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Abstract

Exotic objects between distant regions frequently constitute bases for interpreting them as evidence of direct 
interaction. This tendency is especially widespread in archaeological research of late prehistoric periods. Exca-
vations of nine late Early Bronze I (EB I) burial caves at el-Khirbe in a modern quarry at Nesher-Ramla (NRQ 
= Nesher Ramla Quarry) has yielded various imported objects. Six are of Egyptian origin and a seventh is an 
extremely rare import from the Middle Euphrates Valley. The current paper presents these artifacts, proposes 
the manner in which they were likely imported and offers a broad interpretation of the phenomenon of includ-
ing such objects as grave goods.
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The archaeological contexts

The site of el-Khirbe is located in the Lod Valley part 
of the Shephelah (piedmont) bordering the Judean 
foothills five km south-east of the modern cities of 
Lod and Ramla (fig. 1). The site extends over the 
slopes of two adjacent hillsides which together form 
a crescent-shaped area between 110–125 m asl. Ar-
chaeological exploration has been undertaken at the 
site between 2006 and the present (2018) on behalf 
of the Zinman Institute of Archaeology of the Uni-
versity of Haifa. Excavations were directed by S. Kol-
Yaakov, and since 2014, co-directed by the author.

Burials in this necropolis revealed within the 
perimeter of the archaeological site are character-
ized by multiple, primary interments in natural, 
karstic caves minimally modified to facilitate buri-
al (fig. 2). Six caves were originally used for buri-
al in the Late Chalcolithic period and then used 
in late EB I, while three were first used in the lat-
er period. The re-use of LC burial grounds during 
the late EB I for burial purposes is not uncommon, 
and is evidenced e.g., in not too distant LC/EB I 
burial caves in central Israel at Giv‘atayim,1 Benei 
Braq ,2 Palmahim Quarry,3 Ben-Shemen4 and Sho-
ham (North).5

The individuals interred in the late EB I ne-
cropolis at NRQ were arranged on the floors of 
the caves, around the perimeters of the walls. Four 
adults were laid out on stone-built pavements in 
three different burial caves, perhaps indicating that 
they enjoyed high social status. They were accompa-
nied by a variety of funerary gifts, including pottery, 
ground stone vessels, flint tools, metal weapons, and 
faunal offerings (fig. 3). The quantity and variety of 
the gifts varied markedly from cave to cave and from 
interment to interment. 

Ceramic and lithic deposits deriving from the 
NRQ burial caves all date to various phases with-
in the late EB I period until its very end. The mul-
tiple burials in the caves most probably indicate 

1	 Sussman, Ben-Arieh 1966.
2	 Kaplan 1963.
3	 Gophna, Lifshitz 1980.
4	 Perrot, Ladiray 1980.
5	 Van Den Brink, Gophna 2005.

they served the population interring its dead there 
for more than one generation. In terms of region-
alism, the material culture of the NRQ burial caves 
belongs to a late EB I southern sub-culture but with 
some notable northern influences.6

In the absence of any late EB I settlement re-
mains above-ground or in the caves, a possible can-
didate for the mortuary population of the NRQ ne-
cropolis is the large, contemporary settlement at Tel 
Lod, situated five km northwest.7 The presence of 
several Egyptian imports at the former site is consis-
tent with the occurrence of Egyptian materials un-
covered in the caves.8

6	 Avrutis 2012, pp. 101–199, 213–220.
7	 E.g., Yannai, Marder 2000; Van Den Brink 2002.
8	 Cf. Van Den Brink, Braun 2002.

