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INTRODUCTION 

Forty years ago, George F. Bass informed the archae­
ological community of the discovery of a Bronze Age 
shipwreck that had been found off the Lycian coast 
near Cape Gelidonya in 1960.1 The discovery of the 
ship, laden mainly with a cargo of ox-hide shape cop­
per ingots, opened up a new era in the study of the 
interregional contacts in the Eastern Littoral of the 
Mediterranean Sea during the 2nd Millennium BCE. 

Questions regarding the date of the wreckage, as 
well as the origin of the ship and crew have been dis­
cussed over the years. The group of four scarabs and 
a bifacial oval plaque2 (Plate 1),3 all of which bore 
Egyptian motifs, played a major role in the debate 
that ensued. But, in spite of the fact that these 
objects have been the focus of several studies4 it is 
this author's intent, that their re-examination will 
add to the understanding and the solution of the 
aforementioned questions.5 

HISTORY OF THE RESEARCH 

Schulman's Publications [1961 and 1967] 

Alan R. Schulman published the Cape Gelidonya 
scarabs on two separate occasions. First, in a popular 
article published in 19616 and later on, in 1967, in an 
individual chapter included in the final repor~.7 

Schulman described only three of the scarabs in the 
first publication, but his conclusions regarding the 
date of the sinking and the origins of the crewmem­
bers had already been formed. The following summa-

To George F. Bass with great appreciation 
Israel Antiquities Authority 

1 See BASS 1961 
2 Schulman's original numbering system has been preserved 

throughout this article (indicated in bold type). Schulman 
grouped the plaque together with the scarabs and num­
bered it accordingly (CG Scarab 3). 

3 See SCHULMAN 1967. Illustrations of four of the finds 
appeared earlier in BASS 1961:274, pl. 90:35; SCHULMAN 
1961 and THROCKMORTON 1962:700-701. 

4 See GIVE ON 1985b; CATLING 1986; WEINSTEIN 1989; 1991. 
5 The author has been involved in a behind the scenes discus­

sion regarding the interpretation of these finds since the 

ry has, however, been adopted from SCHULMAN'S 1967 
publication. 

Date: 

Schulman dated the scarabs [Plate 1] to three differ­
ent periods: 

1) CG Scarabs 3 and 4 (both with the ANRA formulas8 

in their central registers) - to the Second Interme­
diate Period, 

2) CG Scarabs 2 and 59 - to the 18th Dynasty, 
3) CG Scarab 1 (with the falcon headed Re) - to the 

19th Dynasty and more specifically, to the days of 
Ramesses II. 

Therefore, based on the appearance of the latest 
scarab (CG Scarab 1), Schulman suggested that the 
boat sank in the 13th century BCE. 

Origin: 

Schulman noted that the motifs appearing on the 
Cape Gelidonya scarabs were the same as those found 
on scarabs discovered in several sites outside of 
Egypt. 1O This observation led him to conclude that 
the members of the ship's crew, who most probably 
owned the scarabs found in the wreckage, also origi­
nated from these same regions outside of Egypt 
(Canaan, Syria and Cyprus).]] 

Giveon's Critic [1985] 

In 1985, Raphael Giveon published a review of 
Schulman's chapter on the Cape Gelidonya scarabs. 12 

80's and see WACHSMANN 1990:45 n. 17; BRANDL 1993:136 
n. 5; WACHSMANN 1998:208 n. 37. 

6 See SCHULMAN 1961. 
7 See SCHULMAN 1967. 
8 For the latest research on this topic see RICHARDS 1996; 

2001. 
9 The remaining fragment of CG Scarab 5 was erroneously 

interpreted by Schulman as its lower half rather than its 
right half (see his note in the caption to his first figure, in 
SCHULMAN 1967:144, fig. 150). 

10 See Distribution Map in SCHULMAN 1967: 146. 
II See SCHULMAN 1967:147. 
12 See GIVE ON 1985b. 
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Though discussing the same material the conclusions 
reached were entirely different. 

