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APPENDIX
by Stephen J. Pfann
Period Ia and the terminus a quo of de Vaux’s Period Ib,
Essene Occupation
Recent treatments of the stratigraphy of the site of Qumran have taken
issue with a second century date for the beginnings of the Hellenistic
occupation of the site. This thesis, based solely upon early published
materials from the site, proposes that Period I begins with the reign
of Alexander Jannaeus in the first or second quarter of the first century B.C.E. and queries the existence of de Vaux’s Period Ia at the site
altogether.10 In light of such conclusions, a number of scholars have
recently shifted their work on the Dead Sea Scrolls and Qumran to
reflect a later beginning for the occupation of the site by the Essenes
(or “Qumran Community,” as some prefer). Others have gone so far
as to ascribe the origins of the group to a date not earlier than the early
first century B.C.E.11
In the following essay the author presents evidence of artifacts
documented in currently available resources, which typify the strata
and phases of de Vaux’s historical periods of the late Second Temple
period spanning the years, in particular, from the second half of the

10
One of the scholars most vocal in her criticism of de Vaux’s early stratigraphy is
J. Magness. While supporting de Vaux’s stratigraphy on most details she has dismissed
the existence of second century B.C.E. remains altogether. In her 2002 book, Magness
contends that, “there is no clear or convincing evidence for de Vaux’s Period Ia”
(Archaeology of Qumran, 63). She also states, “There are no assemblages of whole vessels associated with it [Period Ia]” (ibid., 64). As a result, Magness presents a revised
chronology of the site of Khirbet Qumran. See Jodi Magness, The Archaeology of Qumran and the Dead Sea Scrolls: Studies in the Dead Sea Scrolls and Related Literature
(Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 2002), 63–66, and her discussion, ibid. 49–50.
11
One should note, however, that this proposed late dating of the remains at Qumran is not relevant to the question of the date of the “Teacher of Righteousness” or the
group’s origins since, according to their own literature, Qumran was not the first place
that they settled. See Stephen J. Pfann, “Historical Implications of the Early Second
Century Dating of the 4Q249–250 Cryptic A Corpus,” in Things Revealed: Studies
in Early Jewish and Christian Literature in Honor of Michael E. Stone (ed. Esther G.
Chazon, David Satran, and Ruth A. Clements; JSJSup 89; Leiden: Brill, 2004), 183–85.
Others accept this late dating while rejecting the connection between the scroll caves
and the site of Qumran. See Michael O. Wise, “Dating the Teacher of Righteousness
and the Floruit of His Movement,” JBL 122/1 (2003) 53–87.
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second century B.C.E. until the site’s destruction and abandonment in
the year 68 C.E.
The Sealed Loci of period Ia
Stratigraphic layers from archeological sites are best dated by definable areas, or “loci”, which contain datable materials from only one
period, and are termed “sealed” or “clean” from extraneous materials from later periods. The primary sealed locus, for dating purposes,
from Period Ia lies under the eastern wall of locus 30 where an oven
and some vessels were uncovered. It was there that a cooking pot that
can be comfortably dated to the second half of the second century
B.C.E. and a local variety of fish plates, slightly later but from the same
phase, were found, which parallel similar forms found at Maresha and
Beth Zur (see Figs. 16–19 below). Both sites were destroyed during
the reign of John Hyrcanus I before 104 B.C.E., which precludes the
notion that such forms must be dated to the first century B.C.E.
Corroborating the evidence from the sealed loci, Hellenistic kite and
delfiniform lamps were also found in the early dumps of the site, again,
deriving from a second century material culture. There are a relatively
significant number of coins from the third quarter of the second
century, further supporting de Vaux’s attribution of Period Ia to the
second century B.C.E. (See further below, on coins).
There are few loci which Roland de Vaux considered to contain
potential evidence for Period Ia. Among these were loci 9A, 10A, 28/29,
sous 30, sous 66 and 110. To these J.-B. Humbert added loci 141 and
147. To these should be added finds from under the floor of locus 26.
In almost all cases, the rationale for these identifications was based
upon stratigraphic sequencing and not upon datable material remains
found within the loci. Only in the case of loc. sous 30 is the locus
sealed from the intrusion and mixing of later pottery. In this case the
locus was partially sealed by the eastern wall of the locus that was built
above it during renovations of the following period. The cooking pot
was sealed under an oven whose ash penetrated under the wall.
Concerning loc. sous 30 de Vaux writes:
25/5[?]/53. We opened a trench against the eastern wall: about 20 cm
under the floor an oven and a curious plastered installation appeared on
the south. To understand it better, we removed the entire upper floor.
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24/3/53. Removal of all the bristles of the floor from period II.
26–27/3/53. We continued. It appeared that the whole room was
empty, except on the south where we had begun.
28/3/53. We completed the cleaning. Close to the oven and a little
lower down, the ash appeared to pass under the eastern wall.
30/3/53. Cleaning of the interior of the oven and of the ash pit between
the oven and the wall. The ashes descend only slightly lower and penetrate a little under the wall.
4/4/53. We removed a Roman (sic)12 cooking pot which had been
under the oven.”13
The following objects are listed in the English edition along with the
above account:
Objects of locus 30 lower level, 1955.
2520: ball of clay. 2528: small cylindrical vessel. 2529–2532: small
plates. 2533–2535, 2552 and 2567: small plates. 2575: inscribed potsherd.
2610: saucer. 2661: cooking pot.

