
the north side of the summit. The ‘“enclosure wall’> we then referred to 1s the outer, case-
mated, wall: the “considerable building” is a short section of an inner enclosure wall.
There are some rock trenches and fragments of early masonry near the find spot of the
ivories, but we cannot make a room or pavilion out of them. The place itself must be
described either by the co-ordinates on our plan or by the letters we used to designate
the working field strips: the letters seem to be the less forbidding.

The strip where we made the richest haul of ivories was called Qc (see sketch-plan).
Some of the ivories were as white as at the time when they were carved: others had been
blackened by fire. The most perfect of the former were found about 3 m. below the surface,
embedded in a mass of sticky yellowish clay which was evidently composed of disintegrated
mud bricks: fragments of one or two bricks of the same colour and texture were found near.
This clay was not on the rock but near it,and between the earth and the rock there were
some bits of late Rhodian ware, a piece of red glazed pottery and some other Hellenustic
sherds. It was plain that the lump in which the ivories lay had been moved en bloc 1n, or
after, the Hellenistic period, and it seems reasonable to conjecture that the clay itself came
from the walls of the house where the ivories had once stood. The ivories m this lump
were in a fragile state and as soft as cheese when they were first brought up: after the first
-vories were found we removed the earth in sections and let it dry off before attempting
to extricate the plaques. Above this spot a broken stratum of ashes stretched over a large
part of the area and there was a quantity of burnt ivory lying near: some of the pieces
had turned a fine “ivory black” colour, others were greyish. The burnt pieces unlike the
white were hard, shiny and comparatively heavy. In the same context there were rem.ami
of charred wood, part of an unworked tusk or tusks, some midden rubbish, such as anima
bones, burnt olive stones and a pomegranate husk, which came presumably from a broken
refuse pit. The artefacts included many Israelite potsherds, some glass and paste 1nsets

1P.EF.Q.S., 1933, p- 7.
2
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1 he sketch map above shows the walls of the Israelite palace enclosures on the summit of
the hall and other Israelite walls on the lower slopes to north and east. The excavations of the
Harvard Expedition lay west of the line 600E and the letters Sa, S4. and S7 mark the position
of the strips where ivories were found during their work. The letters Qc, Qk, Qd, Qf, Qh, 2
and B, mark the position of the strips where ivories were found during the work of the }f;int
Lxpedition. Qn marks the strip where they were found by the British Expedition in 1935,

Scale 1 : 2,500.
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like those still in position on some of the ivories, a neo-Babylonian seal and a Philisto-
Arabian coin. The position of any single fragment in debris of this mixed description is
not of much significance: the soil has been turned over too often.

No ivories were found in the strips north, south and west of Qc which had been
already excavated before we came upon this deposit: in the following year, 1933, we
turned to the east, to a strip numbered Qk, in hope of finding a continuation of the 1vory-
bearing stratum. We were not disappointed but the conditions in which we found the
ivories were hardly more informative. Some ivories were found in the filling of a quarry
which had been worked during the Roman period: others in the mortar between the
stones of a wall which was probably built in the Hellenistic age: others in the debris used
to make up the level when the casemate wall was pulled to pieces about the same time:

one fragment lay under the foundation of a wall which rested immediately on the top
of the inner enclosure wall of which four courses were preserved at this point.

The strip in which we worked in 1935 lay east of Qk: it was called Qn. The number
of ivories was smaller: otherwise conditions were like those in Qk. (A detailed account
of the stratification will be given by Miss Kenyon, in Samaria-Sebaste 1.)