Date: 

1) Giveon claimed that the CG Scarabs 3 and 4 were 
later (New Kingdom) imitations· of the Second 
Intermediate Period originals.13 

2) He corrected Schulman's "reading" of CG Scarab 
5, showing that it depicts the right half of a ram's 
head with an "Ate! Crown" (marked as "Rec." in 
Plate 1)1\ a motif known as the symbol of the god 
Amon or Amon-Re, thereby making Schulman's 
parallels irrelevant. 

3) Lastly, he pointed out that CG Scarabs 1, 2 and 5 
have parallels in two of the tombs in "Cemetery 
900" at Tell el Farcah (South) (Plate 2), Tomb 98415 

and Tomb 934. 16 These tombs contained inter alia 
scarabs with names of the 20th Dynasty rulers. 

Reasoning that as both tombs contained scarabs 
with the names of Ramesses III and one even of 
Ramesses IV, Giveon concluded that CG Scarabs 1, 2 
and 5 should be dated to the 20th Dynasty. 

Giveon thus joined forces with those scholars who, 
for their own reasons dated the sinking of the Cape 
Gelidonya ship to the 12th century BCE,17 an opinion 
that was accepted even by Bass18 for a short time. 

Origin: 

Giveon's view was that the Cape Gelidonya scarabs 
and their parallels in Canaan were all imports from 

13 His claim was based both on typological observations and 
the fact that a close parallel of CG Scarab 4 was found at 
Byblos where" ... there is no Hyksos-stratum and no Hyk­
sos-context." (GIVEON 1985b:99, and n. 4). In spite of 
Giveon's suggestion, four years later Weinstein still 
referred to the original date given by Schulman (WEIN­
STEIN 1989:21 n. 100). 

14 For another scarab with the same motif broken in a similar 
fashion, see KEEL 1997:706-707 [Aschkelon No. 45]. 

15 Incidentally, the parallels to CG Scarabs 1, 2 and 5 found in 
Tomb 984, were published in the original report in the same 
order and the same cluster. The scarabs in Tomb 984 bore 
the royal names of the following Pharaohs: Thothmes III 
(Nos. 362-363, 369, 371-372), Amenhotep III (No. 364), 
Ramesses II (Nos. 365-368, 370, 373) and Ramesses III 
(No. 374). -

16 Tomb 934, which had in total more scarabs than Tomb 984, 
has actually yielded two parallels for each of the CG 
Scarabs 1, 2 and 5. Giveon ignored the fact that Tomb 934 
scarabs also bore the royal names of Thothmes III (Nos. 
108-113), Amenhotep III (Nos. 114-116) and Sety I (No. 
117)in addition to those of Ramesses II (Nos.118-125), 

Egypt, thereby dismissing Schulman's claim regard­
ing the different origins of the crewmembers. 

Catling supporting Giveon [1986] 

Shortly after the appearance of the first publications 
on the Cape Gelidonya wreckage (see above n. 17), 
Hector W. Catling suggested an alternative 12th cen­
tury BCE date for the sinking of the ship.19 Natural­
ly he welcomed Giveon's article and gave it support 
by publishing the opinions of several of his col­
leagues on Giveon's arguments as expressed in their 
personal correspondence.2o 

New frods from the shipwreck [1988] 

In 1987, GEORGE F. BASS revisited the wreckage site 
with some of his old friends,21 and after a fruitful one­
day diving trip22 he decided to conduct an additional 
weeklong excavation in 1988.23 During that season, 
which turned into two weeks, Donald Trey and 
Murat Tilev found two large, 13th century BCE, Late 
Mycenaean IIIB sii,rrup jars.24 The jars were found 
about 70 meters southeast of the main site and their 
discovery convinced both the underwater and the 
dry-land archaeologists that the original dating of 
the wreckage to the 13th century BCE, was indeed 
correct. Cemal Pulak, who participated in that exca­
vation, concluded "These actually provide better evi­
dence for dating the wreck than anything found dur­
ing three months of dive in 1960 ... "25 

Sety II1 (No. 130), Ramesses III (Nos. 126-128) and 
Ramesses IV (No. 129), and see the table in GIVEON 
1985b:100. 