This list of objects from this important locus should reflect the material culture of Period Ia if de Vaux is correct. One can gain immediate
access to photos of these objects on microfiche in the often overlooked
publication of the manuscript and other material finds from Qumran,
published in 1993.14 This publication provided photos of 70 to 80 per
cent of the 1707 registered objects from de Vaux’s excavations of Qumran with accompanying object numbers. Among these, photos of most
of the registered objects of locus sous 30 are provided. These include:
KHQ 2528 (on PAM 42.776); 2530–2532, 2534 (PAM 42.779); 2552
(PAM 42.698); 2610 (PAM 42.785); 2661 (PAM 42.778).
A comparison of the cooking pot and plates from Khirbet Qumran
loci sous 30 and 26 with certain cooking pots from Beth Zur and pseudo
fish plates from Maresha (Figs. 16–19) is illustrative. The cooking pots
of the third and second centuries B.C.E. tend to have tall flaring rims
and steep sloping shoulders and handles which start slightly above
the rim. The process of the development of pronounced shoulders,
12

This form (obj. 2661) well predates the Roman Period.
De Vaux’s excavation notes are cited from The Excavations of Qumran and Ein
Feshkha (ed. Jean-Baptiste Humbert and Alain Chambon; rev. and annotated Eng.
ed. by Stephen J. Pfann; NTOA Series Archeologica 1B; Fribourg: University Press,
2003), 24. The text of the locus descriptions and object lists were rechecked, corrected,
and updated with information from the original dated account of the excavations and
against the information provided in the original object catalogue and card files.
14
The Dead Sea Scrolls on Microfiche: a Comprehensive Facsimile Edition of the
Texts From the Judaean Desert (ed. Emanuel Tov with the collaboration of Stephen J.
Pfann; Leiden/New York: Brill/IDC, 1993), 134 microfiches.
13
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Fig. 16: Palestine Archeological Museum (PAM) Photos of the cooking pot,
bowls, pseudo fish plates and a small cylindrical jar published in 1993. To the
right is a recent photo of KhQ 2520, the lot found in locus sous 30

Fig. 17: Cooking pot and plates from Kh. Qumran’s locus sous 30

reduced rim size, and lowering of the handles, while it may have begun
toward the end of the second century B.C.E., was only established in
the first century B.C.E. The fact that there is such an early style, exclusive to second century B.C.E., is very telling. Although the low bowls
or pseudo fish plates continue into the first century B.C.E., the style
of those from locus sous 30 is most similar to those of the second
century.15 The parallel forms to the cooking pot and pseudo fish plates
15
Amos Kloner, Maresha Excavations Final Report I: Subterranean Complexes 21,
44, 70 (IAA Reports 17. Jerusalem: Israel Antiquities Authority 2003), 82.
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Fig. 18: Cooking pots from second century B.C.E. Beth Zur (left) and Qumran
loc. sous 30 (right)

