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The two stelae published here entered the collection of the Bible Lands 

Museum Jerusalem decades ago.
1
 Although their exact provenance is 

unknown, the fact that they belong to a well-known kind of artifacts 

enables us to supply significant information about them. Undoubtedly, 

the stelae belong to the massive corpus of more than six thousand 

epigraphic stelae
2
 deposited over vessels containing the ashes and the 

burned bones of babies in the burial field – conventionally named 

“Tophet” – dedicated to this specific purpose in Carthage, or another 

Punic “Tophet.”
3
 The Carthaginian Tophet was founded by the end of the 

9
th
 century BCE, but only by the end of the 7

th
 century BCE stone 

markers began to be placed over the burial jars. Initially, the markers 

were very simple and anepigraphic, but later developed into more and 

more elaborated stelae over the centuries, until the use of the stelae 

ceased with the destruction of the city in 146 BCE. From the 6
th

 century 

BCE onwards, inscriptions were usually engraved on the stelae 

commemorating the burial.
4
 

                                                   

1
 I wish to thank the Bible Lands Museum Jerusalem for their permission to publish 

the stelae, and especially to the curator Dr. Yigal Bloch for his kind help. 

2
 The anepigraphic stelae number about four thousand. 

3
 On the phenomenon and its research, see Vainstub 2010. 

4
 Vainstub 2010, pp. 140-142. 
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The research on the development of the Carthaginian stelae faces two 

major difficulties:
5
 the fact that most of them were found in the 19

th
 and 

the early 20
th
 century excavations, conducted without satisfactory 

stratigraphic methodology, and the successive removal of most of the 

stelae from their original context to museums and private collections. 

Still, significant progress in reconstructing the process of the 

development of the stelae and dating its different stages has been made 

starting with the middle of the past century by researchers like Hours-

Miedan,
6
 and especially with the publication of the extensive study by 

Bisi.
7
 The conclusions of Bisi were much revised, and criticized to a 

considerable extent, by Picard
8
 who arranged a  detailed comparison with 

the Hellenistic motifs that influenced the Carthaginian stelae.
9
 Picardʼs 

views were widely accepted and developed, principally by Bénichou-

Safar
10

 who performed comprehensive comparative research on the 

stratigraphic data of all the archaeological excavations in Carthage and 

reached important conclusions on the gradual development of the 

                                                   

5
 On the research see Tore 1995 with rich bibliography, especially pp. 475-476, 480-

485. 

6
 Hours-Miedan 1951 

7
 Bisi 1967. 

8
 Picard 1968. 

9
 Picard 1976; Picard 1978. 

10
 Bénichou-Safar 2004. 
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monuments and the stelae.
11

 These studies have been very helpful for our 

chronological conclusions.
12

 

 

Stele A: BLMJ 00712 

 

                                                   

11
 Bénichou-Safar 2004, pp. 137-194; 

12
 Likewise, we adopt the chronological periodization of the Tophet by Benichou-

Safar: First Period: ~800 – 675/650 BCE, Second Period: 675/650 – 550/525 BCE, 

Third Period: 550/525 – 300/275 BCE, Fourth Period: 300/275 – 146/125 BCE. 
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The stele (47 x 13 x 10 cm) is made of grey limestone, shaped as a 

rectangle with a vertex at the top made by two diagonal cuts. This fits the 

general shape of monuments known in the Tophet of Carthage from its 

Third Period, which lasted from the middle of the 6
th

 century to the 

middle of the 4
th
 century BCE.

13
 The basic shape evolved during this 

period into the type represented by the present stele, with the engraving 

of a “Tanit symbol” (like in the present instance), or a “bottle symbol,” 

and a commemorative inscription, classified by Bénichou-Safar as 

IV,1,d.
14

 The type appears for the first time in the final part of the Third 

Period. It remained in use also throughout the Fourth Period until the 

destruction of the Tophet,
15

 but underwent a diminutive process in which 

it was gradually replaced by type IV,2.
16

 Furthermore, the grey limestone, 

from which the stele was cut, is more representative of the Fourth 

Period.
17

 

The “Tanit symbol,” the most common and emblematic in Carthaginian 

stelae, is executed in a very simple manner by double lines and without 

accessories, with a crescent above it, in the same way as in many stelae 

                                                   

13
 Bénichou-Safar type II3: Bénichou-Safar 2004, pp. 82. See also Picard 1976, pp. 73 

ff.  