17 See for example CATLING 1964:54. 
18 See BASS 1973:33 n. 36; WACHSMANN 1990:45 n. 17. Howev­

er, in 1989 Bass dated the sinking of the ship to "shortly 
before 1200 B.C." (see BASS 1989:12). More recently, Eric H. 
Cline in his catalogue of "Orientalia and Occidentalia in the 
LBA Aegean," upholds a 12th century BCE dating for the 
sinking. See CLINE 1994:143-144, 148-149 Nos. 99, 104, 
138-139 and 148. 

19 It was based on his understanding of the development of 
the Cypriot metallurgy. 

20 See CATLING 1986. 
21 See BASS 1988:4-5. 
22 Among the new discoveries was also the head of what seems 

to me as a Cypriot Base-Ring Bull-shaped zoomorphic ves­
sel (BASS 1988:5). For the most recent discussion on this 
category see Nys 2001. 

23 Bass returned to the site also in 1989 (BASS 1989). 
24 See PULAK 1988:13; BASS 1997b:83; 1999:21 n. 1. 
25 See PULAK 1988:13. 
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Weinstein's comments on Giveon's dating [1989 
and 1991] 

JAMES WEINSTEIN published his comments on 
Giveon's dating in two of his articles. In the publica­
tion of the Vlu Burun scarabs, Weinstein raised the 
possibility that the latest scarab among the group 
from the Cape Gelidonya wreck was CG Scarab 5.26 

Except for this point in which Weinstein is in partial 
agreement with Giveon, he pointed out the method­
ological weakness' of Giveon's choice of Tombs 984 
and 934 in Tell el Farcah (South)27 as follows: 

1) Both tombs contained materials dated part to the 
13th and part to the 12th century BCE. 

2) Tomb 934 was severely disturbed and the materi­
al was mixed. 

3) CG Scarab 5 has an 18th Dynasty parallel in Tomb 
J39 at Buhen. 

His conclusion was that CG Scarab 5 does not support 
the re-dating of the wreck to the 12th century BCE. 

In the second article28 Weinstein pointed out that 
Giveon himself dated the CG Scarab 5 parallels from 
Tomb 934 in Tell el Farcah (South) to the 19th 

Dynasty in his British Museum catalogue that 
appeared in the same year. 29 

RECONSIDERING THE CAPE GELIDONY A SCARABS 

Dating 

Overall, I agree with Giveon that all the Cape Geli­
donya scarabs belong to the Late Bronze Age, but 
contrary to him, I date them to the 19th Dynasty to 
the time of Ramesses II in the 13th century BCE 
(Shulman's original date for the sinking of the boat). 
Giveon's use of the Tell el Farcah (South) parallels to 
date CG Scarabs 1, 2 and 5 was methodologically 
incorrect (already noted by Weinstein). The time 
span of these particular tombs is too long. Likewise, 
Giveon's suggested dating of CG Scarabs 3 and 4 to 
the Late Bronze Age is too general. 30 

26 Contrary to Schulman's choice of CG Scarab 1 and 
Giveon's suggestion for CG Scarabs 1, 2 and 5. 

27 See WEINSTEIN 1989:21 n. 100. 
28 See WEINSTEIN 1991:82. 
29 See GIVEON 1985a:36-37 Nos. 40-41 and here in Plate 2: 

192-193 and Plate 5. 
30 See also Keel's discussion on CG Scarab 3 in KEEL 1995:85 

§ 208. 
B! For the dating of scarab No.3 in Tomb 905 (the parallel of 

CG Scarab 2) see ROWE 1936:No. 760; BRANDL 1993: 135-136. 
32 Two additional parallels are known - one from the Late 

My dating is based mainly on the stratigraphy 
and typology of the Tell el-Farcah (South) parallels 
to the Cape Gelidonya scarabs. The evidence dis­
cussed here originates both from those tombs already 
discussed above and from additional ones. 

Stratigraphy 

It is unfortunate that Giveon did not examine more 
tombs from the "Cemetery 900" at Tell el Farcah 
(South), especially those with a shorter time span, 
even if they contained only one or two parallels, since 
CG Scarabs 1, 2 and 5 do not represent the entire 
assemblage. There are at least three other tombs that 
are suitable for this study 905,981 and 982 (Plate 3). 