Figure 1
Map of the southern Levant 

with sites mentioned in the text
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bottles are of alluvial Nile clays.9 Their forms are 
very similar to Petrie’s Sequence Type 87 a–d.10 In 
the Nile Delta comparable vessels appear in Naqa-
da IIIA/B contexts, e.g., at Tell Ibrahim el-Awad11 
and Tell el-Farain/Buto (level III).12 In the south-
ern Levant similar bottles are found at sites extend-
ing from northern Sinai to Ein Assawir on Israel’s 
coastal plain, all of them from late EB I contexts.13 
Similar vessels imitating Egyptian forms and tech-
niques were sometimes produced in the southern 
Levant from local clays, clearly imports copied lo-

9	 Golding-Meir, Isirlis 2012, samples 75 and 117.
10	 Petrie 1953, pl. XXV.
11	 Van Den Brink 1992, fig. 7.2, pl. 18.2.
12	 Köhler 1992, fig. 7.
13	 Amiran, Van Den Brink 2001, fig. 3.10.

Four imported Egyptian ceramic vessels are as-
sociated with the late EB I burials; three small tear-
drop shaped bottles and an intact relatively small 
storage jar. The bottles were found in three differ-
ent burial caves (F-355, F-565 and F-868). One of 
them, from Cave F-355, has a slightly elongated, 
globular body and a high cylindrical neck with a 
thickened, everted rim (fig. 4: 1). Its exterior surface 
is red-slipped. A second bottle from Cave F-565, 
differs in morphology, having a short neck with a 
rounded, slightly everted rim (fig. 4: 2). The third 
bottle from Cave F-868 has a globular body and 
short neck (fig. 4: 3). Below its simple rounded rim 
are two antithetic pinholes, which probably served 
for fixing a lid in place. 

Petrographic examination of the vessels from 
Caves F-355 and F-565, revealed the fabrics of both 

Figure 2
Burial Caves F-55, F-355 and F-565
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Figure 3
Selection of finds from burial Caves F-55 (A) and F-662 (B)
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though later examples occur in Naqada IIIB–C.19 
Given its present context, attributing the NRQ jar 
to Naqada IIIB–C seems most likely.

Two pear-shaped alabaster mace-heads, found in 
the NRQ burial caves F-565 and F-868, show high 
levels of craftsmanship (fig. 4: 5‑6). The alabaster 
appears to be of Egyptian origin but it is unknown 
where the objects were manufactured. Similar 
mace-heads are frequently recorded from the Naqa-
da III period in Egypt but appear less frequently in 
the southern Levant during the Early Bronze Age. 
Examples are known from Jericho20 and Horvat Il-
lin Tahtit.21 Production of alabaster items was very 
characteristic of early Egypt22 and the export of such 

19	 Avrutis 2012, 117–118, tab. 4.2.1 and references 
Therein.

20	 Kenyon 1960, fig. 66.4.
21	 Braun et Al. 2002, fig. 4.7.
22	 E.g. El-Khouli 1978; Van Den Brink, Braun 

2006.

cally and sometime known as Egyptianized.14 Such 
vessels are restricted to southern sites, e.g., Site H 
Wady Ghazzeh (Nahal Besor) and En Besor.15

The morphology of the intact storage jar of this 
vessel is clearly Egyptian (fig. 4: 4), a fact corrobo-
rated by petrographic examination.16 It was made of 
Egyptian marl clay, fired to a high temperature. and 
its exterior was left plain. This type of jar belongs 
to Petrie’s Predynastic Group L53, in particular 
L53 h–j17 and proto-dynastic Type 94, in particu-
lar 94d2 and 94k.18 There are over 50 occurrences of 
this type of jar in Egypt: they offer a chronological 
framework that does not predate Naqada III. The 
majority of examples fall within Naqada IIIA2, al-

14	 Braun 2016.
15	 Gophna 1992, figs. 4.7, 6.4.
16	 Tsatskin 2010, pp. 55–56, fig. 4.25.
17	 Petrie 1921, pl. L.
18	 Petrie 1953, pl. XXIX.

Figure 4
Imported Egyptian artifacts 
from the NRQ burial caves
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Figure 5
Chambardia rubens arcuata shell from burial Cave F-565

Figure 6
A copper spearhead from burial Cave F-55

products to the southern Levant has been record-
ed.23 These artifacts were either manufactured in 
Egypt or the raw material was imported and fash-
ioned in the southern Levant.

