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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORI<:. 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN THE NAME OF THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORI<:. 

TO ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OR POLICE OFFICER OF NEW YORI<:. 

Proof by affidavit having been made this day before me by Special Agent John Paul Labbat Shield 
# 2820, of the Department of Homeland Security-Homeland Security Investigations (DHS-HSI), 
that there is reasonable cause to believe that certain property, to wit: 

1. An object described as a Greek archaic marble Head of a Bull excavated from the Temple 
of Eshmun in Sidon, Lebanon, dated to approximately 360 B.C., and approximately 13 
inches in height. 

2. Any and all documentation related to the consignment, sale, possession, transportation, 
shipping, provenance, importation, exportation, restoration, or marketing of the item listed 
herein, including but not limited to agreements, leases, deeds, emails, letters, invoices, 
receipts, documents, handwritten notes, internal memoranda, photographs, recordings, 
financial records, address books, date books, calendars, personal papers, videotapes, stored 
electronic communications, data, information and images contained in computer disks, CD 
RO Ms and hard drives that may be found at The Metropolitan Museum of Art, i 000 Fifth 
Avenue, New York, NY 10028 ("the target premises"). 

YOU ARE THEREFORE COMMANDED, between 6:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m., to enter and to 
search The Metropolitan Museum of Art, 1000 Fifth Avenue, New York, NY 10028 ("the target 
premises"), for the above described property, and if you find such property or any part thereof to 
bring it before the Court without unnecessary delay. 

Further, this Court authorizes law enforcement personnel to videotape and photograph the 
interior of the target premises. 
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Additionally, with respect to the stored electronic communications, data, information and images 
contained in computer disks, CD ROMs and hard drives, described above, this Court authorizes 
the retrieval of the above-described communications, data, information, and images, and print 
them or otherwise reproduce them by converting them or copying them into storage in another 
device. 

This warrant must be executed within 10 days of the date of issuance. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Hon. n. Fitzgerald 
PT .. 65 JUL O & ·2017 
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CYRUS R. VANCE, JR. 

t) l~TDlf"T IJ.TTflQh.ll=V 

DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ONE HOGAN PLACE 

New York, N. Y. 10013 

July 19, 2017 
The Honorable Katherine Polk Failla 
Thurgood Marshall 
United States Courthouse 
40 Foley Square 
New York, NY 10007 

Dear Judge Failla, 

Re: 17 CV 4755 
Beierwaltes v Director General ef Antiquities ef the 
Lebanese Republic 

On June 29, 2017, I advised Your Honor that pursuant to a criminal investigation, this Office 
intended to apply for a warrant to seize the subject Greek archaic marble Head of a Bull ("Bull's 
Head") as stolen property. We did so on July 6, 2017. I also noted that I would inform this Court 
and counsel should this Office determine after seizure to repatriate the Bull's Head to the Republic 
of Lebanon prior to the conclusion of the matter before Your Honor. 

On July 18, 2017, this Office received a formal demand from Lebanon's Minister of Culture for the 
return of the Bull's Head to the Lebanese Republic as its proper owner. See attached. This demand 
triggers Penal Law §450.10, which requires the return of the Bull's Head to the Republic of Lebanon 
"unless extended by a court order." Whenever such a request is made, "the property shall be 
retained until ... the expiration of a fifteen-day period from receipt by defendant or his counsel of 
the notice of the request." I have notified Mr. Lederman of Lebanon's request. 

Because this artifact was seized pursuant to a warrant, Criminal Procedure Law §690.55 authorizes 
the Court issuing the warrant to determine its ultimate disposition. Toward that end, Mr. Lederman 
and I met informally with the issuing judge, the Honorable Daniel P. Fitz Gerald of the New York 
Supreme Court, agreeing to establish a schedule for each of us to submit motions. That proceeding 
is now before Judge FitzGerald. 

CC via e-mail: Georges Lederman, Esq. 

Respectfully, 

( ~ 
Christopher Hirsch for 
Matthew Bogdanos 
Assistant District Attorney 
212 335-9323 
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E 912/8-12 (8/VII/67) 

Very beautiful head of a bull in white marble, that is analogous looking to the ones from [haos?].  

The ears are missing, as well as the inferior part below the muzzle. 

H: 0.325 

Lg: 0.295 approx. 

W: 0.38 

[Picture] 
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C14 

E 197 (1996) 

4/10 on a monumental altar 

Block L053 B 052 H058 

Protomes H056 B042 T0385 

Dowel drill Lo o 13 BO 11 T009 

Lewis (lifting appliance) LO 015 B0015 TOI 

Capital with four bull protomes 

Thanks to its placement on the tower shaped altar from late Hellenistic or Roman period the 
capital with four protome type ornaments has been very well preserved. During later use 
there was special care taken so that not to damage it, in the rear part of the balustrade of the 
altar there was extra space left for the fourth animal shaped ornament. 

In the upper part of the cubic core there is a deepened hole for lewis. And in the lower part a 
whole for a dowel. From all four sites there are bull shaped protomes protruding. Their 
legs are under their bodies and massive heads rest on broad shoulders. All horns and ears 
are broken and in some animals also parts of the muzzle and knee joints are broken off too. 

C 15 

Capital with four bull protomes 

According to Mireille Dumand' s interpretation it is fragment of a column with four 
protomes ( ... French ... ) 

In spite of its poor condition Ms. Dumand did not hesitate to ascribe the irregular form of 
the fragment to a column and not a relief. 

In the storage of Direction Generale des Antiquities in Byblos there is a piece preserved 
which corresponds exactly to the above description and which obviously must come from a 
column. In one of the bull protomes the nose is only preserved partially. In the missing 
right comer on the polished side there is also a relief with bull shaped protomes. 
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C 16 

Relief with bull protome 

In the pentagonal plate with sides of different length there is a protruding frontal part of the 
bull with its head placed on the shoulder blades, legs are broken. Knees, ears, horns, muzzle 
and left half of the forehead are broken off. According to the inventory chart the ears were 
added separately. 

The nuanced work of the animal's hair through adding of small locks on the forehead as well as 
setting of horns is almost the same for all preserved fragments of bull protomes. The whole 
animal seems to be softer than its both lost and preserved brothers. There is no angular style 
of presenting single folds on its neck and dewlap. The front part of the relief plate is as smooth 
as the body of the animal. The narrower side suggest anathyrosis (technical term for how the 
ancients frequently dressed the joints of stone blocks) 

C 17 

Bull shaped protome 

It is a protome from a four ornaments column or a relief with one ornament. 

Forehead piece is broken off with horns and ears. Undoubtedly the lower muzzle is missing 
too. As in four protome column C 14 the style of the presentation is double: soft finishing off 
of the skin surface and hair and sharp eyes and single folds or wrinkles. 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK, PART 65 
 

IN THE MATTER OF AN APPLICATION FOR A WARRANT  

TO SEARCH THE PREMISES LOCATED AT THE  

METROPOLITAN MUSEUM OF ART, 1000 5TH AVENUE,  

NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10028 ("THE TARGET PREMISES") 

      
ROLF A. STUCKY, the former head of the Department of Classical Archaeology at the University of Basel in 

Switzerland, affirms the following under penalties of perjury: 

1. I, along with the Director of Excavation, Mr. Maurice Dunand, conducted research together at the 

French Institute in Beirut, approximately 25 miles north of Eshmun, from September 1970 to September 1972. 

2. From 1963-1979, Mr. Dunand conducted excavations at Eshmun, Lebanon. The excavation cards were 

prepared by Mr. Dunand’s wife, who wrote all excavation cards. These excavation cards demonstrate that twelve 

fragments or smaller pieces of steirprotomen (bull’s or cow’s heads) were excavated at Eshmun: E 106, E 915, E 

916, E 976, E 986, E 1755, and E 1884, which were excavated but not published, and C-14 (E 197), C-15 (E 

2518), C-16 (E 1279), C-17 (912), and C-21 (E 534), which were excavated and published.   In total, 600 sculptures, 

statues, and reliefs were excavated from Eshmun. 

3. During my two-year period in Beirut, I visited Eshmun an average of once a month and examined the 

Bull’s Head (C-17) in Eshmun’s on-site excavation warehouse many times.  I never, however, participated in the 

excavations at Eshmun. 

4. I also saw the Bull’s Head again in the same on-site excavation warehouse when I returned to Lebanon 

in 1973 and 1974. This on-site warehouse in Sidon is different from the Citadel in Jubayl/Byblos that was later 

used to house excavations. 

5. In the fall of 1996, I again returned to Lebanon and examined the antiquities in the Jubayl/Byblos 

Citadel in Jubayl/Byblos. Of the three bull’s heads that had been moved in 1979 (C-15, C-16, and C-17), I found 

only one in the Citadel storage facility: C-15 (fragment of bull’s head). This piece, C-15, remains in storage at the 

Citadel to this day. I also saw the C-14 piece (column section with four bull’s heads) which had been transported 

to the National Museum of Beirut in 1996 by then-Director General of Antiquities Camille Asmar (from 1992-

1999). C-14 is still on exhibit at the National Museum of Beirut today. C-16 (large relief of the front portion of a 

AFFIDAVIT 
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Beirut, December 11, 1979 

The chief of staff of excavations at the Temple of Eshmun in Sidon 

To Mr. the Head of the Excavation Department 

 

In response to your note No. 2791 from December 5 that was returned to me yesterday morning, 
December 10, I inform you that it is not possible to do the relocation of antiquities from the temple 
of Eshmun in this timeframe. 

For this relocation, crates and boxes and packing could be ordered to Sidon. It is necessary to 
provide 15 solid crates of about 0.80 x 0.60 x 0.40, and 40 boxes of Marlboro cigarettes, that one 
could easily find anywhere. Add to this about 20 kilos of fine straw; some packing paper and pieces 
of cardboard, ten kilos of each. 

Once this material is piled up under the portico of the depot, I count eight to ten days of work with 
6 to 7 workers to pack everything. But this delicate work of packing antiquities should be carried out 
with staff somewhat experienced with these manipulative tasks from the Directorate General of 
Antiquities. I will either monitor or supervise this work.  

Plain crates and boxes will be sealed before leaving the temple of Eshmun, in a way that could 
eventually change while checking inventory numbers in the new depot at Byblos here and can be 
examined only by foreign people to the region of Byblos.     

For we must not forget a first break-in occurred on December 18, 1977 (c/o my letter to the 
Director General of Antiquities No. 50 of January 17, 1978). And another occurred around last 
January 18, the date on which you presented in your office photos showing 5 or 6 people inside this 
antique depot. (c/o my letter to the Director General of Antiquities, number 50 of January 20, 
1979). 