1) Tomb 981 has at least one close parallel to CG 
Scarab l. The assemblage from this tomb includes 
five scarabs with various royal names, the latest 
(No. 336) bearing the name of Merneptah, the son 
of Ramesses II. 

2) Tomb 982 contains a single parallel to CG Scarab 5 
and has two scarabs with royal names, in both 
instances the Prenomen of Ramses II. 

The evidence from these two tombs shows that at 
least two of the three scarabs dated by Giveon to the 
20th Dynasty already existed in the 19th Dynasty. 

3) Tomb 905 has parallels to CG Scarabs 2 and 5. The 
tomb's content is typical of the 19th Dynasty 
although there are no scarabs with royal names. 3! 

Another scarab originating from "Cemetery 900" (sec­
ond in Plate 4) is a close parallel to "Face b" of the 
bifacial oval plaque (CG Scarab 3).32 Although this 
parallel is unstratified, it can be dated by a scarab 
found at Tell es-Safi [marked by broken frame in Plate 
4], that Giveon himself published.33 There, the hori­
zontal oval contains the Prenomen of Ramesses II, 
instead of the ANRA formula. 34 The CG Scarab 4, 
dated originally by Schulman to the Second Interme­
diate Period, has two close parallels from other sites: 

Bronze Age temple in Amman (see WARD 1964:52, pIs. 
21-22 [No. 5862]), and another from a private collection 
(see MATOUK 1977:219, 413 [No. 2446]). 

33 See GIVE ON 1978:100, fig. 51a-c). 
34 For another relatively close parallel with the Prenomen of 

Ramesses II from an unknown provenance see HALL 1913: 
No. 2247. The only other scarab with a royal name in a sim­
ilar format is a later issue with the name of Thothmes III 
found at Byblos (see DUNAND 1937:158 [No. 2325], 1939: 
pI. 129: [sic.! 2335]). 
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The first parallel was found at Byblos (No. 7665) , 
where a parallel of CG Scarab 2 (No. 1571) was a lso 
found (Plate 7). :35 Scarab 7665 found in grid 14/23 was 
attributed by Dunand to Level p 6According to Scha­
effer, Byblos was destroyed a t the end of the 13th cen­
tury BCE.3

; 

The second parallel is from Tell R idan (in the Gaza 
Strip), 18 km south of Gaza and 4 km to the NvV of 
Khan Yunis. It was found in Tomb II (Plate 4) and 
was dated to the 19th Dynasty.as 
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P late 4 Para llels of CG Scarabs 3 and 4 fi'om the Canaanite 
sites: Tell el Farcah (South) , Tell es Safl and Tell Ridan (com­
posed from SCHULMAN 1967: 144, fig. 150, STAlU\.EY and HArw­
ING 19:32: pI. 62:32, GrvEoN 1978: fig . . 5l:b and private slide) 

Typology 

In addition to the "stratigraphical discussion", which 
is based on the motifs depicted on the scarabs' bases, 
I would like t o add a new criterion for dating the Cape 
Gelidonya scarabs. 

Two of the four scarabs , CG Scarabs 2 and 5, have 
the same feature (Plate 5). Their heads a re schematic 
trapezoids that are divided horizontally into two 
strips, of which the upper one is sliced vertically, 
while the lower strip is plain. Their clypeus is another 
trapezoid also divided horizontally, and it is smaller 
than usua1. 39 This particular shape of the Head and 
Olypeus (henceforth HC) is very close to number 15 in 
the typology of the scarabs found in Palestine com­
posed by Alan Rowe.~o 

According to Rowe, this type is typical to the 
18tlL19th Dynasty, but 28 of the 29 scarabs defined 
by him as belonging to this type~ 1 were, in fact dated 
by him exclusively to t he 19th Dynasty. The dating of 
the twenty-ninth scaraV2 to the 18th Dynasty is erro­
neous and it should also be also dated to the 19th 

Dynasty. vVhen this type of HC appears on scarabs 
with royal names, it is either that of Ramesses II 
(Plat e 6) ,4:l or one of the later issues with the 
Pr-enomen of Thothmes III .~~ Until recently, no such 
scarabs have been reported from excavations in 
Egypt. However, in the recent excavations at Qantir 

:\r, Both were refe rred to by SCHULMAN, (in 1961 - with pho­
tographs and in 1967 - by references on ly) . 