Besides the many ivories which were found in Qc, Qk and Qn, a few fragments of
the same type have turned up at various times on other parts of the site. 'The Harvard
Expedition found four pieces of carved ivory and some plain pieces, all on “the floor of
the Ahab courtyard” but in different places, namely in strips 2, 4 and 7.! One of them
was found with a fragment from an alabaster jar with the name of Osorkon 11: it repre-
sented a winged uraeus and came from a plaque in pierced relief.?> Two others came from
similar plaques, one of a palm, the other of a palmette and collar. A fourth piece was
carved in the round with a lion’s head not unlike two which we found (pl. ix, 1). Other
fragments similar to some on our plate xxiii are published in the Harvard volume on
p. 374. We found stray fragments in five other strips,a few on the south side of the summit
in Qh, some on the north slopes in Qd and Qf, and three in B and Z, two fields which lie
to the south-east of the summit not far from the threshing floors. All these strays are of
the same character as those in the main collection and they were all found in association
with other objects of the Israelite period, but all told the pieces which we registered from
these other areas do not number more than twenty whereas we registered over five hun-
dred fragments and groups of fragments from Qc, Qk and Qn. lhese three areas are
contiguous and, as we have already said, Qc was by far the most productive of the three:
the numbers dwindled steadily the farther east we travelled. It seems to us certain there-
fore that Qc was the principal centre of dispersal, the site, that is to say, of the original

se of ivory.? _
o The site IYS a good one. Itliesin a central position on the north side of the hill sheltered
trom the south-west winds which are the most disagreeable winds at Samaria. In much
later days the Romans built an exedra close by which looked over the broad valley to
north. Itis a site which a king might well have chosen.

The ivories themselves are very closely related to carved ivories in two other col-
lections.

1 Harvard Excavations at Samaria, p. 368, pls. 56,66. 2 Compare our pl. xin, 4, 5.
3 The plates in this volume contain photographs of 197 plaques or fragments of plaques : of these
184 come from Qc, 11from Qk and 1 each from Qn and Qf. All the insets on plate xxiv also came

from Qc.
4
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The first of these was found by Layard in the north-west palace at Tell Nimrud and
published by him in 1849.! It was placed in the British Museum and exhibited there
with a number of ivories which were found by Loftus, Rassam and others in different
buildings and even on different sites, the whole lot being commonly known as the Nimrud
collection. An excellent account of the way the collection was made up has recently been
published. 2

The second collection was found in 1928 by a French archaeological expedition
under the direction of M. Thureau-Dangin at a place in North Syria called Arslan Tash.
These 1vories have been divided between the Louvre and the Government Museum in
Aleppo. They were published in 1931.3

T'he 1vories in both these collections throw a strong light on the ivories from Samaria.
1The finer pieces in the group from Nimrud are carved in the same low relief as the finer
pieces from Samaria and inlaid with the same coloured insets: the subjects in both groups
are derived from Egyptian models and the drawing is similar: they look as if they came
from the same workshop. The resemblances in the Arslan Tash collection are only a little
less close: the subjects are drawn from the same circle and the workmanship is obviously
in the same tradition: the Egyptian elements at Arslan Tash are rather less pronounced
and on stylistic grounds most critics would, we think, be disposed to regard the Arslan
Tash group as the later. .

The N.W. palace in which the Layard collection was found was built by Ashur-
nasirpal 111 (885-860), but it was restored by Sargon II (722-705) and according to
Barnett (/.c. p. 185) “of the numerous small objects with which it was furnished, many of
which are dated by royal inscriptions, none date from Ashurnasirpal, but all from the
time of Sargon, the ‘second founder’ of the palace”—all, that is to say, with some 1nsigni-
ficant exceptions. The ivories were almost certainly placed there by Sargon II. They
were no doubt loot or tribute, and the strong Egyptian character suggests that they came
from some town in the south of Syria where we should expect Egyptian influence to be
strong: they might even have come from Samaria itself as Samaria was conquered
by Sargon, but the circumstances of their discovery at Nimrud do not help much to deter-
mine the date when they were carved.