Cordially, 

M. Dunand. 
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NATIONAL MUSEUM NEWS Seventh Issue: Spring 1998 

LE SANCTUAIRE o'EcHMOUN A SIDON 

Rolf A. Stucky 

Les innornbrables destructions et 
reconstructions de la capitalc pheni­
cienne Siclon expliquent le pctit 

nombrc de decouYertes faites clans la ville mcme. Les 
sources lcs plus riches pour notre connaissance de la cul­
ture matcricllc de Sa'ida au Ier mill. av. J. -C. sont lcs <lif­

ferentes nccropolcs ct lcs sanctuai1·es situes en dehors de 
la die, dont les plus importants sont la necropole royalc 
cl'Ayaa et le sanctuaire du jcunc <lieu gucrisseur Echmoun 
a Bostan-ech-Cheikh. 

la fouille du sanctuaire d'Echmoun a 3 km au nord de 
Sidon a commence au debut de notrc siccle: a la suite de 
fouilles clandestines clans le but de chcrcher du materiel 
de construction et de la decouvertc fortuitc des fameuses 

inscriptions royales phcnicicnncs au nom <le Bodashtart, 
Th. Macridy Bey fait lcs premiers sondages dans lcs 

jardins de Bostan-ech-Chcikh cntre 1901 et 1903 1
• Pour 

Jes memes raisons, G. Contcnau 'ct M. Dunancl 'conti­
nuent Jes tra\·aux de terrain en 1920 et 1924 respective­
ment. Ce n'est qu'en 1963 quc M. Dunancl reprend ses 
recherches du sanctuaire de fa<;on continuelle; a cause des 
CYcnement5 politiques au Liban ii y renoncc <lcfinitive­
mcnt en 1978 ". Vers 1974 ]'Emir M. Chehab fait trans-

porter une -quarantaine de sculptures de Sa'i<la au Musee 
National de Reyrouth, ot'1 ils ont asscz bicn survecu aux 
aleas de la guerre civile. Le rcstc · crn·irons six cents 
sculptures et fragments d'architccturc - est cntrepose en 
1978 clans une salle au sous-sol du chatcau des Croises de 
I3yblos. Entre 1980 et 1990, tout le materiel - sculptures 
ct fragments d'architecture . est vole a cet endroit . 
Lors de son retour definitif en France, M. Dunand m'avait 
demandc de m'occuper . apres son cleces . de la publica­
tion de sa fouille <lu sanctuaire d'Echmoun. Un premier 
volum<: a etc centre sur "la Tribune d'l:::chmoun" ;_ A la 
suite de !'apparition de plusieurs sculptures provenant de 
ce sanctuaire sur le rnarche d'antiquites europeen, il fallait 
publier au plus vite un second volume traitant des sculp­
tures qui sont documentees clans les Archives Dunand a 

l'Universitc de Geneve non seulement par des fiches mais 
aussi par des photos '·. La disparition par vol de la prcsque 
totalitc <lcs clements architecturaux . environ trois cents 
fragments de rdiefs, de chapiteaux, protomes de taureaux 
et de griffons ct d'acroteres <le sphinx - m'oblige d'ache­
vcr le troiscme volume le plus vite possible pour y docu­
menter la provenance des objets errants sur le rnarchc <les 
antiquites ; 
Malheureusement, la documentation de cette fouille est 

Les resultats des premieres fouilles: L. Ganzmann · H. v.d. Meijden • R.A. Stucky, Das Eschmunheiligtum von Sidon. Die Funde 
der tiirkischen Ausgrabungen von 1901 bis 1903 im Archaologischen Museum in Istanbul, lstanbuler Mitteilungen 37, 1987, pp. 
81ss. avec renvoi aux rapports de fouille de Th. Macridy dans n. 1. 
2 Deuxieme mission archeologique a Sidon (1920). Les sanctuaires. Sondages au temple d'Eshmun, Syria 5, 1924, pp. 9ss. 
3 Sondages archeologiques effectues a Bostan-ech-Cheikh, pres Sa'ida, Syria 7, 1926, pp. 1ss. 
4 Liste des rapports sur les fouilles recentes de M. Dunand: R.A. Stucky, Die Sku/pturen aus dem Eschmun-Heiligtum bei Sidon. 
Griechische, romische, kyprische und phonizische Statuen und Reliefs vom 6. Jahrhundert v.Chr. bis zum 3. Jahrhundert 11.Chr. 17. 
Beiheft Antike Kunst, Bale 1993, p. 8 n. 12. 
5 R.A. Stucky, Tribune d'Echmoun. Ein griechischer Reliefzyklus des 4. Jahrhunderts v. Chr. in Sidon. 13. Beiheft Antike Kunst, 
Bale 1984. 
6 Voir n. 4. 
7 Quelques elements architecturaux ont deja ete publies et pourront ainsi etre identifies - si jamais ils apparaissent sur le marche des 
antiquites: Dunand (n. 3) .Pl. 12,2; id., Le temple d'Echmoun a Sidon. Essai de chronologie, Bulletin du Musee de Beyrouth 26, 1973, pp. 7ss 
Pl. 5; id., Rapport preliminaire sur les fouilles de Sidon en 1963-1964, Bulletin du Musee de Beyrouth 20, 1967, pp. 103ss. Pl. 5,2; id., Rapport 
preliminaire sur les fouilles de Sidon en 1964 -1965, Bulletin du Musee de Beyrouth 20, 1967, p. 40ss. Pl. 8; N. Jidejian, Sidon a travers /es 
ages, Beyrouth 1995, Fig. pp� 124. 125. 127; R.A. Stucky, Hellenistisches Syrien, Akten des XIII. internationalen Kongresses fiir k/assische 
Archaologie Berlin 1988, Mayence 1990, pp. 25ss. Fig. 2-3; id., Sidon - Labraunda • Halikarnassos. Kanan, Festschrift Ernst Berger, 15. Beiheft 
Antike Kunst, Bale 1988, pp. 119ss. Fig. 1-5, Pl. 36-37; id., II santuario di Eshmun a Sidone e gli inizi dell'ellenizzazione in Fenica, Scienze del­
/'antichita 5, 1991, pp. 461ss. Fig. 1-8. 11-14; id., Lykien · Karien · Phonizien. Kulturelle Kontakte zwischen Kleinasien und der Levante 
wahrend der Perserherrschaft. Akten des II. internationalen Lykien-Symposions Wien 6.-12. Mai 1990, Vienne 1993, pp. 261ss. Fig. 1-3. 9. 
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LE SANCTUAIRE o'EcHMOUN A S100N 

Rolf A. Stucky asscz lacunairc: Les plans ct les resti-

tutions <lcssincs par C. Voronine et F. 

Larche, !cs photos <le chantier et 

<l'objcts ainsi ciuc !cs fiches <l'inYen­

taire, re<ligccs par Madame M. 

Dunan<l , sont !cs sculs instruments 

de tra,·ail. Les f\i-chivcs Dunand ven­

dues par l'archeologue a l'Univcrsitc de Gcnc,-c nc con­

tiennent ni carnets de fouillc, ni dcssins de stratigraphic. 

Seu! !es rapports de fouillc, publics - au moins au debut, 

carnpagne apres Campagne - clans le Bulletin du Musee de 

Be)'rowh, fourn issent que lgu es idees suivies par le 
foui lleur I ors de ses t ravaux s. Grace a la llOUYellc situa­

tion poli tigue au Liban ct au support du Ser vice des 

Antiquites libanais, rnais grace aussi a l'interet des 

instances politiqucs a Sai"da rncmc, j'ai pu reprendrc au 

printemps 1996 les Yerifications sur le terrain . Je remer­

cie vivemcnt Monsieur le Docteur Camille Asmar, 

Directeur General du Sen-ice des Antiguites, et Madame 

I3ahia Hariri , D eputee de Sai·da, pour leur soutien clans 

mes recherc hes recentes. 

Fonde pendant la premiere moitie du Vies. a,·. J. -C. par le 
roi sidonien Eshmounazar IT •, le sanctuaire aura une pre­

miere apogee aux Ve et I Ve s. al". J. -C. (Fig. 1) : sur le grand 

podium massif avcc les inscriptions de Bodashtart ct de 

Yatonrnilk seront construits des temples dont on nc con ­

na1[ra probablcmcnl jamais le plan, mais dont quelqucs 

clements ont cchappc aux nombn:ux fours a chaux. Pour 

!'instant , mon hypothcsc est la suivantc: un premier tem­

ple <le type oriental a,·cc <lcs bases a tore decore en relief 

(Fig. 2) ct aYcc Jes chapiteaux ct <les protomes de taureau 

(Fig. 3) a etc <lctruit , ers le milieu <lu !Ve s. al". J.- C. Dans 

8 Voir n. 4. 

une Jarissa <]Ui ne contenait que du materiel datant du Ve 

et de la premiere moitic du IVc s., M. Dunand a decou­

Ycrt plusieurs fragments de protom cs de taureau et de 

colonnes cannellees qui appartenaient au premier bati-
' 0 E ! \!. I · · ' ' I ' mcnt . ncore au e s., ce u1 -c1 a ete remp ace par un 

second temple grec d'ordre ionique " (Fig. 4) . Un grand 

bassin cl'eau a ciel ou\·er t et contemporain du "batimcnt 

aux friscs d'cnfants", est decore d'unc frise de chasse. Un 

trcmc vidc dit d 'Astar te est place dans une niche au­

dessous <le la fr ise 11
. 

Au Iles. ap. J.-C. cctte "piscinc Ju trone <l'Astart<':" a ete 

rembla_ycc de tcrrc - farcic <le nombrcux fragments <le 

sculptures (Fig. 5-6). A ccttc mcme c pociuc, la partic 

d I . , ' l ' , , , nor cu sanctuaire a etc comp clement reamcnagcc par 

unc rue a double colonnade, par des batimcnts de banquet 

ct par des bassins d'eau. Une eglise b~·zantine constru.ilc au 

!Ve s. clans le partic oucst du sanctuairc marciuera la fm <l'unc 

tradition cultuellc plus que mill<'.:naire 11
. 

Les offrandes !cs plus ancicnncs, des terre cuites ct des 

stat uettes en calcaire friable provcnant de Chy pre (Fig. 7), 

<latent le debut <les gran<lcs constructions a I3ostan-ech­

Cheikh a la premiere moiti <'.: <lu Vic s. al". J. -C 14
. 

L'importation des produits chypriotcs en direction de la 

cote phcnicicnnc nc s'interrompt pas; ,crs 450 a, . J .-C., a 
l'arrh·ce des premiers ar tistes grccs trarnil lant le marbre 

pour de riches Sidonicns, lcs importations chyprio tcs 

diminuent nettemcnt. Comme ii n'y a pas de gisernent de 

rnarbre en Phenicie, cette pierre a du etre importec des le 

clehut du Ve s. aY. J. -C. des i'les grecques . Sa durete ct sa 

structu re cxtremem ent dense etaicnt inconnues des 

sculpteurs pheniciens, habitues au grcs ct au calcaire 

tcndres locaux . Pour cettc raison, non seul ement le 

9 L'inscription phenicienne de son sarcophage: H. Donner - W. Rollig, Kanaaniiische und aramiiische lnschriften Vol. 2, Wiesbaden 
1964, pp. 19ss. No. 14 ligne 17; J.C.L. Gibson, Textbook of Syrian Semitic Inscriptions Vol. 3, Phoenician Inscriptions, Oxford 1982, 
pp. 105ss. Pour la discussion de la date d'Echmounazar II: Stucky (n. 7 [Scienze dell'antichita !) p. 468 n. 28; J. Elayi, Sidon, cite 
autonome de /'empire perse, Paris 1990, pp. 235ss. 
10 Stucky (n. 4) p. 12 (la grande revolte des satrapes comme eventuelle raison de la destruction) Pl. 3, 1-2. 
11 Stucky (n. 7) [Akten Berlin]p. 29 Fig. 2-3; [Scienze dell'antichita]p. 471 Fig. 11 -12. 
12 M . Dunand, Rapport preliminaire sur les fouilles de Sidon en 1964 -1965, Bulletin du Musee de Beyrouth 20, 1967, p. 40ss. Pl. 4. 
6, 1; Jidejian (n. 7) Fig. p. 114. La frise: Stucky (n. 7) [Akten Wien] Fig. 5-8; E. Will, Un probleme d'interpretatio graeca: la pseudo-tri­
bune d'Echmoun a Sidon, Syria 62, 1985. p. 106ss. Fig. 1. 3 (= De l'Euphrate au Rhin. Aspects de l'hellenisation et de la romanisation 
du Proche-Orient, Bibliotheque Archeologique et Historique 135, Beyrouth 1995, pp. 200ss. Fig. 1. 3} . 
13 M . Dunand, Le temple d'Echmoun a Sidon. Essai de chronologie, Bulletin du Musee de Beyrouth 26, 1973, p. 25 Fig. 1 batiment 
XXVI. 
14 Vair n. 1; Stucky (n. 4) pp. 15ss. 68ss. nos. 3-36 Pl. 4-8. 