:In See RICHARDS 1996:161 fig. 4.26 , 212 a nd Catalogue p. 2 
[Byb2] = 2001:96 fi g. 4.26 , 125 a nd 240 [Byb2]. 

:\7 See SCHAEFFER 1948:72. For stone and a labaster fragments 
wit h the name of Ramesses II depicted on them t hat were 
found in Byb los, see DUNAND 1939:5:3 No. 1315, 54 No. 13 L7 , 
56 No. 1320, 399 No. 6031; 1937:pls. 37: 1317, 1320; 38:6031; 
CHEHAB 1969:34- 37. 

:\S For t he late appearance of t he ANRA formul a, see two such 
scarabs bearing the na me of Ramesses II (PETRIE 1889:pl. 
50:1 565-1566 = R ICHARDS 1996:187 fig. 4:36 = 2001: 114 fig. 
4.36. 

:m Likewise, the sides of t hese scarabs a re very schematic. 
4-0 See RO\~TE 1936:pl. 32 = I{EEL 1995:42. 
~ I These scarabs were fo und in six s ites as fo llows: Te ll e l 

Farca h (Sout h) 18, Tell el CAjj ul 6, Lachish 2, Gezer 1, Beth 
Shemesh 1, a nd one from unknown provenance. They a re 
d iscussed by t he aut hor together wit h some other scarab in 
a sepa rate study that wi ll appear shortly. 

~:! See ROWE 1936:No. 565. 
~:! The uppermost scarab (No. 366) was found in Tomb 984 at 

Tell el Farcah (South). Its drawing was turned r ight- left in 
accordance with the technical mistake appearing in BEN­
TOR 1989:65 [No. 25]. 

-I~ See ROWE 1936:Nos. 508, 510 a nd 515. 
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two scarabs with just such a HC were found. 4
'; In 

Canaan, there are scarabs t hat are exact parallels to 
those from Cape Gelidonya which bear not only the 
same motif depicted on the base, 'but also have the 
same HC Type 15: 

• Tell el FarCah(South): Cemetery 900 - One scarab 
similar to CG Scarab 5 was found in Tomb 984 (No. 
383 in Plate 2) .46 Two scarabs similar to CG Scarab 
2 and 5 were found in Tomb 934 (second and forth 
on the right column in Plate 5). 

• Beth Shemesh - Another scarab similar to 00 
Scarab 2 was found there in Tomb 1 (U) .4i 

Moreover, some of the parallels of the two remaining 
Cape Gelidonya scarabs (00 Scarabs 1 and 4) bear the 
same HC Type 15: 

One parallel of CG Scarab 1 was found at Lachish 
(first on the right column in Plate 5)48 and others in 
Tombs 984 and 922 at Tell el Farcah (South).49 The 
parallel of CG Scarab 4 is the same scarab found in 
Tomb II at Tell Ridan discussed earlier (third on the 
right column in Plate 5). 

Origin 

I beg to differ with Schulman 's view regarding the 
various origins of the individual crewmembers. It 
was based on his understanding of the distribution of 
the various parallels of the Cape Gelidonya scarabs, 
of which many I believe to be erroneous. I do agree, 
however, with Giveon 's conception that the Cape 
Gelidonya scarabs and their parallels were produced 
in a single region. But, contrary to Giveon 's Egypt­
ian orientation, I propose South Canaan as the most 
appropriate source.50 

1) The frequent appearance of the HC Type 15 
scarabs in Canaanite sites indicates that this 
group was more likely to have been manufactured 
in Canaan than in Egypt as suggested by Giveon:51 

4;' One of these scarabs, dep icting the image of the winged 
Sutekh , will be p ublished soon by its excavator EDGAR 
PUSCH. 