The find at Arslan Tash is better documented. At Arslan Tash the French had all
the luck which was denied us in Samaria and they made admirable use of it. The site
was not of much importance in later days, and the place where the ivories were found was
never seriously disturbed by subsequent occupants. They were discovered in a building
which served as a sort of annex to the local palace. The walls of both palace and annex
were still standing to some height: some of the original paving was left on the floors: the
plan was easily recovered. Many of the ivory plaques are in almost perfect condition:
one series which once decorated the framework of a bed was found lying just as the plaques
fell when the wood rotted away: other plaques were broken and scattered rather further
afield. Traces of more than one bed were found and among the debris from the beds
were the fragments of an inscription in Phoenician or Aramaic letters. The Inscription 1is
not complete, but it contains a name of the first importance, the name of “our lord

' The Monuments of Nineveh, 1849. See in particular p. 19 and pl. 88-g1 : these plates contain all
but a few fragments of what Layard found in this area.
*See R. D. Barnett in Iraq 11, 1935, pp. 179—-210.
® Arslan Tash by F. Thureau-Dangin, A. Barrois, G. Dossin, and Maurice Dunand (Tome xvi in the
Bibliothéque archéologique et historique). It is referred to below as A.T.

- 5
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Hazael”’. A name of the first importance because it is the name of the king of Damascus
whose accession circa. 842 B.c. is described in a curious story about the prophet Elisha.!
The Hazael of the ivories has been identified with the Hazael of Damascus by means of a
second inscription which was found at Nimrud. This inscription gives aninventory of the
loot which was taken from Damascus in the time of Hazael’s successor by the Assyrian king
Adad-narari III (80g—782) and in the inventory beds and stools of ivory from the royal

palace are specifically mentioned (A4.7., p. 139). The 1vories from Arslan Tash were

carved therefore probably within a decade or two of the reign of Ahab which lasted from
about 875 to about 851.

This date is indicated also by the character of a number of letters which are carved
on various ivories both from Samaria and Arslan Tash, either on the back or the tenons:
they did not form part of an inscription and were not meant to be seen once the ivories
were in place, they were clearly, we think, cut as guides to the joiner who had to assemble
the plaques in a row on the wall of a room or in the frame of a piece of furniture. 1he
letters from Samaria, which are discussed below by Professor Sukenik, are like those from
Arslan Tash: both belong to a ninth century form of the Southern or Hebraeo-Phoenician
alphabet, as we know it on the Moabite inscription of King Mesa.

In the present state of our knowledge of the history of art in Syria scholars may be
sceptical of attempts to date this or that object on grounds of style alone. It 1s good there-
fore in the case of the Samaria ivories to be able to put forward three independent reasons
of an objective character for assigning them to the first half of the ninth century, the
tradition in the book of Kings that Ahab made an ivory house, the character of the letters
on the backs of many of the plaques which points to this period, and the date proposed on

epigraphic evidence by the French Expedition for the very similar collection from Arslan
Tash.

NOTES ON HEBREW LETTERS ON THE IVORIES

BY E. I.. SUKENIK

A number of plaques bore signs, most of them resembling old Hebrew letters; several
contained a single letter, a few had two signs. Most of the signs are incised on the back
of the plaques but one or two are scratched on the face or the tenons. Some are clearly
letters, others are indecipherable marks. Similar marks were found on the 1vories at
Arslan Tash,? where they appear likewise both singly and in groups. Their purpose was
apparently either to mark each piece before assembling, or else to indicate the workshop or
the individual artist. The single letters met with on the Samaria 1vories are N, 3, 2,
- YL DY YD D N In groups we find 8y » accompanied by a vertical
stroke, and y with some illegible signs.* .

What conclusions can be drawn from the form of these letters with regard to the
date of the 1vories? | | _

As we do not know whether our ivories were carved in Samaria or in some other

12 Kings, c. vii. 2 A.T., pp. 92 fI. and figs. 33, 50.
3 The “illegible signs” we would compare with the dashes which are often added to letters of the
Greek alphabet in building fragments, obviously resorted to when the masons have exhausted the
plain alphabetic marks.—Eds.