23	 E.g. Amiran 1970 (alabaster vessels found in EB III 
temple at Ai, which probably originated in earlier, EB I, period).

Shells of the fresh water bivalve species Cham-
bardia rubens arcuate, obvious imports from the 
Nile, were found in EB I contexts in Caves F-355 
and F-565 at NRQ (fig. 5).24 These shells have also 

24	 Mienis 2012, pp. 252–254, fig. 12.1.10.



West & East	 191	 Monografie, 2

Imported artefacts from an Early Bronze Age I burial ground at Nesher-Ramla Quarry (el-Khirbe)

earliest example of such in the southern Levant, as 
too date, there are no published examples of dogs 
that have been intentionally interred together with 
humans. 

Intentional canine burials unrelated to human 
burials are known from the LC site of Gilat, where 
dogs have been deposited in shallow pits, dug into 
the ground. In few instances these were accompa-
nied by pottery. Occasionally several dogs were bur-
ied in a single pit.31 One explanation for this phe-
nomenon is that the dogs played a ceremonial or 
totemic role in that society.32 Dog burials have also 
been recorded for an early phase of the EB I settle-
ment excavated at Ashqelon-Afridar,33 and in an 
EB I–II pit at Tel Lachish.34 This practice remains 
rare in the archaeological record of the country un-
til the Iron Age II and Persian periods, which are 
beyond the scope of the present discussion. None 
of the above-mentioned examples were associated 
with human burials.

Unlike the situation in the southern Levant, nu-
merous examples of human individuals buried to-
gether with canines are recorded for the Predynas-
tic and later periods in Upper Egypt and Nubia.35 
There independent canine burials, with one or more 
dogs in single pit, were frequently found surround-
ed by concentrations of human burials. These dog 
burials were interpreted as being those of guard-
ians.36 One might perhaps hypothesize that the be-
fore-mentioned infant-canine burial in burial F-257 
is perhaps a manifestation of a mortuary practice 
‘imported’ from Egypt.

So far, this paper has presented artifacts and 
ideas imported from Egypt and their impact on the 
material culture of the southern Levant. Below it ad-
dresses several examples, of influences which flowed 
in the opposite direction, reflected by objects associ-
ated with the EB I NRQ burials.

31	 Levy, Alon 1993, pp. 83–84, fig. 107.
32	 Grigson 2006, p. 239.
33	 Golani 2004, p. 14; Whitcher Kansa 2004, 

pp. 291–292.
34	 Tufnell 1958, pp. 288–290, pl. 7, 2; Bate 1958, 

pp. 322–323.
35	 See E.g., Chaix 1999; Flores 2003; Van Neer, 

Linseele, Friedman 2004.
36	 Flores 2003, p. 65.

been collected from Late Chalcolithic (LC) con-
texts at the site (e.g., Cave F-477), as well as from 
numerous other sites in the southern Levant. The 
presence of these Nilotic freshwater bivalves with 
their mother of pearl shells in the LC and EB I con-
texts is not surprising because they are highly di-
agnostic for those periods, although they were ex-
ploited at least from the Natufian until the Arabic 
periods.25 The Chambardia shells collected from 
NRQ caves do not exhibit any signs of man-made 
modifications, i.e., there is no indication that they 
were exploited in one way or another beyond being 
used as grave goods. 

This observation applies to most of the shells 
found in excavations throughout the Levant. In 
Egypt such mussels were used for numerous purpos-
es such as scoops and for production of containers, 
combs, scrapers, discs and pendants. Their inclusion 
in the burials of the Late Chalcolithic and EB I in the 
southern Levant suggests they may have had some 
symbolic value. The export of Chambardia shells 
from Egypt, probably as live specimens are corrobo-
rated by the discovery of a late Predynastic Egyptian 
jar, of Maadi type (LC/EB transition or very early 
EB I) off the coast of the North Atlit bay, which con-
tained pairs of these bivalves,26 which were probably 
valued for their gastronomic qualities.