' • 

042



' --:.~--.;;;:;.;;,;,·; ;; 

fig. 1 Le sanctuaire d'Echmoun a Sidon, plan 

general 

: .. XD! I • .• 

fig. 2 Base de colonne a tore decore en relief (Sa"ida, 

Bostan-ech-Cheikh) 

fig . 3 Protome de taureau (disparu) 

fig . 4 Elements du temple ionique (disparus) 

·if"======-- -~~= -= = _-, -======= ===-­
[, A yn Ydlo1l , 
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LE SANCTUAIRE o'EcHMOUN A SrooN 

Rolf A. Stucky marbre mais aussi les artistes sachant 

le travai ller, venaient de Grcce . Dans 

les ate liers des sculpteurs grecs, les 

apprentis pheniciens se familiari­

saient vite a travailler les blocs de 

marbre. 

Mon analyse de !'ar t sidonien a l'epoque perse se basera 

sur !'architecture et son decor ainsi que sur la sculpture 

votive. Dans !'architecture, la domination perse a eu un 

echo prccis: La fouille cxecutee par l'Americain G. Ford a 
l'intcricur Jc la ville a liHC une base a tore clecoree en 

lcger relief, des fragments d'unc colonne cannelee et des 

fragments d'un chapiteau a <lcux protomes de taureau ,; . 

Tandis gue le chapiteau s'inscrc facilemcnt clans l'art des 

capitales achemenides, Pcrscpolis ct Suse, la base a tore 

t--rouYe ses paralleles les plus prochcs Jans les palais 

assyriens en Mesopotamie. 

M. Dunand a decouvert clans le sanctuairc <l'Echmoun cles 

protomes de taureau de type comparable a cclui <le la col­

lection Ford'6 (Fig. 3). Le style plus nuance <le la represen­

tation de la peau, des yeux ct J es narincs de ccs prntomes 

est , lui, fortement impregne par !'art grcc. Mis a part le 

bloc avec guatre protomes, ils etaient executes en form e 

de haut-relief et ne pouvaient <lone pas ser vi r de 

chapiteaux mais juste de decor sous le plafond d'une salle 

sacree du temple. 

Cet emprunt a l'art des som·erain s per ses n 'est pas unigue 

a Sidon; d'autres contacts phenico-iraniens sont a deceler 

par !es fragm ents de trni s tetes d'hommes barbus iden­

tiques entre e ll es provenant de Bostan-ech-Cheikh ,-; 

(Fig. 8). Elles appartenaient jadis a des sphinx masculins, 

tels quc sur les reliefs persepolitains, sur lesquels ils enca­

drent de part et d'autre le symbole du soleil aile . Le 

mcmc type de sphinx , inconnu en Grece, decorait le toit 

<.l'unc salle <le banquet , construit par le satrape perse et 

roi carien Mausolos Jans le sanctuairc <le Labraunda. De 

mcme, les protomcs <le griffons du sanctuaire d'Echmoun 

(Fig. 9) , isoles OU rcunis par quatre en chapitcaux '\ sont 

traites clans la plus pure tradition iranienne tclle qu'clle 

nous est conservcc clans !cs chapiteaux pcrsepolitains. 

Des "frcres" des griffons sidoniens dccoraicnt ja<lis le toit 

du tombeau princier de Belevi pres d'Ephese, Oll ctait 

enterre un des successeurs directs d'Alexandre le Grand 

ou un des rois de la dynastie rnacedonienne. 

Le meilleur temoin de l'hell enisation de l'imageri e pheni­

cienne avant l'arrivee d'Alexandre le Grand est la 

"Tribune d'Echm oun" 19 (Fig. 10). DecouYer te en 1972, 

el le etait posee sur un socle au pied du haut podium. 

Sculptee Yers 350 aY. J.-C. elle est decoree par deux fri ­

ses en haut-relief: en haut la reunion des deesses et <li eux 

grecs autour d' A poll on jouant de la cithare et en bas une 

danse de Nymphes et de Satyres au son d'une lyre et d'une 

flute. L'iconographie est evidemment grecque mais son 

interpretation pose toujours des prohl emes. Entre !'illus­

tration d'un hyrnne hornerique grec, te l que le propose E. 

vVill 10 et le travestissern ent grec du pantheon phenicien 

tel que l'interprete J. Ferron11 
, j'ai essaye <le faire un 

compromis: Les inscriptions ct k s auteurs antiques nous 

font comprendre gue des le !Ve s. aY. J. -C. lcs Phcnicicns 

connaissaient les divinites grecyues correspondant a !curs 

<lieux: Echmoun pouvait done prcndre !'aspect <l'Apollon, 

<lieu gucrisseur grec, Astarte cclui d'Aphro<l itc ct Allat 

15 Sur l'histoire de la collection Ford: C. Asmar, Histoire des collections du Musee National de Beyrouth: la collection Ford, 
National Museum News 5, 1997, pp. 2ss. Fig. 1. 2; Jidejian (n . 7) p. 99. 
16 Stucky ( n. 7.) [Lykien · Karien · Phonizien) p. 263 Pl. 45, 1-2; [Scienze dell'antichita) pp. 470ss. Fig. 6-8); Jidejian (n. 7) pp. 124s. 
Le chapiteau a quatre protomes de taureau se trouve maintenant au Musee National a Beyrouth. 
17 Stucky ( n. 7) [Sidon - Labraunda · Halikarnassos) pp. 119ss. Fig. 1-5, Pl. 36-37; [Scienze del/'antichita]p. 472 Fig. 13); Jidejian 
(n. 7) p. 127. 
18 Stucky ( n. 7) [Lykien - Karien - Phonizien)) p. 267. Fig. 9. 
19 Stucky ( n. 4) pp. 109s. avec n. 637 no. 247 Pl. 58 -61; (n. 5) passim; Jidejian (n. 7) pp. 146s. 
20 Voir n. 12. 
21 Sarcophages de Phenicie. Sarcophages a scenes en relief, Paris 1993, pp. 352ss. 360ss.; une autre interpretation: H. Salame-
Sarkis, Un probleme d'interpretatio phoenissa: la pseudo-tribune du temple d'Echmoun a Sidon, Berytus 35, 1987, pp. 120ss. 
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fig. 5 Portrait romain (disparu) 

fig. 6 Statue de femme (disparue) 

fig. 7 Tete chypriote d' Echmoun/Melqart (disparue) 

fig. 8 Tete de sphinx masculin (Beyrouth, Musee National) 
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LE SANCTUAIRE D'ECHMOUN A SIDON 
Rolf A. Stucky cclui <l'Athena. II reste pourtant un 

nombre de divinites sur la tribune 

pom· lesquelles je n'ai pas encore 

troll\"c d'cquivalents pheniciens con ­

vaincants. En partant de l'hypothese 

quc !cs Sidoniens visitant le sanc­

tuairc d'[chmoun pouvaient 

"dechiffrer" le decor de cc monument enigrnatique, je ne 

vois pour !'instant pas d'autrcs solutions que de chercher 

des points cornmuns entrc !cs di,·inites g recques et celles 

de Sidon. 

A la question de savoir si au Ve et !Ve s. av.J. -C unc couche 

sociale plus large a,·ait subi cette influence hcllcnisante, 

rcpondcnt deux categori es de m onuments sidonicns : !es 

sarcophages anthropoi·des en m arbre et la sculp ture ,·otive 

du sanctuaire d'Echmoun. La forme extcricurc des sar ­

cophages derive de prototypes egyptiens; le type <lcs te tes 

humaines ainsi que la m atiere - le marbrc - sonl grccs n _ 

Cc melange de style rnontre bien le got1t des Si<lonicns 

pour un art composite. Au point de ,·uc de la forme 

exterieure et du style des te tes humaincs, !cs sarcophages 

provenant de l'hypogee royale d'Ayaa ct ccux J es autres 

nccropolcs sidoniennes se r essemblent a un tel point qu'ils 

<loiYcnt sortir des m ernes ate li er s de sculptcurs. En choi­

sissant le rnem e type de cerceuils , les Sidonicns aises sui­

Yaicnt done la mode he llenisante de la cour. 

Le cas de la sculpture YOti,·c est aussi eloquent: Echmoun, 

jeune <lieu de la vegetation, ctait vcncrc des le Vie s. av. 

J. -C. dans son sanctuairc extra-urbain au bore! du Nahr el­

Awali, !'antique Bostrenus. Par scs qualites protectrices et 

guerisseuses, surtout vis-a- ,·is des cnfants, ii etait une des 

divinitcs !cs plus populaircs <le Si<lon. Les Sidoni ens qui 

voulaicnl mcttre !curs fils n sous la protection d'Echm oun 

lui offraicnt Jes statues en marbre, designees par les 

archcologucs de II 
Temple-Boys" (Fig. 11 ). En quelque sorte, 

ces offrandes pcrpctuaient cternellemcnt la pric re des 

parents. Les inscriptions ,·oti,-cs sur lcs bases des scu lp ­

tures fournissent la prc uvc <le ccltc interpretation : les 

inscriptions, toutes rcdigccs en phcnicicn, commencent 

par une invocation au dic u "Echmoun a la source Ydlal", 

puis elles indiquent le nom du <lcdicant c t cclui de son 

flls; elles se terminent par la formulc conslantc "ciu'il 

benisse" OU "protege" 1
" . Un des gan;:ons est appclc par 

!'inscription "Ba'alshilem , fils du roi Banaa, roi des 

Sidoniens, fil s du roi 'Abdamon, roi des Sidonicns , fils du 

roi I3a'alshilern , roi des Sidoniens" ,, (Fig. 12). La statue 

represente done un jeune prince de la dynastie sidonicnne 

qui a \"eCU Yers 420 a\". J.-C. Le m eme t)1)e d'inscription -

mais cette fois sans titu lature royale - se re trouve sur lcs 

bases de statues analogues. Comme clans le cas des sar­

cophagcs anthropofrles, les habitants aises de Sidon choi­

sissaient pour leurs rntifs le m em e type que celui de la 

cour. Les trouYai I Jes de M . Dunand nous fournisscnt done 

une preuve supplcmentaire que )'hellenisation ne SC limi­

tait pas a la cour mais qu'elle s'etait diffusee plus large­

m ent clans la popu lation de Sidon . Retenons pourtant un 

fai t impor tant : Les inscriptions, rntiYes ou officielles, du 

Ve et du IVe s. av. J. -C. sont toutes redigees, non pas en 

grec, mais clans la langue phcniciennc locale . Ce n 'est que 

la sculpture , en ronde bossc ou en relief, qui a 6t c': i~flu­

encee par le courant occidental amen6 en Phcnicic par les 

sculptcurs grccs (Fig. 13). En d'autres tcr m es, a l'epoquc 

pcrse , J'hc!Jcnisalion SC manifcs tc sculcmcnt a la surfacc 

de la culture phcnicicnnc sans )' pcnclrcr profond<': m ent; 

22 Liste des publication recentes: Stucky (n. 4) p. 32 nn. 217-219; Jidejian (n. 7) pp. 236ss.; C. Doumet-Serhal, Fleurs, fruits et huile 
parfumee: representations sur les sarcophages anthropo'ides, National Museum News 4, 1996, pp. 12ss. Deux equipes de chercheurs 
allemands - a l'Universite de Mayence et a Damas - menent actuellement de nouvelles recherches concernant les sarcophages 
anthropoi'des de Sidon et d'Aradus. 
23 Surles 73 gar<;ons trouves dans le sanctuaire d'Echmoun (assis ou debouts, nus ou vetus) on ne compte que 2 filles assises 
("Temple-Girls") et 5 filles debouts: Stucky (n. 4) p. 29 n. 197 pp. 97s. nos. 183-192 Pl. 42-44. Mis a part la valeur superieure du fils 
comme garant pour la vieillesse des parents, on offrait a Sidon - comme en Grece - a une divinite masculine plutot des statues de 
gar~ons et a une divinite feminine plut6t des statues de filles. A propos d'Echmoun a Sidon: P. Xella, Eschmun von Sidon. Der 
phiinizische Asklepios. Mesopotamica, Ugaritica, Biblica, Festschrift fiir K. Bergerhof, Alter Orient und Altes Testament 232, 1993, 
pp. 481ss. 
24 Stucky (n. 4) p. 84 no. 101 Pis. 24. 54, pp. 91s. no 157 Pis. 35. 54, pp. 104s. nos. 228-229 Pis. 54. 55. 
25 Stucky (n. 4) p. 84 no. 101 Pis. 24. 54; Jidejian (n. 7) p. 115. 
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fig. 9 Protome de griffon (disparu) 

fig. 10 Tribune d'Echmoun (Beyrouth, 
Musee National) 

fig. 11 Statue de gar~on-" Temple Boy " 
(Beyrouth, Musee National) 

fig. 12 Statue de Ba'alshilem sur base avec 
inscription phenicienne 
(Beyrouth, Musee National) 
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LE SANCTUAIRE o'EcHMOUN A S100N 
Rolf A. Stucky pour c<.:ttc raison jc qualifie ce 

I ' ' I ' d II d II p 1enomcnc p utot e mo e que 

de "changcmcnt culture!" . 