6
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might conceivably belong either to the Hebrew-
Phoenician or to the Aramaic alphabet. It is true
that the letters in the old Aramaic inscriptions do
not differ much from the ancient Hebrew letters,
but both possibilities have to be taken into con-
sideration.

The letters that have a bearing on our question

~are especially aleph, waw, zayin, and to some extent
heth, yod, taw. A comparison with other inscriptions
gives the following results:

The form of the aleph resembles the aleph in the
Mesha stele; on the Siloam inscription the lower
transverse stroke does not continue on the other side
of the vertical line.

T'he form of the waw also points to the earlier
form 1n which the head is composed of two roughly
semi-circular lines meeting at the top of the vertical
line, as in the Mesha stele; in the Siloam inscription,
on the other hand, the right part of the head has
lost its rounded form and become a diagonal line
extending beyond the vertical line, under the left
part of the head. The latter form is typical of all
later inscriptions such as the Samaria ostraca, the
LLachish Letters, &c.

Still more pronounced is the older form of the
zayin, which consists of two horizontal bars con-
nected by a vertical line. This letter does not occur
in the Mesha stele. Our form resembles more or
less the zayin of the Gezer tablet and differs from the
later forms in which the connecting line is oblique,
as 1n the Siloam inscription, and the two horizontal
bars end in small hooks turning downwards, or
sometimes the median line is missing altogether and
1s replaced by the hook of the upper horizontal line.

place, somewhere in Syria for instance, the letters .
N
4
A
o
-

:
!
N
0

W

4 9
+

T'he heth also seems like the heth on the Mesha >+
stele, where the right vertical line extends down- ' f
wards beyond the diagonal connecting line. Fig. 1

The yod did not change much in the course of
time: our form resembles that of the Mesha stele, the Siloam inscription and the Samaria
ostraca, but differs from that in the Lachish letters in which the low right line is missing.

The taw most resembles the taw of the Gezer tablet where the two intersecting lines
are unequal in length.

Comparison with the old Aramaic inscriptions shows that our signs resemble the
oldest, namely the Kalamu stele which is dated about the middle of the ninth century,
and the Hadad stele which is about the first half of the eighth. In these Inscriptions the
Zayin consists of two horizontal lines connected by one vertical line. The aleph in the

7

. Digitized by Birzeit University Library



earliest Aramaic inscriptions is always the same in form: there is no difference in its shape
between the Kalamu stele and the Panammu which is of the second half of the eighth
century. The waw in the oldest Aramaic inscriptions is different from the waw in the
Hebrew-Phoenician alphabet and cannot therefore be used for comparison.
The fig. 1 shows how closely our letters resemble those on the ivoriesfrom Arslan Tash.
The result of this examination leads us to the conclusion that the Samaria 1vories are,
like those from Arslan Tash, of the ninth century and earlier than the Samaria ostraca.
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2. THE COMPOSITION OF THE COLLECTION

In the descriptive catalogue which follows, the ivories have been arranged more or
less according to subject: we start with the plaques which represent Egyptian gods, we
pass from these to the winged genii, the sphinxes, the animals and so forth, ending with
those that are purely decorative. This seems to be the most reasonable arrangement
because we are dealing with a collection in which, with one possible exception (pl. xi, 1),
there are no different periods or centres of production to be distinguished so far as we can
see. The same plan was adopted by the editors of the ivories from Arslan Tash. But there
are several differences of technique: some of the ivories are carved in the round, others in
relief, and of those 1n relief some are on solid plaques, some are in pierced or open work,
and some are decorated with coloured insets of glass or paste. Some of the ivories may
come from pieces of furniture, others from wall panelling, others presumably from small
caskets or articles of the toilet.