Interaction between the distant regions can be 
manifested not only by the transfer of objects, but 
also by adoption of foreign customs, concepts and 
traditions. On particularly good noteworthy of such 
an occurrence in the Ramla necropolis in Cave F-257 
is a burial of a young child in tandem with a canine. 
The five to nine year old human individual27 had been 
intentionally interred with a young dog (canis famil-
iaris) of six to seven months.28 The burial was sealed 
with a circular stone slab of local limestone.29 

The earliest evidence of a canine burial in the 
Southern Levant is recorded for the Natufian pe-
riod.30 This unusual double burial is apparently the 

25	 Reese, Mienis, Woodward 1986.
26	 Sharvit, Galili 2002, p. 29*, figs. 43–44.
27	 Deutsch 2012, p. 234, tab. 10.2.
28	 Horwitz 2012, pp. 242–243, fig. 11.4.
29	 Avrutis 2012, p. 25, fig. 2.28.
30	 Tchernov, Valla 1997.
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and a single in Bat Yam.43 Daggers sharing similar 
characteristics have been uncovered at and Kefar 
Monash (n = 4),44 Jericho,45 Tel Aviv (Ha-Masger 
Street)46 and Horvat Mazarot (Nahal Tavor) 
(n = 2).47 They differ from the spearheads in hav-
ing a riveted hilt hafting but display the same local 
metallurgical tradition. 

In Egypt, four nearly contemporaneous dag-
gers with triangular shaped blades and pronounced 
midribs have been recorded. Two were recovered at 
el-Amra, one is of silver and the other of copper. The 
third, also of silver, was purchased by the Cairo Mu-
seum, having apparently been looted from a grave 
at Homra Doum. The fourth dagger, of copper, was 
recovered at Naqada.48 The earlier appearance and 
the greater number of such daggers in the southern 
Levant lead us to assume that the Egyptian speci-
mens are either imports or local imitations made of 
imported copper from the southern Levant. The lat-
ter assumption is especially valid for the two silver 
daggers, as there are no silver deposits known in the 
southern Levant.

The artifacts from NRQ join to the corpus of ev-
idence of the interrelations and mutual influences 
between the southern Levant and Egypt during late 
EB I/Naqada IIIB–C. The contacts and influenc-
es described above illustrate several levels of the in-
terregional interaction: the import of artifacts, the 
import of raw material for local production, local 
imitation of foreign artifacts, adaptation of foreign 
ideas and traditions.

The Egyptian artifacts from NRQ, as well as 
the main corpus of Egyptian material recovered 
from sites in the southern Levant, are dated to the 
late EB I, parallel in time with Naqada IIIB-C, the 
period during which the last kings of Dynasty 0, 
(Horus) Ka and (Horus) Narmer reigned and early 
rulers of Dynasty 1, (Horus) Aha and possibly the 
early years of the reign of Djer.49 Based on the quan-

43	 Shalev 1992, p. 133, tabs. 3-A.3.A.8; 3-B.2.A.1.
44	 Hestrin, Tadmor 1963, fig. 12.1–4, pl. 29. E–H.
45	 Philip 1989, p. 454, fig. 34.823 (right), pl. 2.A.
46	 Barkan, Abu-Salah 2017, fig. 6.
47	 Rotem personal communication.
48	 Baumgartel 1960, pl. II.1–3, 5.
49	 Braun 2014, p. 40.