Si !'invasion macedonienne de 333 

av. J. -C. rcprcscnte une des grandes 

ruptures clans l'histoirc politique de 

Sidon , la destruction de la ville par l'armcc pcrse Yer s 350 

av. J .-C . en a m arque profondcmcnt !'aspect culture!: A la 

suite de la grande revolte des satrapcs occidentaux de 

!'empire per se, le grand-mi Artaxerxes III a essaye, une 

derniere fois, d'ctablir ]'unite de son royaume . I ,e centre 

de la revol te contrc la suprcmatie iranienne se trouvant a 
Sidon , cette ville a souffert le plus. Dans le sanctuaire 

d 'Echmoun le temple d 'aspect iranien fut detruit ct son 

decor - lcs protomcs de taureau (fig. 3) et les hases de 

colonnes a tore (Fig. 2) - ainsi que les statues rntivcs, 

furent casscs en petits morceaux . Les Sidoniens cntcr­

rerent scrupulcuscment les dehri s clans une canalisation 

desaffcctcc en !es protegeant ainsi contre toutc rcutilisa­

tion impic. Encore aYant l'arrivee d'Alexandre le Grand, 

un nouveau temple grec d'ordre ioniquc fut erige sur le 

podium haut de quclques 20 m (Fig. 4) . JI ne sc distinguait 

probablcmcnt plus des templ es contemporains de la 

Grccc ct de l'Anatolie '6 . 

Le grand historicn des religions et archeologue E. Rcnan , 

charge en 1860 par Napoleon III de la "Mission de 

Phenicie", a deHni justem ent le phcnomcnc de l'hellenisa­

tion de Sidon avant le passage de l'armcc macedonienne. 

II <lccrivait en 1864 , vingt-trois ans avant la dccouvcr tc 

des sarcophages a reliefs de la necropole royalc d 'Ayaa, le 

26 Voir n. 11. 
27 E. Renan, Mission de Phenicie, Paris 1864. p. 398. 

fig. 13 Statue de gan;on sur base avec inscription phenicienne 
(disparuel 

phenomcnc de la fac;:on suivante : "on voit combicn !'influ­

ence grccquc fut de bonne heure predominantc a Sidon . 

Cette influence avait commence a s'excrccr a,·ant 

Alexandre. Des !'an 400 a peu pres, Sidon s'hcllcnisc" ', . 

Jusqu'a cc jour cc jugem ent garde toutc sa valeur. J'ai 

essaye de le modifier en montrant que !'influence grecque 

se mani fes tc des la premiere moitie du Ve S . av. J-C. ct quc 

pendant toutc la pcriode de la domination pcrsc clle ne 

touche pas !cs vraics racines de la culture matcriclle . C'est 

pour cettc raison CJllC jc ]'ai qualifiee pJutot de "mode hel­

Jenisantc" . 

Par sa situation geopolitique , a chcval cntre la Syrie et 

l'Egyptc, Sidon etait pendant toutc la periode hell enis­

tigue le jouet po lit ique des Sd cucides et des Ptolemees. 

Les villes pheniciennes ne choisissaicnl plus leurs propres 

souverains, mais c'etaient k s forces exterieures qui les 

imposaient. 
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Rolf A. Stucky La volontc des Si<loniens <le main ­

tcnir malgrc la forte influence 

grccquc !curs traditions parti ­

culicrcs, SC manifcste nettement 

clans la culture matcridlc: nous 

avons vu quc la sculpture votive du 

sanctuairc d'Echmoun ne se dis­

tinguc plus <le ccllc J es grands centres hcllcnistiques occi­

<lcntaux. Ainsi Eschmo un appara1t sous !'aspect 

<l'Asklcpios / Acsculapc ou d'Apollon grcc. Mais pour 

Astar te, !cs Phcnicicns ont crcc J es le IVe S . aY. J. -C. un 

type iconographique nom·eau : Cc n'cst pas 

!'Aphrodite / Venus nue de la tradition occidcntalc mais 

une image qui evite tout elem ent hurnain - un siege a\·cc 

accoudoirs en fonne de sphinx sur lequel n'a pas pris 

place !'image de la deesse mais juste un bloc o u unc petite 

pyramicle. Dans une grande salle a ciel ouYert du sanc­

tuaire d'Echmoun, c'est Ull des "trones vide d'Astarte " 

qui, pose dans une petite niche du mur de fond , 

represente la statue de cu lte" (Fig. 14 ) . L'aversion pro­

fondement ancree en Orient contre les repesentations 

diYines sous form e humaine, resurgit done a un moment 

ou clans le 1n oncle entier Jes statues de cultes sont a lcur 

apogee. 

Des le lVe s. av.J.-C. les Pheniciens possedaient des comp­

toirs clans !es grandes villes commerciales en Grccc ct en 

Italic - tcllcs qu'au Pircc ct a Pouzzoles. Durant l'epoque 

hcllenistiquc cc genre <l'c tabl isscment phenicien en 

Oc\i<lcnt s'intcnsifia: a D6los , !cs "negociants, armateurs 

et entrepositaires de Berytos" construisirent en 15 3 / 2 av. 

J.-C. l'etablissement des Poseidoniastes, un grancl bati-

ment qui !cur scrvait en mcmc temps <l'entrcpot, de mai­

son de reunion et de centre de cultc de !curs divinitc~s 

ancestral es - Poseidon et Astarte/ Aphrodite 19
. Le plan du 

batiment est etranger a l'architecturc grccquc ct ses pa­

rallclcs !cs plus prochcs SC trouvcnt en Phcnicic: au <lcbut 

du 3e s. av. J. -C. !es Sidoniens construisirent clans le sanc­

tuaire d'Echmoun , au pied du haut podium , un batiment 

analogue, dont un des murs exterieurs est dccore de fri ­

ses repd:scntant des processions d'cnfants (Fig. 15- 16). 

Le "batiment aux frises d'enfants" se compose d'une 

grande cour a cie l ouvert, de chapelles et d'entr epots 

pour !cs objc ts de cultc ou !cs sculptures voti vcs . Unc 

inscription phcnicicnnc sur le soclc d'unc des statues de 

"Temple-Bo/' du sanctuairc <l'Echmoun nous appren<l que 

ccrtaincs per sonncs avaicnt la charge de "gardien des sta­

tues <l'cnfants" w ct de "gar<licn de la portc ", unc fonction 

cultuelle qui se retrouve avec !es memes mots sur une 

inscription grecque <le l'etablissement des Poseidoniastcs 

a Delos. Apparem ent, !es Pheniciens etablis en Grece y 
apportaient non seulernent leur marchandise mais aussi 

leur type d'architecture et leurs cultes. Dans un double 

sens, l'hcllcnismc phcnicicn n'est done pas unc "voic a 
sens unique" - c'cst- a- dire c.iuc plus le temps avancc, plus 

!es influences g recgues sont predominantes : en Phenicie 

sc manifestaient des reactions de tradition locale contrc 

lcs influences occidcntalcs, ct en Grccc, lcs apports 

phcnicicns clans l'architccurc ct !cs cultcs sont evidents. 

I .a prise de !'empire seleucide et l'etablissement de la 

province romaine par le general Pompee le Grancl en 64 

av. J.-C. mirent fln a la splendeur de Sidon. D'apres !es 

auteurs anciens et \es fouilles recentes , Tyr etait, des cette 

28 Les trois trones du sanctuaire d'Echmoun: Stucky (n. 4) pp. 21ss. 40s. 53ss. 74 no. 58 Pl. 15 pp. 106ss. nos. 239-240 Fig. 9 Pl. 56; 
Jidejian (n. 7) p. 114. 
29 Ch. Picard, L 'etablissement des Poseidoniastes de Berytos, Exploration archeologique de Delos 6, Paris 1921; P. Bruneau, Les 
cultes de l'etablissement des Poseidoniastes a Delos, Hommage a M.J. Vermaseren Vol. 1, Etudes preliminaires aux religions orien­
tales dans /'empire romain 68, 1, Leyde 1978, pp. 160ss.; H. Meyer, Zur Chronologie des Poseidoniastenhauses in Delos, Athenische 
Mitteilungen 103, 1988, pp. 203ss. 
30 Sur le plan general (Fig. 1) ii porte le no. Via; R.A. Stucky, Le batiment aux frises d'enfants au sanctuaire d'Echmoun a Sidon, 
Topoi7, 1997, pp. 915ss. 
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LE SANCTUAIRE o'EcHMOUN A SIDON 

Rolf A. Stucky cpoque, a la tete cle la culture phcni­

cienne. 

La culture materi elle de Sidon cntre 

lcVIc s. av. J. -C. et le Illes. ap. J.-C. 
vit du para<loxe de l'ouverture vis- a­

vis des innm·ati ons venues de l'cx-

lcrieur - Iran , Grece ct Italie - ct de 

la volonte de maintcnir !cs tracliti ons locales. 

Contrairement a cc quc l'on pourrait penser, cet antago­

nism e n'est pas unc faiblcsse mais la force-meme de ccttc 

culture. La curiosilc \"is-a-vis Jes partenai res YOisins cl 

lointains, caracteristique pour un peuple rle marchands 

vivant de contacts, a facilitc !'introduction cl e nouYeaux 

motifs iconographk1ues, de tcndances stylistiques et de 

materiaux clc construction et de sculpture. Les protom es 

cle taurcaux ou de griffons, la "Tribune rl'Echmoun" ou 

!es statues cl'cnfants en marbre dcdices a Echmoun , sui­

vent les grancles lignes d'une mode hcllcnisante, com­

mune au bassin oriental de la Meditcrrance des le debut 

du Ve s. av. J. -C. Mais a l'epoque hcllcnistiquc, aussitot 

quc l'autonomie politique et l'identite culturc llc de la 

ville sont rnenacees, une resistance locale sc manifcste 

contre la suprematic cxterieure. Par le relour aux Yicillcs 

institutions politiques et aux images de cultc tra<l i­

tionclles, !cs Sidoniens cherchent leurs proprcs sources 

i<lcologiques et spiritue l Jes. La paix installee par l'armce 

romaine en Syrie et en Phenicie, la "pax romana" , y cgalise 

apparcmrnent toutes les tenclanccs individuelles. Pourtant 

ii ne faut attendre que quelques siecles pour rnir rcappa ­

raitre !es traditions locales, conser vees sous la mince 

couche <le la romanisation. 

fig. 14 Trone d'Astarte (Sa"ida, Bostan-ech-Cheikh) 

fig. 15 Plan du "batiment aux frises d'enfants" 

fig. 16 Reliefs du "batiment aux frises d'enfants" (Sa'ida, 
Bostan-ech-Cheikh) 
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To the Honorable Minister of Tourism. 