Fig. 19: Cooking pot from Qumran’s locus 26 (left) and pseudo fish plates
from second century B.C.E. Maresha (right).16

illustrated above from Beth Zur and Maresha cannot be dated to the
first century, since both sites were destroyed under John Hyrcanus whose
reign ended in 104 B.C.E.17 A date in the second half of the second
16
Amos Kloner, Maresha Excavations Final Report I. Fig. 6.2 undecorated plain
ware bowls 28–30.
17
Kloner firmly dates the destruction to 112/111 B.C.E. Cf. Maresha Excavations
Final Report I. 5. A number of years after the reign of Hyrcanus I, some time subsequent to the reign of Jannaeus, a small settlement was evidently reestablished at Beth
Zur. This large hiatus in occupation and the meager Roman character of the subsequent settlement does not affect the dating of the Hellenistic layers at the site. This is
supported by the small number of coins of Jannaeus and the Roman period pottery
that was found in unstratified contexts from “a date near the end of the pre-Christian
era.” P. and N. Lapp “Iron II–Hellenistic Pottery Groups” in O. Sellers, et al., The 1957
Excavations at Beth Zur, (AASOR 38; Cambridge, MA: ASOR, 1968), 75–79.
At Hasmonean Jericho, an early pottery assemblage containing similar items to
those of locus sous 30, was found in two loci along with the majority of the site’s
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century B.C.E. for the cooking pot KhQ 2661 and the pseudo fish
plates from Khirbet Qumran—a period when these forms predominate—would then be quite plausible.
Kiln Locus sous  and the Social Character of
de Vaux’s Period Ia
Does Period Ia contain the first stages of Essene occupation? The
answer to this question requires an examination of the kiln found at
locus 66, pictured below.
Concerning Locus sous 66, de Vaux records:
1/4/54. A round structure of baked clay appeared in the north of locus
66; we removed the stone pavement of locus 48 in order to excavate it.
It appears that there was an identical structure immediately to the east
of the first. It was badly destroyed by the pavement of locus 48.
Since both structures were earlier than the establishment of cistern 49
and of its associated area, might they be Israelite?
We completed the excavation of the round structure: it certainly reminds
one of a pottery kiln, with its opening on the north and a central pillar.
The sleeper was destroyed, but its mark on the periphery is clear.18

From the excavation’s object catalogue:
KhQ 1298–1301: Quatre boulettes sphériques percées incomplétement de
trous; argile; 1298: Diam. 30 (cm), 16 trous. 1299: Diam. 28, 17 trous. 1300:
Diam. 29, 19 trous. 1301: Diam. 27, 18 trous. Niv. au fond du “four”.

Hyrcanus I coins. The loci were dated stratigraphically and historically to the reign
of Hyrcanus I (134–104 B.C.E.) by the excavator E. Netzer. Although the ceramicist
R. Bar Nathan acknowledges the initial building of the palace in the second century
B.C.E. under Hyrcanus I, she ascribes no pottery from the site as going back to his
reign. Instead, she ascribes the earliest pottery as pointing “to the reign of Alexander
Jannaeus (103–76 B.C.E), or at the end of the reign of John Hyrcanus, the earliest, as
a certain date for the Jericho material.” Based upon available parallels to the pottery
at other sites, she assigns the pottery to Jericho’s first level HS I as being 100–95/85
B.C.E., which is an unrealistically short period for the full duration of any pottery
form. Therefore, this does not provide a date for this pottery repertoire’s entire history
at the site, which should include the time of Hyrcanus I, but, does perhaps indicate the
potential culmination of its history occurring in one or two areas at the site.
See R. Bar Nathan, “The Pottery” in Hasmonean and Herodian Palaces of Jericho III
(Jerusalem: Israel Exploration Society, 2002), 193–94, Appendix II, pl. I.
18
Jean-Baptiste Humbert and Alain Chambon, eds. (Pfann, rev. Eng. ed.), The
Excavations of Qumran and Ein Feshkha, NTOA Series Archeologica 1B, 35.
19
Humbert and Chambon, eds., Khirbet Qumrân et ‘Aïn Feshkha I. NTOA Series
Archeologica 1, photos 176 and 174.
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Fig. 20: Left: Kiln Loc. 66 showing the upper steps of mikveh loc. 48/49 sealing
the locus from above. Right: Kiln loc. 66 with the pavement removed.19