A locally-made, double-handled jug found in 
NRQ burial cave F-55, may serve as an example of 
the southern Levantine influence on foreign pottery 
traditions. The jug has two handles: a large, high and 
single-stranded loop handle attached to the rim of 
the cylindrical neck and shoulder, and an oppo-
site, smaller, and near vestigial loop handle placed 
on the shoulder.37 Similar jugs, though slightly less 
elongated and more globular, are known from buri-
al caves in Palmahim Quarry and Azor, dated to a 
post-Erani C phase of the EB I period.38 A minia-
ture version of a similar jug was recovered at ‘Ai.39 
Notably similar jugs have been found in contempo-
rary Naqada III funerary contexts in Hierakonpolis, 
Upper Egypt40 and in Terminal A-group elite tombs 
in Qustul, Lower Nubia,41 where they were imitated 
in much finer fabrics. The appearance of these jugs 
in so distant regions suggests local imitations of the 
southern Levantine imports. 

The late EB I burials found to date at NRQ 
were accompanied by fifteen daggers and a single 
spearhead, all of them of copper. The daggers are 
of the most common type, characterized by elon-
gated blades, a rhombic or elliptical cross-section 
and rectangular butts with four or six circular per-
forations arranged in pairs which once had rivets. 
This dagger type, introduced during late phases 
of EB I, remained in use up to and including the 
EB IV period. 

The spearhead deserves special mention (fig. 6). 
It is a 239 mm long and heavy (159.7 g) copper ar-
tefact of excellent workmanship. The blade is tri-
angular with curved shoulders and is reinforced by 
a pronounced midrib that extends from tip to base. 
The massive tang is round in cross-section and 
ends in a hook. The blade is almost twice as long as 
the tang. Heavy hammering is evident on both its 
surfaces. Four similar spearheads have been found 
in the contemporaneous Kefar Monash Hoard42 

37	 Avrutis 2012, pp. 109–110, fig. 4.17, pl. 4.22.3.
38	 Gophna, Van Den Brink 2002.
39	 Callaway 1964, pl. XIX.5091.
40	 Adams, Friedman 1992, p. 334, fig. 15.
41	 Williams 1986, pp. 78–80, fig. 182, pl. 25.
42	 Hestrin, Tadmor 1963, pp. 279–282, figs. 10.3; 

11.1–3; pl. 29.A–D.
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local inhabitants, harbored Nilotic populations as 
either frequent visitors or long-term residents».58 
Sites of Tiers 3 and 4 are characterized by exclusive-
ly indigenous populations, as is evidenced by only 
sporadic Egyptian-associated artifacts (Tier 3) or a 
total absence of them (Tier 4).

The small quantity of imported Egyptian arti-
facts from four of the eight burial caves excavated at 
NRQ are contrasted with many more objects south 
Levantine origin. The mode of burial (with the ex-
ception of the young child and canine), is typical of 
south Levantine mortuary practices and thus, the 
totality of the evidence points to this necropolis as 
serving a local population. The Egyptian imports, 
likely objects of prestige, are evidence of the relative 
wealth of the population and its willingness to de-
vote significant resources for the benefit of its dead. 
They also suggest the possibility of contacts with 
Egyptians, both direct (e.g., the child-canine burial) 
and indirect (imported goods).

The centrally organized interregional interre-
lations must exhibit a material evidence of some 
kind of administration. Numerous serekhs of the 
last kings of Dynasty 0 and the first three kings of 
the  First Dynasty have been found on the sites in 
the southern Levant.59 The largest number belong 
to the period of the reign of (Horus) Narmer and 
mark the zenith of the interaction between the two 
regions. Most of the serekhs appear on jars of Egyp-
tian origin and only two have been found on lo-
cally-made vessels, both of which exhibit Egyptian 
morphological characteristics. These containers, 
bearing royal insignia and names, suggest that the 
contacts had received royal sanction, even if they 
were not actually initiated directly by the Egyptian 
state. In addition, the internal administration of the 
period by Egyptians is evidenced by Egyptian-style 
bullae, found at En Besor and the Halif Terrace/
Nahal Tillah site.60

The primary reason for establishing these rela-
tions seems to have been economic. The contem-
porary archaeological data are supported by later 
evidence, e.g., the early Middle Kingdom frescoes 

58	 Braun 2014, p. 43.
59	 Levy et Al. 2001, esp. 430–437, figs. 22.13–22.15.
60	 Cf. Schulman 1976, 1980; Levy et Al. 1997.

tity of imported material in the southern Levant 
and Egypt, it seems that contacts between the two 
regions peaked during that period. 