The most spectacular of the ivories from Samaria are those which were decorated
with gold leaf and polychrome insets.! They are carved in low relief: the background
and borders are plain: details such as eyes and locks of hair, necklaces and borders of
robes, petals of flowers, were deeply grooved and filled with coloured insets: the cloisons
between the insets were coated with gold leaf. The insets were of different substances and
colours: two fragments of lapis lazuli were found and many of coloured glass: the deeper
troughs often contained a coloured paste over which the glass was laid, in one piece blue
glass was laid over a red base, in another a colourless glass was laid over a blue base.
Only a few insets were found still in place, but a great many loose ones were collected: 2
the character of the glass is described by Mr. Horace Beck and Dr. P. B. Ritchie in an
appendix (p. 57). The ivory was removed with a fine scorper—there is no sign of drilling:
and the workmanship was delicate—the cloisons are often less than a millimetre wide and
the troughs between them more than two millimetres deep. On some plaques, that with
the hieroglyphs for example on pl. xiii, 1, very little of the ivory can have been visible on
the surface, so lavish was the use of gold foil and coloured insets.

T'he subjects of these plaques are all Egyptian, and there can be no doubt that this
technique 1s derived from the cloisonné work in precious metals for which Egypt was
famous. It is not common in ivory. Several inlaid plaques, which as we have already
said may have come from the same workshop as the Samaria ivories, were found by
Layard in the N.W. palace at Nimrud: a few stray examples come from other sites.3 The

* See Frontispiece, 1, 2; pls. i; ii; iii; iv, 1; ix, 2, g, 4; Xiii, 1.
* See pl. xxiv and Frontispiece 2.
* For fragments from the Bernardini tomb at Palestrina see C. Densmore Curtis in Memoirs of the

American Academy at Rome, 111, 1919, pl. 35, nos. 13, 14, 15. A piece from Koyunjik is published by

L. W. King in 7.E A., I, 1914, pl. xxxv. There is a fine plaque in the British Museum, no. 38183,

representing Re holding the symbol for millions of years, but nothing is known of its provenance:
it may also have come from Syria.
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technique is not represented in the Arslan Tash collection, but it must have been famihar,
if, as seems probable, the editors of Arslan Tash are right in identifying this class of work
with one of the classes mentioned by Adad-narari III in his inventory of spoil from
Damascus: two classes are listed, h-z: and tam-le-e, the former name, derived from ahdzu
“saisir, épouser”’ being explained as the name of ivory overlaid with gold leaf, the second,
from tamlii ‘‘remplissage”’, as that of ivory incrusted with precious stones.! The latter
technique is suggested also by the “ivory work overlaid with sapphire” which occurs 1n
the Song of Songs (vi, 14). _

How were these polychrome plaques employed? There is very little evidence. Most
of those from Samaria come from narrow bands of decoration only five or six cm. high:
those in the same style from Nimrud are a little larger: in both collections there are one
or two medallion-shaped pieces:2 all except the medallions have plain narrow borders
which apparently were meant to be hidden under the overlap of some frame; none of
them have the projecting tenons which are common on other classes of ivories: Layard
(p. 19) notes that the Horus panel “was glued and not mortised to the wood”. Both the
medallions and the long pieces might well come from a royal throne and, if such a throne
was a fixture in the room, this may be the reason for their survival after the smaller, more
portable objects had all been carried off. | |

Another class of ivories with polychrome insets, to which the Assyrian name tam-le-¢
might be equally well applied, is one which is not, to the best of our knowledge, repre-
sented on any other site. On these ivories® the whole of the subject is shown by means of
coloured insets which were moulded to give the necessary relief: the ivory round the imsets
is smooth, it served merely as a background and matrix, whereas in the preceding class
the subject was carved in relief on the ivory, and the insets were used only to pick out
significant details. The ivory of the plaques in this second technique 1s relatively thicker
but the plaques are on a small scale: there is nothing to show how they were kept 1n
position: some of them look as if they came from caskets of the pyxis type: most of them
were found close together. All but a few of the tinier insets have fallen out and only the
outline of the matrix is left to indicate the subject. The subjects, however, are mostly
clear—Pharaoh triumphing over a fallen foe, winged figures of the Isis type, sphinxes,
lotus and palmette chains: they are all Egyptian 1n origin and it is from Egypt probably
that this technique was learnt: in Egypt moulded 1nsets were frequently inlaid in metal,
stone and wood, if not in ivory. Several of the moulded insets which were found loose 1n
the debris, such as the leg on the Frontispiece and the lock of hair on pl. xxiv, g, came
presumably from plaques in this class. | |