“Four spherical balls, partially pierced with (shallow) holes. clay.; 1298:
Diam. 30 (cm), 16 holes. 1299: Diam. 28, 17 holes. 1300: Diam. 29, 19
holes. 1301: Diam. 27, 18 holes. Level: On the bottom of the ‘oven’.”
All other objects were in the upper fills.20
The material character of Period Ia appears, in most respects, to be
quite ordinary and domestic. The cooking pots and fish plates in locus
sous 30, which are similar to mid-to-late second century Maresha21 and
Beth Zur, are the normal domestic kitchen and tableware of the period.
On the other hand, both locus sous 30 and especially locus 66 have
items that are unique and typical to Qumran in its later Periods Ib and
II. The one lot22 in loc. sous 30 and the four23 in kiln 66 are similar in
most ways to the lots of the succeeding periods but differ, as a group,
from the latter, in that they are significantly larger and have whitened
surfaces, but with smaller holes. Since the first Hellenistic buildings
were constructed to be a farmstead, the most reasonable assessment
would be that the subsequent owners, the Essenes, began their occupation of the site by utilizing the buildings pretty much as they were—only
introducing certain religious paraphernalia in the form of lots which

20
Thanks to Jean-Baptiste Humbert and the École Biblique for their kind permission to consult the original catalogue of objects compiled by de Vaux and his team
which provided preliminary drawings, measurements and other details for each object
that was registered and restored.
21
Amos Kloner, Maresha Excavations Final Report I. For parallels to the cooking
pot see fig. 6.6:70–71; for the pseudo fish plates, see fig. 6.2:28–30. Also, elsewhere
at the site from loc. 10 inf.: a small disk-based in-turned bowl KhQ 418 = Maresha,
fig. 6.2.39.
22
KhQ 2520. It was pierced with 27 holes.
23
KhQ 1298–1301. The “floor” refers to the bottom of the fire pit and not to the
platform on which the pottery was fired.
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Fig. 21: Early photos of pierced lots from Ein Feshkha (AF23, 24, 29 from
PAM 42.869) and Qumran (KhQ 1298, 1299, 1300, 1658 from 42.682); Period
Ia exemplars on bottom row24

signal their presence in the latter years of Period Ia—until they began
renovations during Period Ib.
From Elsewhere at the Site
There are also lamps and other pottery forms which have been found
in the dumps, which bear witness to life in the second century. Other
second century pottery forms were found buried under the surfaces
of courtyards.
This includes at least one other cooking pot of particular interest
which was found just outside what was then the northernmost wall
below the floor and ash layer of locus 26, illustrated above (Fig. 19).

24
From Emanuel Tov, ed., in collaboration with Stephen J. Pfann, The Dead Sea
Scrolls on Microfiche, PAM 42.869 is on fiche 59; PAM 42.682 is on fiche 55.
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The Corroborative Numismatic Evidence
Bronze coinage from the second century B.C.E., which had been
minted in Jerusalem during the reigns of Antiochus VII (1.2%) and
John Hyrcanus I (1.0–1.8%), was found in de Vaux’s excavations,
elsewhere at the site, and in the settlement’s dumps.25 These percentages become significant when compared to the percentages of those
coins found in Jerusalem: Antiochus VII (0.4%) and Hyrcanus I
(2.6%).26 The existence of any quantity of these coin issues in other
sites is widely taken as a fair indicator of a site’s existence during
the reigns of these two rulers and is often corroborated by historical
or material evidence.27 The remarkable coincidence of the relative
quantities of coins at Qumran, Jericho, and Jerusalem (Fig. 24) contrasts with the percentages of coins from sites elsewhere in the Judean
wilderness and Dead Sea region (Fig. 23). This provides a compelling
argument for the simultaneous and continuous existence of the three
localities from the late second century B.C.E. until the end of the Second Temple Period.
Certain bronze coin issues are associated with the rule of John Hyrcanus I: in particular, the lily/anchor bronze coins of Antiochus VII
Euergetes from the early years of Hyrcanus’s reign and subsequently,