In the EB I period there is ample evidence of in-
teraction between the Southern Levant and Early 
Dynastic Egypt.50 Towards the end of the late EB I 
period interaction becomes more and more intense.51 
The earliest interpretations of the evidence for this 
intensified interaction were expressed in terms of a 
military conquest of the Southern Levant (and even 
farther north) by Egypt.52 With the accumulation 
of new excavation data, the nature of the interaction 
was reviewed, and trade, rather than military aggres-
sion, was emphasized.53 The process was defined as 
colonization of the southern part of the Southern 
Levant.54 Newer approaches offer more dynamic in-
terpretations of the evidence.55 Notably, this inter-
action abruptly ceased at the very end of EB I.

A “four-tiered” model, based on the analysis of 
large quantities of the Egyptian-associated material 
derived from various sites, was proposed to illustrate 
the degree of interaction during very late EB I.56 Ac-
cording to Braun’s and Van den Brink’s model, Tier 
1 is ascribed to sites with primarily Egyptian-asso-
ciated material culture, probably reflecting immi-
gration from the Nile Valley. These sites are located 
in a limited area in the southeastern Mediterranean 
Littoral and the northern extremity of the Negev 
and, in most cases, had previously been settled by 
indigenous populations. It seems that there was a 
kind of hierarchy in the Egyptian settlements con-
sisting of a political center, administrative outposts, 
way-stations, and points of contacts with local pop-
ulations.57 To Tier 2 belong sites with significant 
quantities of Egyptian-associated material, perhaps 
«… suggest[ing] they may have, in addition to their 

50	 E.g. Van Den Brink, Levy (eds.) 2002.
51	 De Miroschedji 2002, pp. 39–44, tab. 2.1; Braun 

2011.
52	 Yadin 1955; Yeivin 1960, 1968; Oren 1973.
53	 Amiran 1974; Ben-Tor 1982; Gophna 1987, 1992.
54	 Brandl 1992; Gophna 1992.
55	 Levy, Van Den Brink 2002; De Miroschedji 

2002; Braun, Van Den Brink 2008; Anđelković 2012; 
Braun 2014.

56	 Braun 2014, pp. 37–43, fig. 1.
57	 Greenberg, Palumbi 2014, p. 117.
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These radical changes also occurred in the urban 
southern Levant and are clearly evident at the NRQ 
burial grounds which, after having been in use for 
several generations, did not continue into the EB II.

In complete contrast to the interrelations be-
tween Egypt and the southern Levant during the 
EB I, are the state of the contacts with the northern 
regions, such as northern Syria and Anatolia. Until 
recently the only imported vessel from the Euphra-
tes Valley was found at the Ein Assawir, Tomb 20.69 
A new jar of similar origin was uncovered in the 
NRQ burial grounds. 

The spouted jar found in Cave F-662 character-
ized by a globular body, high neck and an everted, 
thickened rim (figs. 7: 8.1), morphological charac-
teristics clearly foreign to late EB I south Levantine 
ceramics. The jar is finished with oblique burnishing 
on its upper the body and with horizontal burnishing 
below. The spout is set on the vessel’s shoulder. The 
neck and spout were made as separate segments and 
attached to the body while the vessel was in a ‘leath-
er-hard’ condition. Petrographic examination of the 
jar confirmed its origin in the Euphrates Valley. 

