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Introduction

In the final days of the 1984 season of
excavation at ‘Ain Ghazal,! two pits were
discovered in the Central Field that con-
tained molded fragments of plaster similar
in many ways to the cache of human statu-
ary recovered from the site in 19832. Due
to the lateness in the season of these dis-
coveries, it was not possible to remove the
contents of the pits in 1984; both pits were
protected securely and arrangements were
made to conduct an emergency rescue ex-
cavation in June and July of 1985°.

The excavations in 1985 focused on
two trenches of quite different sizes. The
first in Sq 3081 was quite small and en-
tailed principally the removal of sterile fill
in and around a pit containing the molded
plaster fragments exposed in 1984. As a
consequence, no cultural information other
than the plaster material itself was reco-
vered.

The second trench was more formid-
able in its dimensions and the variety of its
cultural contents. While work was under
way by the conservator on the small pit in
Sq 3081, a trench measuring approxima-
tely 3.0 1.5 m was opened in Sq 3282 just
to the northwest (Fig. 1) in order to expose
the larger statuary cache. Eventually this

trench sampled more than 3.2 m of depo- -

sits down to sterile basal clay, exposing
approximately 1.2-1.4 m of Yarmoukian
occupations in the upper part of the seque-
nce and nearly 2.0 m of PPN habitational

episodes in the lower part (Fig. 2). As
work progressed on the statuary cache in
Sq 3282, the trench was expanded another
2.0 m towards the west to increase the ex-
posure of the Yarmoukian levels. Altoge-
ther, the Yarmoukian material recovered
in 1985 derived from a maximum area of
about 3.5 X 3 m to an average depth of
approximately 1.3 m. The PPN excavations
sampled a maximum of about 3.0 X 2.0 m
(at the bottom of the bulldozer section)
with an average thickness of about 2.0 m.
The volume of sediments is thus nearly
13.7 m?® for the Yarmoukian period and
12m’? for the PPN layers.

The Statuary Remains

As had been strongly suspected when
the pits were discovered in 1984, the field-
work in 1985 confirmed that both features
contained important new evidence of PPNB
plaster human statuary. Each collection is
described below, although the recovery
methods used to remove the statuary in
both cases allowed for little detailed exami-
nation in the field.

The Statue Head (Sq 3081)

A small depression with dimensions of
ca. 40 X 30 X 20 cm had been excavated
into sterile basal clay, and in the center of
this pit a single plaster human statue head
had been placed face-down and covered
with a fill of fine clay with inclusions of
small fragments of chalk and yellowish

1. Rollefson and Simmons 1985a.
2. Rollefson 1983.

3. The ‘ Ain Ghazal Archaeological Project, co-
sponsored by the Institute of Archaeology
and Anthropology of Yarmouk University,
received funding from the National Geogra-
phic Society (USA); the Department of An-
tiquities of Jordan; Alia, the Royal Jordanian
Airlines; and the Cobb Institute of Archaeo-
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logy at Mississippi State University (USA).
The staff consisted of the two co-directors;
St. John Simpson and Marcia Donaldson
(Senior Field Staff); Emsaytif Suleiman ( De-
partment of Antiquities Inspector); Ilse
Kohler—~ Rollefson and Ellen McAdam (Sen-
ior Laboratory Staff); Lynn Grant (conserva-
tor); and Curt Blair (photographer and ar-
chaeological assistant).
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Fig. 1. ‘Ain Ghazal site map showing the location of the South Field (SF), Central Field (CF), East
Field (EF), and Far Northwest (FNW) sections of the site. Numbered excavation squares show the
location of radiocarbon samples referred to in Table 6: 1-Sq 4048; 2-Sq 4452; 3-Sq 3273; 4-Sq
3076; 5-Sq 3080; 6-Sq 3081; 7-Sq 3282; 8-Sq 3083. (Drawing: Deborah Fridell).
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Fig. 2 Stratigraphic sequence in south baulk of Sq. 3282. The statuary pit cut through Floor 053 near
the bottom of the section. (D. Fridell).
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floor plaster. This interment was later
covered by redeposited clay that eventually
became compacted, characterized as a
stable surface for an unknown period of
time. Several stages of domestic building
construction occurred subsequently. From
the contents of a stone-lined pit stratigra-
phically later than the statuary deposit, an
abundant charcoal sample yielded a date of
7100 +/ - 80 b.c. (see below), indicating
that the statue head was of an even older
age. To our knowledge, this makes the
‘Ain Ghazal specimen the oldest known
statuary in the Near East, almost 1,000
years earlier than the date suggested for
the material from Jericho*.