4(; For t he photograph of its back see ROWE 1936:No. 696. 
4i See GRANT 1929:89 [cent er of the uppermost row] , 198 No. 

564 == 1932:88-89 pI. 51:20 == ROWE 1936:No. 762. 
4S See a lso ROWE 1936:No. 708. 
4!l See ROWE 1936:No. 705 and GIVEON 1985a:42-43 [No. 59] 

respectively. 
,;0 For early suggestion that the Cape Gelidonya scarabs are 

Syro-Palestinian copies of Egyptian scarabs, see BASS 
1966:141; 1997b:81. 

[, 1 See GIVEON 1985b:101. 
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P lat e 6 Rowe 's Head and Clypeus Type 15 scarabs - bearing 
the Prenomen of Ramesses II (composed from BEN-ToR 1989: 
65 No. 25; STARKEY and HARDING 1932: pI. 57: 366; HORNUNG 
and STAEHELIN 1976: 313 No. 614, pI. 68:614; NEWBERRY 
1907: pls. 5: 36275, 20: 36275) 

Cape Gelidonya Byblos 

(2) 

(4) 

P late 7 CG Scarabs 2 and 4 a nd their parallels from Byblos 
(composed hom SCHULMAN 1967:144, fig. 150; DUNAND 1937: 
pI. 129: 1571 ; 1950: pI. 199: 7665) 
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2) The HC Type 15 scarabs have been found to date 
in only a single Egyptian site (the Ramesside cap­
ital at Qantir). 

3) The existence of poorly executed examples of HC 
Type 15 scarabs in Canaan,52 a standard of work­
manship unknown in Egypt, would also suggest 
local production. 

4) This is the only region where parallels to all the 
Cape Gelidonya scarabs have been discovered. 

FURTHER OBSERVATIONS .AND THOUGHTS 

I agree with Schulman that the Cape Gelidonya 
scarabs were personal belongings. Moreover, the com­
mon find spot of these scarabs (Plate 8), and their 
common religious theme ~ the god Amon-Re,53 sug­
gest that all the scarabs belonged to a single and 
probably important, crewmember. This common reli­
gious entity also makes it likely that all the scarabs 
were kept together, either in a small bag or on a 
chain, attached somehow to the owner's body. 

In light of the evidence regarding the origins of 
the scarabs, this crewman was probably of Canaanite 
origin who practiced the worship of Amon-Re. He 
probably also owned the Canaanite jar and oil lamp 
(Plate 8) which were discovered in the wreck. 54 Could 
this have been the captain55 of the ship? 

The distribution of the Cape Gelidonya scarabs 
and their parallels may contribute to the reconstruc-
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52 See BRANDL 1999:18*-20* and fig. 2 [Scarab No.2] with 
additional parallels from Canaan. 

53 Mentioned by its name (CG Scarabs 2-4), formal appear­
ance (CGScarab 1) or symbol (CGScarab 5) [Plate 1]. 

54 Another non-personal object of Canaanite origin that was 
found in the wreckage is the anchor, see BASS 1997a:157 and 
168; 1997b:81; 1999:23. 

tion of part of the ship's route, from the Southern 
Coast of Canaan (Tell Ridan) along the Eastern Coast 
of the Mediterranean Sea (Byblos) to the Lycian 
shores (Cape Gelidonya). From that point the ship 
could continue to the Aegean region or turn towards 
the island of Cyprus and back to Southern Canaan.56 
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Abstract 

All the Cape Gelidonya scarabs were produced in 
Canaan, in the 13th century BCE. They were the 
property of one person, a worshiper of the god 
Amon-Re. That person was, most probably the 
Canaanite captain of the ship, that sailed from South 
Canaan to the Lycian coast and farther. 
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RDAC Report of the Department of Antiquities Cyprus 
TAPS Transactions of the American Philosophical Society 

55 As has been already suggested in 1961 (DU PLAT TAYLOR 
1961:27). 

56 Egypt should not be included in this circle since there were 
no other objects of Egyptian origin among the finds in the 
wreckage. 
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