It is only a small proportion of the ivories which were decorated with polychrome
insets. Much more of the ivory which was found came from small plaques and ornamental
borders carved in low relief. A great many of the subjects on the plaques were repeated
again and again, the winged figures, for example, and the sphinxes: on other plaq}lej
there were processions of animals.* These subjects are common 1in the art of the perio
on bowls of metal and pottery, but there 1s no certain indication how particular 1vory
plaques were used. The ““Woman at the window’’® 1s another popular subject of the ?anﬁe
class which was probably repeated at intervals either on the walls or furniture of the

1A4.T., p. 130.  BF |
2 The fragments from the Bernardini tomb also come from a medallion 1n pierced work like the
more fragmentary one from Nimrud.
3 See pls. xiv, xv. ¢ See pl. iv, 2, 3, 4: pl. v, 5, 6, 7: pl. x, 6. 5 See pl. xm, 2.
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house. The larger plaques had tenons, the smaller ones plain borders like the inlaid
reliefs.

The long decorative borders! similarly may have been employed either on walls or

furniture: they were as a rule scored heavily across the back, perhaps to key them into
some bituminous bed. Some of the pieces were covered with gold foil and fall therefore
into the 4-z: class mentioned above. On one border which was decorated with eight-
petalled daisies the petals were polished and stained a pale yellow, the ground round
them being left rough:? a lotus chain border at Arslan Tash was treated in the same way.
_ The 1vories 1n pierced or open relief form a larger class numerically. This is partly
due to the great popularity of the palms which were executed in this technique: fragments
of more than seventy were found.? We imagine that they were arranged in a series of
panels or metopes on the walls (see fig. 7 on p. 38)—they are too numerous and some of
them are too large, we think, to have been used on furniture: the tenons by which they were
fastened to the wainscotting, if it was to the wainscotting, have been preserved on a great
many, and 1t 1s on the backs of palms that the majority of the guiding letters have been
found. The other subjects which are represented in this technique are like those which were
carved 1n relief on solid plaques—sphinxes, animals, human figures and so forth.4 Pierced
ivories were more fragile than solid plaques, and it may have been for this reason that
the background was more frequently filled with plant and tree motives which would
increase their strength. Tenons are commonly found on these plaques also. There were
traces of gold foil too which would bring them into the i4-2zi class. A large number of the
1vories at Arslan Tash were carved in pierced relief.

1'he smallest class of all is one that is the largest in many collections—ivories carved
in the round. The only important example, however, is a very fine piece of work—two
lions crouching and open-mouthed.® The fragment of a third lion was found and it is
probable that they came from the steps or arms of a throne like that of Solomon: they
may therefore have been left at Samaria because the throne was a fixture. The eyes of the
lions were inlaid and there were remains of red inside the jaws: they would not be out of
place on the same object as the finer plaques with polychrome insets. Another piece in
the round, a uraeus,® may have come from above the lintel over the door. One of the
fragments found by the Harvard Expedition served probably as the handle of a dagger,
but the absence of the small objects which are so common elsewhere, mirror-handles,

combs, seals and the like, and of the solid ivory legs of chairs and stools, suggests the hand
of the spoiler.

See pl. xx. : “ A fragment is shown on pl. xxi, 6. ° See pls. xviii, xix, xx.
See pls. v, vi, x, xi. > PL- 13X T S PI. xxii, 2.
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