25
At present the coins from the excavations of Qumran cannot be located in order
to examine them individually. However, we can consult the card catalogue for those
coins, compiled by A. Spijkerman. The author would like to thank J.-B. Humbert
for providing access to this catalogue. Spijkerman identified with certainty 5 coins of
John Hyrcanus I by cross references to Reifenberg’s plates or by the “A” mint mark
found on certain of Hyrcanus's coins. Four other coins were listed as “John Hyrcanus
(?).” Although this question mark might be due to the poor state of preservation of
the coins, it also might be raising some question as to whether the coins should be
identified as those of Hyrcanus I or those of Hyrcanus II (67/63–40 B.C.E.). At the
time that Spijkerman compiled his catalogue, there was a tendency to identify virtually
all Hyrcanus coins as being of Hyrcanus II. Y. Meshorer, Jewish Coins of the Second
Temple Period (Trans. I. L. Levine; Tel Aviv: Am Hassefer and Masada, 1967) 41–43;
“The Beginning of Hasmonean Coinage,” IEJ 24 (1974) 59–61. This trend was later
proven to be in error. In fact, there is now considerable doubt as to whether Hyrcanus
II minted any coins at all. D. Barag and S. Qedar, “The Beginning of Hasmonean
Coinage,” INJ 4 (1980) 8–21.
26
H. Gitler, “A Comparative Study of Numismatic Evidence from Excavations in
Jerusalem,” LA 46 (1996) 317–62.
27
S. J. Pfann, The Character of the Early Essene Movement in the Light of the Manuscripts Written in Esoteric Scripts from Qumran (Ph.D. diss., The Hebrew University,
2001), Appendix C, “The Beginning of Essene Occupation at Qumran.”
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Fig. 23: Relative percentages of coins of various rulers in Judea and the Dead
Sea area

coins bearing his own name “Yehohanan.”28 One coin of his successor Judas Aristobulus I (who ruled for only one year, 104 B.C.E.) was
also found (KhQ 1318). Virtually all of the coins associated with these
second century rulers were found within the confines of the original
building which de Vaux ascribed to the pre-Essene phase, or at least
before the walls of the building were expanded to the east.
A brief survey of the statistics of the Hyrcanus I and Jannaeus coins
from sites within and bordering on the Judean Wilderness reveals certain noteworthy patterns.29
1. Beth Zur, a site which is known historically to have been occupied
and destroyed during the reign of John Hyrcanus I, yielded substantial

28
Aside from the 37 coins of Antiochus VII (with dates between 139 to 129 B.C.E.)
and 48 coins of Demetrius II (from 129 to 126 B.C.E.) derived from Qumran’s three
coin hordes (KhQ 2543, 2545, 2547), 3 bronze and 4 silver coins of Antiochus VII
were found elsewhere among the deposits of Qumran (KhQ 693, 772, 994, 1308, Tr.
A) and Ein Feshkha (AF 6). Small bronzes of Antiochus VII Euergetes (e.g., KhQ 547)
were produced by Hyrcanus I during the early years of his rule. Subsequently, after the
death of Antiochus VII, Hyrcanus I minted coins bearing his own name (KhQ 203,
396, 402, 2427, 2568; likely KhQ 505, 560, 561, 644). Cf. Y. Meshorer, A Treasury of
Jewish Coins: From the Persian Period to Bar Kokhba (Jerusalem and Nyack, NY: Yad
Ben-Zvi and Amphora, 2001), 30–31.
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The following publications are the sources utilized to compile charts for the relative percentages of various coin issues found at Judean
sites. Qumran and Ein Feshkha: R. de Vaux, with J.-B. Humbert and A. Chambon, Fouilles de Khirbet Qumrân et de Aïn Feshkha I (NTOA:
Series Archaeologica 1. Göttingen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1994); updated and corrected by S. Pfann (from the card files for Kh. Qumran
and Ain Feshkha compiled by A. Spijkerman) in The Excavations of Qumran and Ein Feshkha (English Edition) (NTOA Series Archaeologica
lB, 2003). Hasmonean Jericho: Y. Meshorer, “The Coins” in Hasmonean and Herodian Palaces of Jericho II (Jerusalem: Israel Exploration Society,
2004) 289–312; pls. 1–5. Herodian Jericho: J. B. Pritchard, “The Excavations at Herodian Jericho, 1951,” AASOR 32–33 (1958) 24–31 and pls.
60–62. Callirois: C. Clamer, Fouilles archéologiques de ’Aïn ez-Zâra/Callirrhoé: villégiature hérodienne (Bibliothèque, Archéologique, et Historique
CXLVII; Beirut: Institut français d’archéologique du Proche-Orient, 1997) 91–3 and pls. 30–31. En Gedi: B. Mazar, T. Dothan, and I. Dunayevsky,
En-Gedi: The First and Second Seasons of Excavation 1961–1962 (‘Atiqot V; Jerusalem: Dept. of Antiquities, 1966) 51–2 and pl. xxviii. Masada: Y.
Meshorer, The Coins of Masada (Masada I; Jerusalem: Israel Exploration Society, 1991) pls. 61–81. Herodion: Y. Meshorer, “The Coins,” in E. Netzer,
ed., Greater Herodium (Qedem 13; Jerusalem: Hebrew University Institute of Archaeology, 1981) 75. A. Spijkerman, Catalogo delle monete (Herodion
III; Jerusalem: Franciscan Printing Press, 1972). Jerusalem: H. Gitler, “A Comparative Study of Numismatic Evidence from Excavations in Jerusalem,”
LA 46 (1996) 317–62. Beth Zur: O. R. Sellers, The Citadels of Beth Zur (Philadelphia, 1933); Sellers, et al. “The 1957 Excavations at Beth Zur,” AASOR
38 (1968); R. W. Funk, “Beth Zur” in E. Stern, ed., The New Encyclopedia of Archaeological Excavations in the Holy Land, Vol. 1 (Jerusalem: Israel
Exploration Society and Carta, 1993) 261.

