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SUMMARY 

The p r i n c i p a l a im of th is thesis is to review the cu r r en t s ta tus of our 
u n d e r s t a n d i n g of Edomi te archaeology a n d , w i t h the i n t r o d u c t i o n of 
new mater ia l , attempt to enhance this unders tand ing . Ve ry l itt le serious 
work has been pub l i shed on Edomi te archaeology to date. Excava t i on 
reports (for the sites of Te l l el Khe le i f eh , U m m al B i y a r a , Taw i l an , 
B u s e i r a h a n d Ghrareh) have appeared only i n pre l im inary form. 

The only archaeological thesis has been Oakeshot t ' s P h D A S tudy of the 
Iron II Pottery of Eas t J o r d a n , w h i c h appeared i n 1978 a n d is based 
s u b s t a n t i a l l y on the pottery excavated f rom B u s e i r a h . T h i s work 
provides a n excellent typology for Edomi te pottery, b u t is l im i t ed i n its 
analyt ica l content due to the unavai lab i l i ty of the B u s e i r a h strat igraphy. 

Th i s thes is addresses the prob lem by an a l y s i n g strat i f ied pottery from 
the author ' s recent excavations at Ghra r eh , strat i f ied pottery f rom a part 
of B u s e i r a h (Area D) and add i t iona l mate r i a l f rom Taw i l an , as wel l as 
a l ready k n o w n mate r i a l from U m m a l B i y a r a a n d Te l l el Khe le i f eh . 
Chapte r 2 d iscusses Ghrareh i n detai l , Chap t e r 3 d i s cuss B u s e i r a h Area 
D a n d Chapter 4 d iscusses the mater ia l f rom the other Edomi te sites. 

Chap t e r 5 is the core of th i s work, a t t empt ing to p roduce a relative 
c h r o n o l o g y for E d o m i t e s i t e s a n d E d o m i t e p o t t e r y . D e t a i l e d 
c ompar i s ons are made of the pottery f r om the m a i n s i tes . It is not 
po s s i b l e w i t h the m a t e r i a l ava i l ab l e to r e a c h f i r m c h r o n o l o g i c a l 
conc lus ions for a l l Edomite pottery bu t conc lus i ons on cer ta in types can 
be made a n d are summar ised i n Chapter 5, sect ion 3.5. 

A l s o impo r t an t to an u n d e r s t a n d i n g of E d o m i t e archaeo logy is the 
d i s t r i bu t i on of sites w i th in E d o m . The or ig ina l surveys of Ne lson G lueck 
(unde r taken i n the 1930s) are no l onger adequate i n the l ight of 
c u r r e n t knowledge a n d to address th i s p r o b l e m a n u m b e r of recent 
surveys i n the area, inc lud ing the author 's own work , are examined. 

Chap te r 7 d iscusses the place of E d o m i n i ts h i s t o r i ca l a n d geographical 
contexts a n d the way i n w h i c h it relates to Nor th-West A r a b i a and the 
area of the Negev and southern J u d a h w h i c h were to become k n o w n i n 
the c l ass i ca l period as Idumea (a term closely re lated to Edom) . The last 
sect ion of Chapte r 7 (7.4) conta ins the c onc lus i ons w h i c h c a n be made 
f rom th is thes is a n d looks at future w o r k necessary to enhance a n d 
extend these conc lus ions . 
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