Spouted and un-spouted globular jars are very 
characteristic of the Mesopotamian ceramic reper-
toire. Parallels for the Nesher-Ramla jar have been 
recorded at Tepe Gawra (fig. 8: 2, 8),70 Mohammed 
Arab (fig. 8: 3),71 Tell Braq (fig. 8: 9)72 and Khafajah 
(fig. 8: 4).73 In addition this vessel can be related ty-
pologically to Late Reserve Slip Ware, although it 
differs in its surface finish (e.g., fig. 8: 5–7).74 This 
group is well known in the Euphrates and Amuq 
valleys.75 The majority of these vessels are dated to 
ARCANE76 Period Early Middle Euphrates 1–2, 
corresponding with south Levantine EB IA to early 
phases of EB II. 

69	 Yannai, Braun 2001, fig. 3.6.
70	 Speiser 1935, pp. 47–48, Pls. Lxv.63; LXVI.80.
71	 Rova 2013, p. 7, pl. 2.1.
72	 Felli 2003, p. 67, figs. 4.16, 4.25.20.
73	 Delougaz 1952, pl. 187.C.655.222.
74	 Braidwood, Braidwood 1960, fig. 219.1, 3; 

Frangipane 2007, fig. 8.17.13.
75	 Jamieson 2014.
76	 Associated Regional Chronologies for the Ancient 

Near East and the Eastern mediterranean.

from Beni Hasan,61 which illustrate the various 
south Levantine commodities traditionally im-
ported into the Nile Valley: wine, pulses, olive 
oil, resins, wood, cattle and caprines, copper, and 
human labor. In return, Egypt may have export-
ed grain, Nilotic shells, gold, and semi-precious 
stones to the southern Levant.62

The overland trade routes between the Nile 
Delta and southern Levant have been established 
through the survey in the northern Sinai Peninsula.63 
Using data from sites such as Nizzanim, Palmahim 
Quarry, Palmahim, Ashqelon (Afridar and Barnea), 
Maabarot and North Atlit bay,64 a part of a net-
work of coastal way-stations on the maritime route 
from Egypt to Lebanon can be reconstructed.65 The 
Egyptian artefacts at contemporary Byblos provide 
further evidence for this maritime route.66

The end in Egyptian/southern Levantine interac-
tions occurs in very late (terminal) EB I or early EB II, 
during the reign of Den, the third king of the First 

Dynasty. At this time imported artefacts disappear 
from the southern Levant, as does other evidence of 
an Egyptian presence. The reasons for the waning of 
Egyptian influence during this period is not clear and 
a number of explanations have been suggested. The 
most widespread opinion is that the main factor for 
the change was the development of the sea route be-
tween the Egypt and the Lebanese coast. This route 
seems to have been much quicker, less expensive and 
safer and also gave a direct access to the source of the 
important and valuable commodity of timber.67 In 
any case, the end of the massive Egyptian involve-
ment was sudden and complete, which could be in-
terpreted as an act of political will.68

61	 Newberry 1896, pl. XXXI.
62	 Ben-Tor 1982, p. 14.
63	 Oren 1973.
64	 As mentioned above, the North Atlit Bay jar dated 

very early in the EB I. Nevertheless, it still should be considered 
as additional evidence of the Maritime Route Way.

65	 Gophna, Liphschitz 1996.
66	 Prag 1986.
67	 For a summary of the views on this topic, see Sowada 

2009, pp. 28–30.
68	 Greenberg, Palumbi 2014, p. 117.
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Figure 8
Selected parallels for the spouted 
jar from NRQ

Figure 7
Middle Euphrates spouted jar 
from burial Cave 662
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been either direct or indirect. However, it should 
be remembered that foreign artefacts could have 
reached the various sites discussed above through 
non-commercial relationships which might have 
included tribute, plunder, gifts, etc. Thus, the pres-
ence of the imports, per se, as is apparently the case 
for NRQ, does not necessarily indicate direct inter-
regional contacts.

The presence of only two vessels imported from 
the north in the whole area of the southern Levant 
emphasizes the almost-complete absence of any di-
rect connections with northern Syria and Anatolia 
during the course of the EB I period. 

Trade between the southern Levant and neigh-
boring regions discussed in this article may have 
been on an equal or unequal basis and may have 
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