29
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Antiochus VII
J. Hyrcanus I
A. Jannaeus
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Herod the Great
Herod Archelaus
Early Procurators
Agrippa I
Later Procurators
Jewish War
Varia 71–129 A.D.
Varia post-130 A.D.
Late Roman 4.–5. c A.D.
Byzantine 6.–7. c A.D.

Jerusalem

Figure 22: Inventory of Coinage of Judaean Sites according to Ruler29
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percentages of Antiochus VII coins (4.2%) and Hyrcanus I coins
(7.6%) during its excavations. Coins of later squatter settlement:
negligible.
Sites which are known historically to have been occupied from the
reign of Hyrcanus I onward produced significant percentages of
his coins (1.8% or more: Jerusalem, 2.6%, Jericho Hasmonean Palace,
1.8%), but far less of Antiochus VII (Qumran, 1.2%; Jerusalem,
0.4%); Jericho Hasmonean Palace, none).
At sites known historically not to have been occupied during the
reigns of Alexander Jannaeus’s immediate predecessors, the coins of
Hyrcanus I, along with those of Antiochus VII and Judas Aristobulus
I, not only diminish in number but virtually disappear. For example,
Antiochus VII coins are completely absent at Masada. Hyrcanus I
coins, found only at Masada among these sites, amount to a mere
tenth of a percent (.1%), that is, only 4 of 3,856 coins found there.
Coins of Alexander Jannaeus generally predominate at sites which
are historically, or by ceramic evidence, known to have been occupied during Alexander Jannaeus’s reign, whether preceded by
John Hyrcanus or not. Substantial percentages of 30% or more were
recovered at En Gedi (76.9%), Jerusalem (39.7%) and Jericho Hasmonean Palace (65.6%), while Qumran yielded 30.6% in de Vaux’s
excavations and c. 56% in Magen’s excavations.30
Sites known to have been uninhabited during Jannaeus’s reign, or
to have been initially occupied by Herod the Great or later rulers,
contain considerably lower percentages of Jannaeus’s coins, specifically, 4% or less (Ein Feshkha, 4.0%; Herodion, 3.5%; Masada, 2.2%;
Callirois, 2.2%; Beth Zur, 0.8%; Jericho Herodian Palace, none).

2.

3.

4.

5.