Subject: The attack on the excavation site at Jubiel 

On the eve of this August 3rd, I received a phone communication from Joseph Taeh, Jubiel 
permanent officer at the site, that some armed personnel, officers of the Phalangist Party has 
moved by force [illegible] archeological pieces from containers at the excavation site in Jubiel and 
moved to the party quarters, I asked him for an immediate information with a detailed report, so 
we can pursue the matter.  

On noon August 4th, I received your phone instructions to send whoever is needed to Jubiel to 
check the situation and report to you next day. However, since I was not able to reach Dr. Ibrahim 
Koukabani, the excavation Department Manager, I went myself to Jubiel, where Mr. Taeh showed 
me of what took place and handed me the attached report in which he stated the facts, he could not 
post the signs, he was prevented of doing so.  

It looks that those armed personnel who were in the excavation site, did not recognize my presence 
at the site, one of them accompanied me to the party quarters, of course I could not resist, I used it 
as a chance to make clear of certain things.  

After talking with a responsible person Mr. Essam Elkhouri and my request to return the pieces, I 
got no result, However Mr. Elkhouri stated: 

1) The archeological pieces were moved in order to safeguard it from anyone who may cause 
any harm to it, some pieces were moved to some special persons, the thing that I objected 
to, to no avail.

2) There is no way that those pieces will be restored at that time.
3) The pieces are kept in Jubiel area under guards in a safe place.
4) There will be an invitation to the Minister of Tourism to inspect the items.
5) He added that he will force anyone who has unlawful possession of any archeological piece 

in the area to return it back. 

Respectfully yours. 

Salim Abu EI-Lameh, 

Department Manager 

Biet Berry on August 4th, 1981 
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Djebeil, August 13 1981 

The Chief of Staff of Excavations at Byblos 

To Mr. the Director General of Antiquities 

The National Museum, Beirut 

As we were [illegible], I came to spend three days in the castle at Byblos. Arrived in the morning on 

Tuesday the 11th around 10 o’clock, we got settled at the Hotel Alhiram.
Around 11, I arrive at [illegible] bureau, near the French castle. It is occupied by the DGA’s people, they 
are [illegible]. But our loyal guards are there, Artin Chichmanian and Joseph Zageh, who greet me. 
After some [illegible], I go to the castle to see the Eshmun antiquities stored in the large room. Door 
closed, padlocked with Phalangist equipment. Then armed men arrive. I demand to enter. Refuse 
[illegible]. 

According to Artin Chichmanian and Joseph Zageh, the Phalangists arrived, strongly arrived, 
Wednesday July 29, around 3pm. After [illegible], the pushed open the door of the large room of the 
French castle and remove two pickups of Eshmun antiquities. 

The next day Thursday, around 3pm again, they again took some antiquities of the temple at Eshmun 
and a pickup of pottery, [illegible] Paleolithic pottery.  

Friday they took some material from the Byblos excavation warehouse. 

Saturday again they took a pickup from the excavation warehouses. 

The Kataib specified to Artin that they took the archeological material to the Phalange headquarters. 
They also said that they had taken action [illegible] leader. 

On the same day of my arrival, Tuesday, August 11, at 10:45, the Phalangist leader responsible for the 
region of Byblos arrives. They would have learned, he says, that some people would have come to 
loot the antiquities in the French castle. [Illegible] the taken antiquities will be brought back to Byblos 
when the castle will have been [illegible] and that we will be able to make a well-kept museum. The 
Phalangists [illegible] all the antiquities that they will find in the [illegible] in the region of Byblos, from 
the most humble to the most [illegible] homes. 

At 11:10 our interview ended. The leader leaves. The [illegible] have been taken in his presence, Joseph 
Zageh, and our driver Zarabedjian served as interpreter. The leader [illegible] that the antiquities will 
come back here Thursday. 

On Thursday, nothing is returned yet. But around 11 I had the surprise of seeing the arrival of I. 
Kaukabani. We were stunned [illegible] at this audacity of the Kataib. He left us an hour later. 

I waited for the visit of Mr. Asuair, who was said to return from Canada. He has not been presented to 
me. 

We left Byblos around 12:30 to return to Beirut. 

All the best, 

M. Dunand

We left this morning and there were no longer any Phalangists in the ruins but there were two 
municipal police officers there and everything seemed calm. 
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Djebeil August 13. 

I arrive at Byblos [illegible], around 10 am on Tuesday, August 11, we set up in the Hotel Alhiram. 

I arrive at my [illegible] office at 11 am, it is occupied by the D.G.A., but the [illegible] Phalangists 
arrive. Artin and Joseph Zayeh are there. 

At quarter past 11, I go to the French Castle to see the Eshmun Antiquities, which have been stored 
there since the spring of 1980. I find the door closed, [illegible] with Phalangist equipment. But 
[illegible] arrive. I demand to enter. Entry refused. 

According to Artin and to Joseph Zayeh the Phalangists arrived at [illegible] everywhere, they took 
the following: 

Wednesday, July 29, around 5 am, 2 pickups of antiquities from the temple of Eshmun. 

Thursday, July 30, around 3 pm, again they loaded more Eshmun antiquities and some Byblos 
pottery.  

Friday, July 31, the Phalangists took some antiquities from the storeroom of the excavation house. 

The Kataeb said to Artin Chichmanian that they are transporting all the antiquities to the Phalangist 
Headquarters. 

At 10:45 am, a Phalangist leader arrives with some armed men, he is charged and responsible for 
Djebeil. [Illegible] had learned that [Illegible] there is some time. 

[Illegible] two before the storeroom of Esmun antiquities [illegible]. [Illegible]. 

[Illegible] the security of the objects from Byblos that the Phalangists have taken everything. 

[Illegible] we take care of Byblos when the French castle is [illegible] well guarded. The Phalangists 
[illegible] which is in the Byblos region, in the [illegible], in the biggest homes. 

At 11:10 am our [illegible], this Phalangist leader goes away. He spoke Arabic, Artin Chichmanian 
and [illegible] chauffeur translated. 

It is evident that before [illegible], Artin Chichmanian and Joseph Zayeh feel threatened. 

August 12 I go to the town. The mayor is not there. [Illegible], but he cannot force anything.  
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Department of Interior Security Force Area Command: 

District Junea Region: Junea 
Precinct Jubiel Precinct: Jubiel 
No. 296/204 No. 296/204 
Date 8/13/1981 Date: 8/13/1981 

Subject: A report of restoring archeological items from the Lebanese 

Phalangist party and the delivery to Dr. Ibrahim Kawkabani a 

Representative of the Archeology Department. 

On the sixteenth hour on Thursday, the thirteenth of August 1981. I, Captain Nadeem Risha, of 
Jubayl command and sergeant Hanna Nicole No. 5377, wearing our formal police uniform, moved 
in accordance to our report No. 68/205, dated 8/3/1981, regarding moving of archeological pieces 
from Jubayl castle to the Phalangist party quarters.  

After talking to responsible personnel and leaders at the party, they agreed to return the pieces and 
to deliver them to the castle as they were before. On the time and date mentioned above, pieces and 
statues were delivered at the presence of Mr. Ibrahim Kawkabani, the representative of the 
Department of Archeology. As far as the remaining pottery pieces, it was agreed that they will be 
delivered the next day. Based on that we arranged for a scheduled time for the delivery of all the 
pieces at the fourteenth hour of next day, all the returned pieces were present, which were 16 
pottery jars of different shapes and sizes, and 82 boxes of different sizes containing small 
archeological pieces. We were not able to know what they contained in said boxes, because they 
were closed. Beside maps, drawings and records that were inside the castle.  

At the hour and date above-mentioned, this report was closed at the sixteenth hour on 8/14/1981. 
Four copies are made of this report with a list of the pieces delivered. The first copy went to Junea 
Command, the second copy went to the police command in Jubayl, the third copy went to the 
Department of Archeology and the last copy went to the file. 

Sergeant Hanna Nicole No. 5733 Captain Nadeem Risha 

I was present On behalf of the Department of Archeology, 

Excavation Department Director Signed 

Received at Jubiel and referred to Director General [Seal] 
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A List of The Archeological Pieces Restored to Jubayl Citadel 

Name and kind of the piece Number of Items Notes 
A crown Corinthian base One 
A large piece of mosaic ” 
A small long crown ” 
A statue in a shape of cow’s head ” 
A piece of black granite contain hieroglyphic writings ” 
A marble with 3 parties of monkeys with wings Three 
A piece of a mall pole [illegible] ” 
A small mortar ” 
A headless marble statue in a shape of roman boy One 
A faucet piece in the shape of lion’s head ” 
A small Crown ” 
A piece of marble in a shape of cow’s head ” 
A statue of a boy setting Three 
A statue Omraini period style Two 
A Middle size mortar One 
A statue of bull’s head ” 
A small Byzantine tile with the sign of the cross  ” 
A [illegible] stone Two 
A piece of Marble One 
A small statue of the sphinx One 
A faucet in a shape of lion’s head Three 
A tile One 
A design of a man’s shape mounted Two 
A design of a woman’s shape mounted Two 
A marble statue of headless woman One 
A melting pot for metals One 
A head of a young boy One 
A small marble statue One 
A woman’s head One 
A mounted statue of Hercules One 
A mounted Horseman riding a horse One 
A part of a pole One 
Half a headless statue Two 
A burial stand Three 
A part of midsection of Apollo statue One 
A small Corinthian piece One ` 
A piece of a stone One 
A marble pieces broken in three parts One 
Total 63 Pieces 
Pottery jars in different sizes 16 
Closed boxes containing archeological pieces 
Also, maps, pictures, and records returned, we were not able 
to know if the return was completed in numbers. 

82 

067



068



069



[Illegible], September 23, 1981 

The Chief of Excavations of Byblos 

To Mr. the Director General of Antiquities of Lebanon 

I just received a letter from Artin Chichmanian, our head of site at Byblos, dated about September 
[illegible] my departure of Byblos [illegible] beginning the afternoon the Phalangists returned the 
stone sculptures of Byblos and Eshmun in the presence of delegates of the local police and of I. 
Kawkabani. The objects have been placed in the main [big?] room of the basement of our [illegible]. 
[Illegible] of this warehouse. 

[Illegible] other objects which have been deposited in the main [big?] room of the French castle, in 
the presence of the of the police, of Joseph Zayeh and himself, Artin Chichmanian. The lower door 
of this warehouse has been nailed and is under iron padlock. But Artin Chichmanian made clear that 
he doesn’t know what the Phalangists took, nor what they brought back. 

[Illegible] of the Artin Chichmanian letter dated September 11, the police are here everyday, 
permanently, five of them. 

In sum, the removal of the Byblos antiquities by the Phalangists was carried out in four days: 
Wednesday July 29, Thursday July 30, Friday July 31, and Saturday August 1.  

[Illegible] the return of the these antiquities is done on the evening of August 13 and the next day 
the 14. 

All the best, 

M. Dunand
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Jbeil, January 7, 1982,  

The Chief of Staff of excavations in Byblos 

To Mr. the Director General of Antiquities Beirut National Museum 

I would like to remind you of my letter no. 59 from August 13, 1981, that sets forth everything that 
the Phalangists had removed from our warehouses in Byblos, and my letter no. 64 from September 
29 that mentioned the little they had returned. 

On Monday January 4, I went to see what they had returned to the great hall in the castle.  Apart 
from antiquities of the Eshmun Temple that had been piled up in bulk and that are only [thin] 
shards of marble with a few larger pieces, the rest is contained in big boxes, very well sealed with 
large tape.  I examined about half a dozen of them.  The boxes are half empty, even three quarters 
empty sometimes.  One can see many potteries from Byblos.  But, surprise: in one of them, there are 
flints [“silex”] that are foreign to our excavation.  They have the indication AK, followed by a 
number 266, 479 for example.  Another delivered a naked torso with its head intact.  However, it is 
in plaster and does not have a number.       

It is clear that those who did this work did it with malice and wanted to give the impression that 
they were returning many antiquities to Byblos. 

Please accept the assurance of my highest consideration. 