14
 Bénichou-Safar 2004, pp. 111, 176. 

15
 Bénichou-Safar 2004, pp. 83, 102, 111, 140-141. 

16
 See Bénichou-Safar 2004, p. 103. 

17
 Bénichou-Safar 2004, p 102. Compare p. 83 on the stone of stelae from the Third 

Period. 
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from Carthage dated to the above mentioned periods.
18

 Above the Tanit 

symbol, on the top of the stele, a face-down crescent appears, creating a 

combination well known on stelae dated approximately to the 3
rd

 century 

BCE.
19

 

 

The inscription 

1 To my lady, to Tinnit the Face of Ba‘al 1 לרבת לתנת פן בעל 

2 drat dt ot dna, to Ba‘altḤMN. 2 ולאדן לבעל חמן 

3 (That) which vowed BDMLQR 3 ר  אש נדר בדמלק 

4 T son of YTNṢD son of ’R  ארת בןtבןt4 יתנצד 

5 Š son of ḤNB‘L. חנבעלtבןt5 ש 

 

The script and the text of the inscription are in line with the repetitive 

formulae of the stelae of the Carthaginian Tophet. The text features a 

regular spelling and does not show any sign of mistakes caused by the 

weakening of the gutturals, as happens in some stelae dated to the 3
rd

-2
nd

 

centuries BCE. The orthographic correctness is considered as 

representative of the most educated and high positioned social strata.
20

 

The order of the deities, Tinnit at the head and Ba‘altḤMN in the second 

position, is the consequence of a long theological development
21

 which 

began in the 7
th

 century BCE with Ba‘al ḤMN as the only deity recorded 

                                                   

18
 See Picard 1978, p. 8, type A; p. 92, type X on the bottom of the page; plate XXIII 

5. 

19
 See Picard 1976, pp. 79-80; Picard 1978, p. 104. 

20
 As was pointed by Ferjaoui 1991, pp. 481-483. 

21
 On this development see Vainstub 2010, pp. 164-167 with many references. See 

also Ferjaoui 1993, pp. 341-343. 



Bible Lands e-Review 2018/S1 

 

6 

 

in the stelae,
22

 and fits the dating of the stele proposed here.
23

 All the 

names in the inscription are well represented in the onomastic repertoire 

of the Carthaginian stelae. 

 

Stele B: BLMJ 00302 

 

                                                   

22
 e.g. CIS 5684, 5685. 

23
 Vainstub 2010, p. 166; Lipiński 1995, pp. 202 ff. 
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The stele is made of gray limestone in a shape classified by Bénichou-

Safar as IV,2,d.
24

 Even though this type is known from the Third Period, 

its presence in this period is rather limited.
25

 It is present mostly during 

the Fourth Period, until the destruction of Carthage.
26

 The type seems to 

be a development of that represented by stele A. Its shape is wider, and it 

features the addition of two semi-rounded akroteria on the top, one of the 

elements representing Hellenistic influence on the Carthaginian stelae. 

The same is true of the lotus flower at the vertex, in this case facing 

down.
27

 The Tanit symbol is executed in a pattern typical to the stelae 

dated to the end of the 3
rd

 century – 2
nd

 century BCE:
28

 Tanit drawn with 

a single line, hands upwards, and posed on a plinth. On each side stands a 

caduceus,
29

 also on a plinth, with streamers representing the snakes’ 

bodies.
30

 The stylized lotus flower with five petals is known from stelae 

dating to the 3
rd

 century BCE and later.
31

 

                                                   

24
 Bénichou-Safar 2004, pp. 111, 176. 

25
 Bénichou-Safar 2004, p. 84. 

26
 Bénichou-Safar 2004, p. 141 

27
 On the Hellenistic influence see Picard 1967. See especially plate VII 3 for a stele 

with characteristics similar to the present one, which Picard dates to the second half of 

the 3
rd

 century BCE. 

28
 See Hours-Miedan 1951, p. 29, planche VII a-b; Picard 1978, p. 8, type B. 

29
 See Picard 1976, pp. 92-95, especially p. 93 for type VII, dated by Picard to the 3

rd
 

century BCE or later. See also Picard 1978, p. 34: “Caducée orné de banderoles et 

fiché dans un socle,” and pp. 37, 39 with references to parallel examples. 