Due to the weight of successive depo-
sits above the pit, the hollow statue head
collapsed into itself. Several in situ frag-
ments suggest that the original ear-to-ear
diameter measured approximately 20-25
cm, which would be within the range of
the dimensions for heads in the statuary
cache from 1983. Other similarities with
the 1983 material are revealed by corded
impressions on the interior surface, indi-
cating a similar method of construction®,
and the molded ear fragment (left side?) is
also similar in treatment®. Bitumen eye-
liner surrounded one eye that still retained
a thin circular disc of bitumen representing
the iris, features also noted among the
1983 statuary cache. But there were also
some distinctive features: the nose of the
head from Sq 3081 appears to be less sty-
lized and more detailed in its modelling,
and the entire exterior surface of the head
appears to have been ‘‘washed’’ with a di-
lute suspension of a red pigment, giving
the whole sculpture a characteristic pinkish
hue not seen in the 1983 objects.

The Large Cache of Statuary

The second statuary cache was located

beneath approximately 2.5 m of cultural
deposits in Sq 3282 (Figs. 1 and 2). While
its position deep in the section required ex-
tensive time to expose and prepare the ob-
jects for removal, it also afforded the
opportunity to obtain a complete stratigra-
phic sequence of occupations for this part
of ‘Ain Ghazal.

Like its counterpart in 198 3, this col-
lection of plaster statues and busts was
placed carefully in two tiers in a large pit
(ca. 1.5 X 1.0 m) that had cut through
the floor of an abandoned house. The upper
layer had evidently been exposed some time
later in view of the relatively poor condi-
tion of preservation: the statuary was badly
cracked, and the surfaces had developed a
deep gray colour as the result of the
presence of an overlying and even inter-
mingling ashy deposit. The southeastern
corner of the cache was badly damaged in
antiquity due to an intrusive pit, and the
disturbance to this part of the statuary
group was further aggravated by bulldozers
that cut through the outer edge of the pit.

In-field conservation efforts concen-
trated on the recovery of loose statuary
fragments; the removal of unstable rubbly
components in the pit that may have caused
additional damage during the transporta-
tion of the cache to the laboratory; and on
the consolidation of exposed but relatively
intact figures. Less of the pit contents was
exposed compared to the 1983 cache, and
thus less information is available at this
time. Nevertheless, several points can be
made that show both shared and distinctive
features between the two major statuary
collections.

The 1985 group was rigidly aligned
along a NE-SW axis, with heads oriented to
the SW end of the pit’. Busts and statues
were mingled together in the cache from Sq
3282, not in separate groups as was the

4. Kenyon gave a date of 6250 B.C. for the
end of the PPNB sequence at Jericho
(Kenyon 1957: 74), and her notes suggest
that Garstang’s statuary must have dated to
this part of the sequence (Kenyon 1981:
268; Garstang 1935:1936). However, sub-
sequent radiocarbon dates for Jericho have
tended to confuse the absolute chronology to
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some degree (Kenyon 1971: 332; 1981:
502-504) , although it still appears that the
Jericho statuary probably dates to the second
half of the 7th millenium.

5. Rollefson 1983: 30,
6. See K. Tubb in Rollefson e al. n.d.
7. Compare Rollefson 1983: 30 and Fig. 1.