M. Dunand
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221/2 302 

To: His Highness Minister of Tourism 

Re: The archeological containers of Byblos/Jubayl 

Beirut on 17th, of March 1982 

In reference to the above-mentioned subject, regarding the archeological pieces that were taken 
from the Byblos/Jubayl storage room in August 1981.  

I refer your highness to the letter of Mr. Maurice Dunand, the archaeologist, that the above-
mentioned archaeologist after performing the necessary physical inspection of the pieces, confirms 
that the delivery of the archaeological pieces was not complete. The carton boxes delivered 
contained very few pottery pieces from the Byblos/Jubayl excavation, as well as some flint tools 
that carried different numbers that are not part of the excavation.  In addition, there is a statue 
made from gypsum, which carries no number.  

Please be advised of the above, Excellency. 

Maurice Chehab 

Director General of Antiquities 
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OFFICE OF THE HIGH COMMISSIONER OF THE FRENCH REPUBLIC IN SYRIA AND 

LEBANON 

Management of the Antiquities Department 

Governing Antiquities 

Decree No. 166 LR dated November 7, 1933 setting forth the regulations governing Antiquities 
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Decree No.  166 -  LR 

setting forth the regulations governing antiquities in Syria and Lebanon (Official Gazette of 

Administrative Acts of the Office of the High Commissioner) dated November 30, 1933 

The High Commissioner of the French Republic  

Pursuant to the decrees by the President of the French Republic dated November 23, 1920 

and July 16, 1933, 

Pursuant to Decree No. 207 dated March 26, 1926 setting forth the regulations governing 

antiquities in Syria and Lebanon, Decree No. 748 dated January 31, 1927 governing the trade in 

antiquities, Decree No. 749 dated January 31, 1927 governing the export of antiquities, Decree 

No. 3375 dated December 17, 1930 governing historical monuments, 

Pursuant to Decree No. 651 dated December 10, 1926 governing the import of antiquities 

originating in Palestine and Iraq, 

Pursuant to Article 14 of the Mandate Declaration 

based on the proposal by the Director of the Antiquities Department, 

Orders:  

TITLE I. 

Antiquities in general 

CHAPTER I. — Definition 

Art. 1. — Antiquities are defined as any products of human activity, regardless of the 

civilization to which they belong, predating the year 1700 (anno Hegirae [A.H.] 1107). 

Immovable objects created after the year 1700, the conservation of which is in the public 

interest from a historical or artistic point of view, shall also be treated as antiquities and subject 

to the rules in this decree and shall be registered in the General Inventory of Historical 

Monuments stipulated in Art. 20. 

Art. 2. — Antiquities may be immovable or movable. 

Immovable antiquities include: 

1) any result of human industry covering geological ground formations (tells). 

2) any ancient works or buildings; remains or vestiges of ancient buildings, with or without a 

visible above-ground structure. 

3) any movable objects attached to the ground or the land as permanent fixtures. 

4) any natural sites used or appropriated by human industry, such as rock shelters, caves, 

rock paintings, sculptures, moldings or inscriptions. 

Movable antiquities include any objects or fragments of objects made, worked or modified 

by human hands that fall outside of the aforementioned categories. 

Art. 3. — In the event of dispute, the Director of the Antiquities Department shall determine 

whether an object is or is not an antiquity and whether such antiquity is an immovable or movable 

antiquity. 
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CHAPTER II. On the Ownership of the Antiquities.  

Section I. Already discovered Antiquities 

Art. 4. — Subject to the provisions stipulated in this regulation, the laws covering 

antiquities are governed by the applicable common law in the States under Mandate. 

Art. 5. — Unless there is evidence to the contrary, immovable antiquities shall be presumed 

to belong to the State. 

Private individuals, Waqfs, Communities or local authorities and, in general, legal entities 

governed by private law claiming ownership of movable or immovable antiquities shall be 

required to furnish evidence of their rights in accordance with common law. 

Art. 6. — Immovable antiquities belonging to the State are part of the public domain. The 

regulations do not apply to the State’s rights with regard to movable antiquities. 

Art. 7. — The State shall be entitled at any time to register an immovable antiquity 

belonging to a private individual, Waqf, etc., in the General Inventory of Historical Monuments 

and to seek classified status for it in accordance with the procedure stipulated in Title II of this 

decree:  likewise, it shall be entitled at any time to bestow classified status on a movable 

antiquity belonging to a private individual, a Waqf, etc. 

The State shall be entitled at any time to expropriate an ancient immovable property 

belonging to a private individual that has been granted classified status or is recommended for 

classified status, in accordance with applicable laws. In determining the amount of compensation 

to be paid for the expropriation, which shall cover only the current and certain loss resulting from 

eviction, the value of the antiquity per se shall not be considered. 

 
Section II. Antiquities discovered in the future 

 
Art. 8. — A s far as antiquities discovered in the future are concerned, this shall be understood to refer 

only to chance discoveries or to the results of regularly authorized excavations. 
 

Art. 9. — Except in the case of regularly authorized excavations, anyone who discovers an 

immovable antiquity, anywhere, under any circumstances, and during the course of any type of 

work whatsoever, must, within twenty-four hours, report the discovery to the nearest 

administrative authority, which shall immediately notify the Director of the Antiquities 

Department and, simultaneously, the Curator of the region's National Museum. 

Art. 10. — Any antiquity thus discovered shall be the property of the State, unless it is 

determined that it is an integral part of a building belonging to private individuals, Waqfs, 

communities, legal entities, etc., in which case it shall belong to the owner of the building. 

If the antiquity was discovered on cultivated built-on land belonging to a private individual, 

Waqf, etc., it shall likewise be the property of the State, with the proviso that the latter shall 

compensate the owners for any losses that they may incur. 

The provisions of Art. 6 and 7 of this decree concerning immovable antiquities shall apply 

ipso jure (automatically) to immovable antiquities discovered under such conditions. 

Art. 11. — Anyone who by chance discovers a movable antiquity under the same conditions, 

circumstances and setting as described above must, within twenty-four hours, report the 

discovery to the nearest administrative authority. 

The latter shall immediately and simultaneously notify the Director of the Antiquities 

Department and the Curator of the region's National Museum. 

These documents are made available to you under the 
Terms and Conditions specified on IFAR's Website

International Foundation 

for Art R
esearch 

(IFAR
)

097



- 5 - 

Art. 12. — The Head of State, represented by the Director of the Antiquities Department and 

the Curators of the National Museums, shall, within three months of presentation of the object or 

notification that this shall be done by the administrative authority in the area in which the 

discovery was made, be entitled to acquire a movable antiquity discovered by chance after the 

date of this decree by paying the finder a sum equal to one-third of the object's value. 

The price of the object shall be determined by mutual agreement by the Head of State’s 

representative and the finder. In the event of a dispute, the two parties shall appoint an arbitrator, 

who must be approved by the High Commissioner: his decision shall be final. If the parties are 

unable to reach agreement concerning such arbitrator, each party shall appoint one and the High 

Commissioner shall appoint a third: this arbitral commission shall settle the dispute by majority 

vote. 

The finder’s rights shall apply only to that object which he actually directly discovered, and 

not to any antiquities that may be found during the excavation following the chance discovery in 

question and because of the latter. 

Art. 13. — If the State is not going to exercise its right to acquire the movable antiquity 

involved, it shall notify the finder of its decision within the specified time period through its 

representatives listed in article 12. 

The finder shall then become the owner of the object from the date of receipt of such 

notification. 

The notification must indicate the name, occupation and address of the finder as well as the 

main features of the antiquity involved; it must be marked with a serial number, dated, signed and 

stamped with the official seal of the appropriate Department. 

This document shall be deemed to be proof of title of ownership. 

 

Art. 14. — During the period allotted to the State to exercise its right of first refusal, anyone 

who destroys, mutilates or damages the found antiquity in any manner whatsoever shall be 

punished with a fine of 25 to 10,000 L.S. (Syrian Pounds). Further, any alienation agreed to by 

the finder before the State issues its decision shall be null and void. 

 

Art. 15. — The State reserves the right at any time to seek classified status for any movable 

antique discovered by chance. 

 

Art. 16. — Any violation of Art. 9 and 11 shall be punished by imprisonment for eight days 

to three months and a fine of 10 to 500 L.S. (Syrian Pounds) or by one of these two penalties 

alone. 

Further, failure of the finder to comply with the disclosure rules referred to in Art. 9 and 11 

shall render him a possessor in bad faith who, moreover, in no case shall become the owner 

through prescription of the discovered antiquities. 

In such a case, the State shall be entitled at any time to take legal action aimed at 

unconditionally dispossessing this possessor in bad faith. 

 

Art. 17. — The question of ownership of the results of regularly authorized excavations 

shall be dealt with in Title III of this regulation. 

TITLE II  

On the Protection of Antiquities  

CHAPTER I. — General Provisions 
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Art. 18. — a) In general terms, it is forbidden to destroy, damage or mutilate an immovable 

or movable antiquity, to write on it or engrave any inscription or sign of any kind on it; it is 

forbidden to appropriate, sell or buy without a permit any type of material belonging to or having 

belonged to ancient structures. 

Any violation of the provisions of this article shall be punished by a fine of 25 to 500 L.S. 

(Syrian Pounds), without prejudice to any legal action claiming damages that may be instituted.  

b) Moreover, Chapters II and III of this section introduce a special system for the protection 

of certain immovable and movable antiquities which, in particular, defines the rights and 

obligations to the State of the owners of said antiquities. 

 

Art. 19. — Urban expansion and beautification plans may be adopted only after approval by 

the Director of the Antiquities Department. An architect from the Antiquities Department shall 

participate in the development of such plans; in cases involving a site which is of exceptional 

archaeological value, the plan shall be drawn up by an architect from the Antiquities Department. 

 

CHAPTER II. On the General Inventory of  

Historical Monuments. 

Art. 20. — A register for use by the General Inventory of Historical Monuments shall be set 

up in each one of the States. Copies of these registers shall be made available to the Management 

of the Antiquities Department. 

Art. 21. — This inventory shall include entries on: 

1) Immovable antiquities belonging to the State, 

2) Immovable antiquities belonging to private individuals, waqfs, communities or local 

authorities, the conservation of which is in the public interest from a historical or artistic point of 

view.  

(The term “antiquities” shall be interpreted in the broadest sense, as defined in article 1 of 

this regulation). 

Art. 22. — The States’ Ministers of Education shall, at the recommendation of or following 

notice by the Director of the Antiquities Department, enter the antiquities into the inventory and 

shall notify the owners concerned of such registration through administrative channels. This 

registration shall also be recorded in the land register on the immovable property page in the 

section reserved for registering restrictions on the right of disposal. 

  Art. 23. — Registration in the inventory shall oblige the owners not to make any 

modifications to the registered immovable object or any portion of the registered immovable 

object using their own resources or, in a general way, to undertake any work that might 

compromise the ancient nature and character thereof, without first notifying the Antiquities 

Department two months in advance of their intention and indicating the modifications or work 

they propose to carry out. 

  

  Any violation of the provisions of this article shall be punished by a fine of 25 to 2000 L.S. 

(Syrian Pounds), without prejudice to any legal action claiming damages that may be taken.  

 

Art. 24. — The Antiquities Department shall examine these projects; in the event they could 

be detrimental to the monument, it shall endeavor  — through amicable discussion with the owner 

— to revise the design of the projects. If an agreement is impossible. The Antiquities Department 

may only object to the work by initiating the procedure to seek classified status, as provided in 

Chapter III of this title; it shall notify the owner that it is commencing this procedure. If, on the 

contrary, it authorizes such work, it shall supervise the work to ensure that it is carried out in 

accordance with its authorization. 

However, if the intention or effect of the aforementioned work is to break the registered 

building into parcels in order to sell the resulting fragmented materials, the Antiquities 
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Department would have a period of three years to bestow classified status and may, in the 

meantime, suspend the work concerned, by means of the notification referred to in the preceding 

paragraph. 