The striking patterns noted above are linked to the period of site
occupation and are observable in sites that are separated by many
kilometers, from Jericho in the north to Masada in the south, and
from Jerusalem in the west to Callirois in the east. The profiles can be
seen from the above survey, from a percentage per ruler standpoint, as
30

The coins of Alexander Jannaeus were produced in the millions, primarily during the later years of his reign. The economy of the first century B.C.E. was instantly
flooded with coins bearing his name. For example, an estimated 300,000+ Alexander
Jannaeus coins were found in a horde at Kh. Mazin alone. See Y. Hirschfeld and
D. Ariel, “A Coin Assemblage from the Reign of Alexander Jannaeus Found on the
Shore of the Dead Sea,” IEJ 55 (2005) 66-89, esp. p. 69, n. 5. This stands in striking
contrast to the more modest numbers produced by his predecessors.
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Fig. 24: Relative percentages of the coins of various rulers from Jerusalem,
Hasmonean Jericho and Kh. Qumran.

varying widely depending upon the history of the settlement of each
site. The profile of Khirbet Qumran most closely resembles those of
Jerusalem and Hasmonean Jericho, both of which were active continuously from the second century B.C.E. until the first Revolt against
Rome. The number of coins of Hyrcanus I and Antiochus VII, though
relatively small, are considered in each case to be a significant indication of the site’s existence during the second half of the second century
B.C.E. This provides compelling support to de Vaux’s chronology of
Hellenistic Kh. Qumran as beginning during that period.
Moreover, a similar chronological distinction is markedly observable in the two Jericho sites which are distinguished by period. A
comparison of the distribution of these coins at Hasmonean Jericho
and Herodian Jericho, sites which were built adjacent to one another,
reveals the same distinctive distribution pattern as in the larger survey.
The coins of Hasmonean Jericho reflect the relative percentages found
at sites which were inhabited continuously from the time of Hyrcanus
I until First Revolt against Rome. On the other hand, the American
excavations of Herodian Jericho which was only built during King
Herod’s reign, produced no coins of Herod’s predecessors but significant percentages of his own coins and of his descendants. These chronological distinctions are also observable in the stages of building and
expansion at Qumran. The second century bronze coins of Hyrcanus I,
generally found in “lower level” strata according to de Vaux’s notes
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(including also the coin of Aristobulus I, 104/103 B.C.E.), were found
only within the original central and western areas of the settlement.
This core area was judged by the excavator to have already existed during the decades preceding the reign of Alexander Jannaeus.31
In the light of de Vaux’s excavations and the more recent excavations of Magen and Peleg, it is evident that the earlier pottery (treated
above) is lacking in the later eastern additions to the original structure,
i.e., in the pottery workshop and eastern dumps. These same areas
lack the second century coins of Hyrcanus I and Artistobulus I but
have significant numbers of the first century B.C.E. coins of Alexander Jannaeus.32 The dual testimony of the pottery and the coins bear
witness to a gradual expansion of the site to the east during the reign
of Alexander Jannaeus, sometime after modifications had been made
made to the western and central areas of the site during the reign of
John Hyrcanus I.33
Conclusions: In Summary
We have examined in this paper the materials de Vaux provided
from Qumran in general and especially from the lowest stratified and
coherent loci at the site (especially loci sous 30 and sous 66) which he
understood to provide ample evidence to support a presence at Qumran during the second half of the second century B.C.E.34 It has been
31
R. de Vaux, Archaeology and the Dead Sea Scrolls. The Schweich Lectures of the
British Academy, 1959, (rev. ed.; London: OUP, 1973) 5.
32
During de Vaux’s excavations, 18 coins of Alexander Jannaeus were found in the
eastern sectors but none of his predecessors. In their preliminary report, Magen and
Peleg noted that 180 coins were excavated but exact numbers of coin issues were not
provided. As a result, these coins have not been included in the statistical charts in this
article. Magen and Peleg did, however, note the following: “Most of the eighty Hasmonean coins date from the reign of Alexander Jannaeus. None were found from the
reign of John Hyrcanus I.” Y. Magen and Y. Peleg, The Qumran Excavations 1993–
2004: Preliminary Report (Jerusalem: Israel Antiquities Authority, 2007) 22.
33
J.-B. Humbert, “Reconsideration of the Archeological Interpretation,” in
J.-B. Humbert, and J. Gunneweg, eds., Khirbet Qumrân et ’Ain Feshkha II: Études
d’anthropologie, de physique et de chimie. NTOA Series Archaeologica 3 (Göttingen,
2003) 421–22.
34
I would like to express my thanks to other ceramic specialists who have examined the pottery remains and have largely concurred on the early dating of the ceramic
forms found by de Vaux from the early loci. Special thanks are extended to Sy Gitin,
Director and Professor of Archaeology at the W.F. Albright Institute of Archaeological
Research and Editor of the forthcoming The Ancient Pottery of Israel and Its Neighbors:
From the Neolithic through the Hellenistic Period and Andrea Berlin, who wrote the
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concluded that the cumulative witness from the pottery and coins does
in fact provide more than enough evidence to support de Vaux’s proposal for the occupation of the site of Qumran during the second half
of the second century, coinciding with the excavator’s Period Ia (ca.
150–130 B.C.E.)35 and the early part of Period Ib (c. 130–103 B.C.E.).
The lots discovered in the earliest sealed loci confirm the religious
character of Qumran already by the end of Period Ia.36
The Burden of Proof
Based upon his excavations throughout most of the 1950s, Roland de
Vaux proposed that the Second Temple Period occupation of Qumran
was initiated with a mid to late second century Hasmonean farmstead
built—after a hiatus of several centuries—over the remains of an Israelite building. This predated the arrival of the Essenes, who possibly
expanded the complex to some extent during the reign of Hyrcanus I
and certainly during Jannaeus’ reign. De Vaux held that the site continued in use from, and was expanded during, the following periods—
from the reign of Alexander Jannaeus until the Bar Kokhba Revolt.
His dating of the earliest Hellenistic-Hasmonean layers was based
upon a select number of stratigraphically sealed loci which he labeled
Period Ia. Period Ia preceded the other, better known, Hellenistic Essene phase of Period Ib at Kh. Qumran which, according to de Vaux’s
stratification, likely began some time during the reign of Hyrcanus I.
The sealed loci of Period Ia contained a pottery assemblage and objects
which typologically parallel pottery and objects found in clear second
century contexts at both Beth Zur and Maresha, sites which were both