30
 See Picard 1976, p. 84 “banderole”. 

31
 See Picard 1976, p. 111, plates X 12, XI 3, XII table III; Picard 1978, pp. 51-53, 

plate XXII 4, especially p. 52, type “Tête en bas” on the top of the page. 
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This stele is similar in all aspects to a group of more than two thousands 

stelae found in Sainte-Marie, about 1,200 meters from the Tophet of 

Carthage, and removed from the site in the 19
th

 century.
32

 There is a 

serious debate on the question whether the stelae were originally put by 

their owners in the place where they were found, or whether they 

originally belonged to the upper stratum of the Carthaginian Tophet, 

destroyed by the Romans in 146 BCE (in the latter instance they would 

be uprooted, most possibly by the Romans, and brought to Sainte-

Marie).
33

 Anyway, it is commonly agreed that the stelae should be dated 

to the last phase of the life of Carthage.
34

 Some of these stelae are so 

similar to our stele that they seem to have been made in the same 

workshop: CIS 328 (stele 1 in Laporte 2002) is almost identical to our 

stele in all its details, except the decoration at the top, while CIS 1077 

(stele 3) is ornamented at its top with the same face-down lotus flower as 

here.  

 

The inscription 

1 To my lady, to Tinnit the Face of Ba‘al, and to my lord 1 לרבת לתנת פן בעל ולאדן 

2  dt  Ba‘altḤMN. (That) which vowed B‘LYTN 2 בעליתן לבעל חמן אש נדר 

3 [s]on of ḤNB‘L son of B‘LYTN. They hea 3 ]ב[ן חנבעל בן בעליתן שמ 

4 rd his voice. 4 ע קלא 

 

All that was said above on the inscription of stele A is also relevant to 

this inscription. The formula expressing the fact that the gods fulfilled the 

                                                   

32
 See Laporte 2002. 

33
 Benichou-Safar 1989. 

34
 Benichou-Safar 1989, especially pp. 353, 363-364; Laporte 2002, p. 139. 
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offerorʼs wish – lit. “heard his voice” – before the offeror fulfilled his 

vow lacks the causative kaf “because,” which appears in most of the 

parallel examples. This variant of the formula gives to the text in our stele 

a more declarative aspect, and is also known from other stelae.
35

 

 

Bibliography 

Benichou-Safar H. 

1989 “Les stèles dites de Sainte-Marie à Carghage”, Studia Phoenicia X, 

Punic Wars, pp. 353-365 

2004 Le tophet de Salammbô à Carthage. Essai de reconstitution, Rome  

 

Bisi A.M. 

1967 Le stele puniche [Studi Semitici 27], Roma 

 

Ferjaoui A. 

1991 “À propos des inscriptions mentionnant les sufètes et les rabs dans 

la généaogie des dédicants à Carthage”, Atti del II Congresso 

Internazionale di Studi fenici e punici, Roma, pp. 479-483 

1993 Recherches sur les relations entre l’Orient phénicien et Carthage, 

Freiburg 

 

Hours-Miedan M. 

1951 “Les représentations figurées sur les stèles de Carthage”, Cahiers 

de Byrsa, pp. 15-160 

 

                                                   

35
 E.g. CIS 238, 285, 640, 914, 1330, 1342, 1939, etc. 



Bible Lands e-Review 2018/S1 

 

10 

 

Laporte J.P. 

2002 “Carthage: les stèles Sainte-Marie”, Bulletin de la Société 

Nationale des Antiquaires de France 1999-2002, pp. 133-146 

 

Lipiński E. 

1995 Dieux et déesses de l’univers phénicien et punique, Leuven 

 

Picard C. 

1967 “Thèmes hellénistiques sur les stèles de Carthage”, AntAfr 1, pp. 9-

30 

1968 “Recension de A.M. Bisi, Le stele puniche [Studi Semitici 27], 

Roma 1967”, AION 18, pp. 343-346 

1976  “Les représentations de sacrifice molk sur les ex-voto de 

Carthage”, Karthago 17, pp. 77-138, plates VII-XII 

1978 “Les représentations de sacrifice molk sur les stèles de Carthage”, 

Karthago 18, pp. 5-116, plates XIII-XXIV 

 

Tore G. 

1995  “L’art. Sarcophages, relief, stèles”, in V. Krings (ed.), La 

civilisation phénicienne et punique. Manuel de recherche, Leiden-New 

York-Köln, pp. 471-493 

 

Vainstub D. 

2010 “Human Sacrifices in Canaan and Israel”, in Z. Talshir (ed.), Israel 

and its Land. Inscriptions and History (Beer-Sheva XIX), Beer-Sheva, 

pp. 117-204 (in Hebrew) 

 



Bible Lands e-Review 2018/S1 

 

11 

 

Abbreviations 

AION  Annali dell’Istituto Orientale di Napoli 

AntAfr Antiquites africaines 

CIS  Corpus inscriptionum semiticarum 

 

 

 