Art. 25. — Any alienation of immovable property registered in the inventory must be 

reported to the Antiquities Department within two weeks of the signing date by the party agreeing 

to such alienation. 

Any violation of the provisions of this article shall be punished by a fine of 1 to 200 L.S. 

(Syrian Pounds). 

 

CHAPTER III. On bestowing classified status on Historical Monuments 

Art. 26. — Immovable and movable antiquities are given classified status as Historical 

Monuments by decree of the Head of State, at the recommendation of or following notification by 

the Director of the Antiquities Department. 

 

SECTION I. 

On bestowing classified status on Immovable Antiquities 
 

Art. 27. — Any immovable antiquities registered in the “General Inventory of Historical 

Monuments” may be “classified” as historical monuments, along with any land or immovable 

object for which classification is necessary to isolate or clear a classified property. 

Art. 28. — In order to conserve a historical monument’s ancient, artistic or picturesque 

character, a statutory easement (legal curtailment of ownership) may be placed on any immovable 

property or land situated near or in view of such a structure. 

Art. 29. — All of the effects of “classification” shall apply ipso jure (automatically) to the 

property in question beginning on the date which the Antiquities Department notifies the owner of 

the proposed State classification. They shall cease to apply if the decision on classification is not 

received within six months of this notification. 

Art. 30. — The classified property may not be destroyed or moved, even partially, or 

subjected to restoration work, repairs or any kind of modification whatsoever, without the consent 

of the Antiquities Department. 

Any violation of the provisions of this article and article 29 shall be punished by a fine of 50 

to 5,000 L.S. (Syrian Pounds), without prejudice to any legal action claiming damages that may 

be instituted. 

Art. 31. — Any costs incurred for work to strengthen or repair buildings registered in the 

General Inventory or given classified status as historical monuments shall be borne by the owners 

of such buildings. 

If such building is not owned by the State, the State shall cover only those expenses resulting 

from work carried out in addition to the work necessary to prevent further deterioration of the 

monument in question. 

In such a case, the Municipalities shall share these expenses equally, on a case-by-case basis 

in line with a proposal that has yet to be determined. 

Art. 32. — The Antiquities Department, in consultation with the State in question, may, 

following formal notice to the owner which has been ignored, order any repair or maintenance 

work considered essential to conserving classified or registered monuments not belonging to the 

State to be carried out. 

In the event of an emergency or imminent danger reported by the municipal engineering 

department or the Antiquities Department, and one day after notifying the owner, the Director of 

the Antiquities Department or the Head of the Municipality, in consultation with the Antiquities 

Department, shall petition the Presiding Judge of the Court of First Instance to appoint, within 
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twenty-four hours, an art expert to inspect the condition of the buildings and the work quotation 

prepared by the Architect from the Antiquities Department. This expert must submit his report to 

the Court Clerk’s Office within twenty-four hours of his appointment. Within forty-eight hours of 

the submission of the report, the Court must rule on the owner’s obligation: 

a) either to carry out the work deemed necessary under the supervision of an architect 

from the Antiquities Department within a yet to be determined time period, 

b) or to send sufficient funds to the Antiquities Department to cover the expenses for such 

work. 

In either case, the extent of the owner’s obligation shall be determined by article 31 of this 

decree. 

This ruling must be executed immediately, notwithstanding any objection or appeal. 

In the event the owner resists enforcement of the ruling, the municipal authorities, within the city 

limits, and the competent administrative authority in areas outside the city limits, shall, at the 

request of the Antiquities Department, replace the defaulting owner in complying with this 

obligation. 

 

Art. 33. — No new structure may abut a building with classified status, no signs may be put 

up and no agreement may be entered into that creates an easement on said property without 

authorization from the Antiquities Department. 

Statutory easements that might cause the monuments to deteriorate shall not apply to 

properties with classified status. 

Art. 34. — A property that has been granted classification or is recommended for 

classification may be included in an investigation for the purposes of eminent domain only with 

the consent of the Director of the Antiquities Department. 

Art. 35. — On land that has been granted classified status as a historical monument, no soil 

or rock material excavated in the course of construction work or any refuse may be deposited, no 

planting or digging may be done, no trees may be cut down or removed, no construction or 

irrigation work may be undertaken, no cemetery may be set up and, in general, no change to the 

current condition of the premises may be made without a permit from the Antiquities Department. 

Likewise, it is forbidden to set up a lime kiln within less than 500 meters of a 

protected-status property without a permit from the Antiquities Department. 

Any violation of the provisions of this article and article 33 shall be punished by a fine of 25 

to 250 L.S. (Syrian Pounds), without prejudice to any legal action claiming damages that may be 

instituted. 

Art. 36. — In general, the recommendation for classified status, and then the decree issued 

by the Head of State, shall specify precisely, in each particular case, the immovable properties or 

portions of immovable properties to be given classified status, on the one hand, and the statutory 

easements  provided by article 28, on the other. 

The latter shall not give rise to the payment of compensation. 

Art. 37. — As far as possible losses incurred by the owners of the protected-status 

properties as a result of classified status, the State shall compensate only private individuals or 

legal entities governed by private law. It shall not compensate communities for the classified 

status of monuments which they own if such monuments are assigned to public service or worship 

service. 
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Art. 38. — Owners or holders of real property rights who believe that they have been 

harmed by the classified status may, through the Antiquities Department, call a meeting of a 

commission consisting of: 

a representative of the Antiquities Department, 

a representative of the Agricultural or Property Department, as the case may be, 
a representative of the Ministry of Finance. 

 

Such commission shall, if appropriate, set the amount of compensation to be paid, which 

shall be equal to the current loss directly incurred by owners or holders of real property (in rem) 

rights as a result of the classified status. 

In the event the latter reject the commission’s decision, the Court having jurisdiction shall 

decide whether they have a legitimate claim. 

In any case, the Court ruling shall be appealed using remedies available under common law. 

Art. 39. — The owners’ request for a meeting of the commission must be submitted within 

two months of notification of the decree granting Classification. The notification must inform the 

owner of his right to possible compensation. 

Art. 40. — The Classification shall be recorded in the land register on the property page. 

Art. 41. — The legal effects of classification shall follow the protected-status property, no 

matter to whom it may be transferred. 

Any alienation of immovable property endowed with classified status must be reported to 

the Antiquities Department within two weeks of the signing date by the party agreeing to such 

alienation. 

Any violation of the provisions of this article shall be punished by a fine of 1 to 200 L.S. 

(Syrian Pounds). 

SECTION II  

On bestowing Classification status on Movable Antiquities 

Art. 42. — Any movable antiquity whose conservation is in the public interest from a 

historical or artistic point of view may be classified as a historical monument. 

The effects of classification shall apply ipso jure (automatically) to the movable object in 

question beginning on the date on which the owner is notified of the proposed classification . 

They shall cease to apply if the decision on classification  is not received within six months of 

this notification. 

The legal effects of protected-status classification shall follow the property, no matter to 

whom it may be transferred. Any private individual who alienates a protected-status object shall 

be obliged to notify the buyer of the classification . 

It is forbidden to export a classified movable antiquity outside of the States under Mandate. 

Art. 43. — Protected-status objects may not be modified, repaired or restored without the 

authorization of or outside of the supervision of the Antiquities Department. 

Any violation of the provisions of this article and article 42, paragraph 2 shall be punished 

by a fine of 50 to 4,000 L.S. (Syrian Pounds), without prejudice to any legal action claiming 

damages that may be instituted. 

 

Art. 44. — In order to preserve the State’s right of first refusal, any owner of classified 

movable antiquities wishing to alienate them must send notification to that effect by registered 

letter to the Minister of Education and simultaneously to the Director of the Antiquities 

Department. These documents must contain the name, occupation and address of the buyer, as 
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well as the selling price of the object. If no response is received from the State within six months 

of the notification, the owner shall be authorized to continue with the sale. 

Any alienation of a classified movable antiquity made in violation of the provisions of this 

article shall be null and void. The State may institute nullity proceedings at any time, without 

prejudice to claims for damages. 

If the State does not exercise its right of first refusal, the seller must notify the Minister of 

Education and the Director of the Antiquities Department by registered letter of the name and 

address of the buyer within eight days of the sale. Failure to send notification shall be punished 

by a fine of 50 to 500 L.S. (Syrian Pounds). 

Art. 45. — Any owner or custodian of a classified movable antiquity proposing to transport 

such object from one place to another shall be obliged to send a statement to that effect to the 

Antiquities Department in advance. This statement must indicate the new property at which the 

object will be located, as well as the name and address of the owner or occupant of that property. 

The transfer must not be made until after delivery of an acknowledgment of receipt of the 

statement by the Antiquities Department: this acknowledgment of receipt must be delivered 

within eight days of receipt of said statement. 

Any violation of the provisions of paragraph 1 of this article shall be punished by a fine of 

25 to 100 L.S. (Syrian Pounds). 

SECTION III  

Removing “classified” status from Historical Monuments 

Art. 46. — The total or partial removal of a classified immovable or classified movable 

antiquity’s status shall be issued in a decree by the Head of State at the recommendation of or 

following notification by the Director of the Antiquities Department. 

The interested parties shall be notified of the decree removing classified status: in the case of 

an immovable antiquity, a certified copy of the decree removing the classified status shall be sent 

to the Property Commissioner, who shall proceed with the de-registrations or with making the 

necessary entries on the real property page. 

 

SECTION IV  

Disclosure rules 

Art. 47. — The Director of the Antiquities Department may at any time send Agents from his 

department to inspect classified antiquities or antiquities listed in the inventory that are located on 

private property. 

Any owner who refuses to comply with the provisions of this article shall be punished with a 

fine of 5 to 200 L.S. (Syrian Pounds). 

Art. 48. — Anyone in possession of an antiquity must permit agents from the Antiquities 

Department to examine it and must do everything in his power to help them facilitate their 

drawing or photographing or, in general, making a copy of the antiquity. 

Such reproductions may not be sold, conveyed or published without the owner’s 

authorization. 

Any violation of the provisions of this article shall be punished by a fine of 1 to 25 L.S. 

(Syrian Pounds). 

Art. 49. — If a private individual or a community that owns a classified monument allows 

persons other than those stipulated in the preceding article to visit and charges an entry fee, such 

fee must be set in consultation with the Management of the Antiquities Department. 

Art. 50. — The State Ministry of Education shall send the list of immovable and movable 

antiquities recorded in the inventory or given classified status in the vilayets, sanjaks or districts 

to the land registration offices concerned, which shall make the contents available to anyone who 

asks, free of charge and on the spot. 
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In each caza [a second-level administrative district], a list of the antiquities in the caza that 

are registered or endowed with protective status issued by the Ministry of Education shall be 

posted in a visible spot at the local administration office. 

 

SECTION V  

Financial provisions 

Art. 51 — Expenses for maintaining or shoring up historical monuments belonging to the 

State shall be paid from the budgets of the States, as shall the expenses set forth in article 31 of 

this regulation arising from the State’s share in future work on historical monuments in which it 

has no ownership at all. 

The municipalities shall also share in these expenses, under the terms and conditions 

stipulated in article 31. 

Expenses arising from the payment of compensation or costs relating to the implementation 

of the procedure stipulated in article 38 of this regulation shall likewise be paid from the budgets 

of the States. For cases in which the municipalities have an exceptional interest, the 

municipalities shall share in these expenses in accordance with a proportion that is still to be 

determined. If the monument’s classified status is part of the program envisaged in the urban 

development or urban expansion plan, the expenses stipulated in article 38 shall be paid entirely 

from the Municipal budget, unless the State also shares in the expenses required for implementing 

the urban development plan, in which case the expenses in question shall be shared by the 

Municipality and the State. 

Art. 52. — The expenses listed in article 51 may be charged against the special credits 

specified in article 54. The Director of the Antiquities Department shall have total discretion in 

this regard. 

Art. 53. — The account for managing revenues and expenses for community services is 

funded by the following receipts: 

1) Revenues from the annual levy stipulated in article 81 of this regulation. 