chapter on Hellenistic pottery. They examined the pottery included in this article and
gave me permission to publish their assessment. They concur that: “There are materials from both the second and first centuries B.C.E., that is, from the early and late
phases of Period I, as represented in this article.”
35
De Vaux, in his last assessment stated “Phase Ia—which was of short duration—
may possibly have begun under John Hyrcanus himself, or more likely, during the
reign of one of his immediate predecessors, his father Simeon (142–134 B.C.) or his
uncle Jonathan (152–142 B.C.).” See “Khirbet Qumran,” in M. Avi-Yonah and E. Stern,
eds., Encyclopedia of Archaeological Excavations in the Holy Land, Vol. IV (English ed.
Jerusalem, 1978) 978.
36
I am also grateful to Dr. Donald Ariel, numismatist of the Israel Antiquities
Authority, for sharing his own thoughts on the potential importance of the bronze
coins of Hyrcanus I and Antiochus VII, when considered corroboratively with the
ceramic evidence, for understanding the stratigraphic history of the site.
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destroyed during the reign of John Hyrcanus I and not inhabited subsequently during the first century. The relatively significant percentage of coins from the reign of Hyrcanus I also tends to confirm de
Vaux’s attribution of these first layers at Qumran to the second century B.C.E.
In spite of the existence of pottery forms excavated by de Vaux that
in fact fit best in the late second century B.C.E., and the site’s corroborative numismatic finds, challengers of de Vaux’s second century
B.C.E. strata at Qumran may continue to make a case against his conclusions by claiming that much of the material culture of that period
continued into the early years of the first century B.C.E. with little
development. However, the onus is on de Vaux’s critics to provide
clear and compelling evidence that the Period Ia materials excavated
by de Vaux did not come from, nor could have come from, strata and
loci originating from a second century occupation of Qumran. In the
absence of such evidence, de Vaux’s interpretation of Qumran’s early
strata remains a viable and potentially compelling explanation of the
site’s history during the late Second Temple Period.
The story does not end here. As further excavation reports and
radiocarbon tests become available, it is hoped that it will be possible
to provide additional evidence concerning the character of the second
century B.C.E. occupation at Qumran and the nature of the transition
from Period Ia to Period Ib.37

37
This article is dedicated to the memory of Hanan Eshel z”l, who encouraged me
to publish the material contained in this appendix.
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