2) Revenue from the special levy for the issuance of export permits for ancient artifacts 

stipulated in article 104 of this regulation. 

3) Damages awarded in Court to the Antiquities Department. 

4) Subsidies from the States, Governments, Municipalities, Waqfs and Communities, etc., 

gifts and bequests, payments made by way of individual or group subscriptions, etc., (which will 

be included for the record), in favor of the High Commissioner Office’s Antiquities Department. 

Art. 54. — A credit for an amount equal to the revenue projections above is extended to the 

Community Services Management Account under the line item “Acquiring, granting classified 

status to and maintaining Antiquities”. 

The funds shall – as and when needed, and within the limits of the amounts recovered – be 

placed at the disposal of the Director of the Antiquities Department in the form of advances for 

which he shall be held accountable, in accordance with public accounting principles. 

Any residual credit balance available at the end of a fiscal year shall always be carried 

forward to the following fiscal year. 

Art. 55. — The Director of the Antiquities Department shall have total discretion for 

applying these funds exclusively to acquire, grant classified status to and maintain antiquities, 

subject to obtaining authorization from the Secretariat General within the High Commissioner’s 

Office for any expense exceeding 250 L.S. (Syrian Pounds) and on the condition that the expenses 

shall be incurred on behalf of a State or a government to the extent each State or Government has 

contributed to the receipts listed in article 53. 
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Acquisitions of movable objects shall be recorded in the inventory in accordance with public 

accounting principles; the allocation of such objects to one of the States’ or Governments’ 

National Museums shall be confirmed by a free assignment report. 

TITLE III  

Excavations 

Art. 56. — The right to conduct archaeological excavations on any land whatsoever belongs 

to the States represented by the High Commissioner. 

Consequently, no one may conduct archaeological excavations without a permit issued by 

the High Commissioner, in accordance with article 14 of the Mandate Declaration. 

Art. 57. — Only those permit applications submitted in the name of a learned body (corps 

savant) for searches of a scientific nature shall be considered; the person in charge of the work 

must present sufficient evidence of archaeological experience. 

Art. 58. — The applications should be sent to the High Commissioner. They must contain: 

1) The name of the learned body requesting the permit, 

2) The name, occupation and address of the scholar who will be entrusted with managing the 

work. 

3) A detailed description, including supporting diagrams, of the site at which the searches 

are being carried out and at least a summary of the search program. 

Art. 59. — The High Commissioner shall evaluate the terms of this request and, if 

appropriate, shall issue the applicant a permit to conduct the excavations; the terms and 

conditions of this authorization shall be established in an “Excavation Concession Agreement” 

entered into by the High Commissioner and the applicant. 

The excavation concession agreements entered into on the date of this regulation shall be 

binding on the parties until the day they expire. 

Art. 60. — This document shall encompass the information provided in article 58; in 

addition, in accordance with the provisions stipulated in this title and without in any way 

violating the terms of the decree, it shall establish the duration of the permit and the conditions 

under which it is valid; it shall determine the methods for conducting and publishing the results 

of the work, for protecting any antiquities discovered, and for dividing up the results of the 

Excavations; in general, it shall govern any and all other detailed matters. 

Art. 61. — If the High Commissioner authorizes the applicant to conduct searches, the 

applicant shall be obliged, if the land on which the work is to be carried out belongs to private 

individuals, to obtain the owners’ consent for the planned work. 

Art. 62. — The applicant shall compensate the property owners for losses caused by the 

Head of Excavations, or it may lease the land in question or acquire it in exchange for valuable 

consideration. 

Even if it is not immediately obvious that permanent expropriation of the land is essential, 

the applicant may nevertheless obtain a compulsory lease if the owner refuses to reach an 

amicable settlement. Such a lease shall be granted by decision of the High Commissioner, at the 

recommendation of the Director of the Antiquities Department. 

It shall be valid for one year only and may only be renewed once. Once this period has 

expired, expropriation shall be possible only if the parties have not been able to reach an 

amicable agreement. The rent amount shall be set in accordance with the procedure stipulated in 

article 38, without taking into account the value of the antiquities located on the site. 

If it is not possible to reach an amicable agreement, the land may be expropriated, at the 

applicant’s expense, in accordance with the applicable legal provisions. In this case, the value of 
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the land shall be assessed without taking into account the value of any antiquities that may be 

found on the site. 

     Art. 63. — A maximum of two excavation permits may be issued to the same applicant. 

These permits shall be valid for no more than six years from the date of issue. They may be 

renewed. 

Art. 64. — While the work is ongoing, the High Commissioner may send an agent from the 

Antiquities Department to monitor compliance with the excavation requirements and the way the 

searches are being conducted. 

Art. 65. — When the excavation campaign ends, the concession holder shall be obliged to 

hand over to the State any objects that are found.  

As the excavation work progresses, the search mission, through its boss, shall be responsible 

for regularly reporting any objects found by entering them in a special register, along with a brief 

description and the exact location at which they were found. The serial number assigned to each 

object in this register shall also be marked on the object itself. 

Art. 66. — While the excavation work is ongoing and when the excavation campaign ends, 

the concession holder must take any and all actions necessary to conserve any antiquities 

discovered and to protect them from theft or exposure to the elements. 

If, during the excavations, the concession holder finds a structure of obvious artistic or 

archaeological interest, but which is in danger of collapsing, it should continue clearing away the 

excavated material only to the extent necessary to enable it to shore up the structure so that it can 

be preserved intact, at least until more complete restoration work can be carried out. 

If during the course of the excavations, the concession holder discovers an antiquity, the 

exposure of which might compromise its conservation, it must take any and all actions necessary 

to ensure its conservation. 

These measures may include transporting the antiquity in question to a museum if the 

conditions at the site do not offer a sufficient guarantee in this regard. 

Art. 67 — Immovable antiquities discovered during the course of the excavations belong to 

the State. 

If, when the excavations have been conclusively terminated, all or part of the land must, for 

archaeological reasons, remain in the condition in which it was left by the work performed there, 

the Antiquities Department may move to have it granted classified status or expropriated at the 

State’s expense, under the terms and conditions stipulated by the provisions in this decree. 

Art. 68. — Movable antiquities discovered during the course of the excavations likewise 

belong to the State; however, a portion of them shall be handed over to the finder as 

compensation. 

At the end of each campaign, the Director of the Antiquities Department shall draw up a plan 

for dividing up only the movable antiquities that are found during the excavation work. The Head 

of Mission shall establish two batches of equal value. The Head of the Antiquities Department 

shall assess the fairness of this division and shall be free to choose one of the two batches for 

allocation to the State collections, while handing the other batch over to the Head of Mission. 

However, he shall have the power to exclude from such division, and instead to allocate to the 

State collections, any object that he judges to be of exceptional importance for these collections. 

This division plan shall be submitted to the Head of State for approval. 

The concession holder shall bear the costs of packing and transporting to the Museum the 

antiquities allocated to the State. 

Art. 69. — At the end of each campaign, and prior to the division, the Head of Mission shall 

hand over to the Antiquities Department, in addition to the inventory stipulated in article 65, a 

photographic record of the most important finds or those likely to be included in the division.  In 

addition, he shall provide a report summarizing the work carried out: this document shall 

describe, in particular, the numbering system and the system for granting classification status 
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adopted for the excavation and it shall contain all of the maps and cross- sections of the site and 

the information necessary so that the place where the objects, groups of objects and architectural 

remains were found can be located easily and precisely. 

  These documents shall not be given to anyone by the Antiquities Department without 

the consent of the concession holder. 

Art. 70. — The concession holder shall have the exclusive right to reproduce and publish the 

antiquities discovered during the course of the excavations. 

It must publish these results, in their final form, within three years from the date on which 

the work terminates, unless there is an explicit request on its part, on which the Director of the 

Antiquities Department shall issue a decision. 

Any publication relating to the results of the excavations carried out with the authorization 

of the Office of the High Commissioner shall be deposited with the Antiquities Department’s 

Library and at the relevant Museum. 

Art. 71. Any violation of the provisions of this title, any mistakes in the way the work was 

conducted that caused or could cause the destruction or unjustified alteration of ancient 

monuments may entail the temporary suspension of the work or even the revocation of the 

excavation permit. These measures shall be taken by the High Commissioner, at the 

recommendation of the Director of the Antiquities Department. 

Art. 72. — Anyone who undertakes excavation work, surveys or searches without prior 

authorization, even on his own land, with the intention of finding antiquities, shall be prosecuted 

and punished with a fine of 25 to 500 L.S. (Syrian Pounds).  

Any objects discovered during the course of illicit excavations shall be seized, no matter 

who possesses them. If the objects are not recovered, the State, as owner, shall be entitled to 

prosecute the offender for reimbursement of the assessed value of the antiquities. 

Dredging a well containing antiquities is considered to be an illicit excavation if the objects 

found during the operation have never been reported by the finder. 

Antiquities stolen from excavation sites shall be considered products of illicit excavations 

and the thief shall be subject to the penalties stipulated above, without prejudice to the penalties 

available under common law. 

TITLE IV  

Transactions involving antiquities 

 

Art. 73. — As far as transactions involving ancient objects are concerned, one must 

distinguish between antiquity dealers and those persons who engage in decidedly unprofessional 

commercial transactions involving said objects. 

The general provisions stipulated in Chapter 1 apply to both categories of persons, while the 

rules set forth in Chapter II concern dealers only. 

CHAPTER I  

General Provisions 

Art. 74. — The alienation of immovable antiquities belonging to private individuals is 

permitted, with the proviso that owners must comply with the provisions of articles 25 and 41 of 

this regulation – if these antiquities have been registered in the General Inventory or given 

classified status. 

Art. 75. — The alienation of movable antiquities shall be permitted only under the terms and 

conditions stipulated in the following articles. 
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Art. 76. — a) Movable antiquities may be sold at auction: 

 1) in the event of sale by court order. 

 2) in the case where the sale at auction in one lot of an estate by the co-owners is   recognized 
as necessary. 

Art. 77. — b) The State may alienate, free of charge, or in exchange for another object, any 

movable antiquity that is of no interest whatsoever for its own collections. 

These transactions shall be authorized by the Head of State, at the recommendation of the 

Museum Curators, and after consulting with the Director of the Antiquities Department; these 

transactions must be documented by a certificate, drawn up in duplicate, one copy of which shall 

be given to the party concerned and the other retained by the Antiquities Department. 

Moreover, if the transactions involve a movable antiquity with classified status, the Head of 

State must first remove the classified status in accordance with the provisions of article 46 of this 

decree. 

Art. 78. — As far as private individuals are concerned, the following are authorized to 

alienate movable antiquities, except that they shall be subject to the provisions of article 44 of this 

decree relating to movable antiquities with classified status: 

1 — c) finders of movable antiquities, who are declared the owners by the notification 

stipulated in article 13 of this decree. 

2 — d) persons who are owners of movable antiquities on the date when this decree is 

published — in accordance with articles 4 and 5 of said decree — i.e., persons who hold good 

title or are bona fide possessors: they must inform the Antiquities Department of such alienation. 

3 — e) owners of ancient objects imported into the country, the import of which has been 

confirmed by the Customs Service. 

 

(For the categories of persons listed above, the sales permit is limited to the objects 

indicated in the notification (1) or to those noted on the acknowledgment of receipt (3)). 

CHAPTER II  

On the trade in antiquities 

Art. 79. — f) Antiquities dealers are authorized to sell movable antiquities under the terms 

and conditions stipulated in this chapter. 

To facilitate and finalize transactions involving objects that it has not been possible to 

declare, or which are not accompanied by the notification stipulated in article 13, the antiquities 

dealers’ rights of ownership over objects of this type that they have purchased shall be recognized 

under the following conditions: 

1) if these objects are declared and presented to the Antiquities Department within 3 days 

by the dealer (the State may then enforce its rights, under the conditions stipulated in article 12 of 

this decree: if it does not buy any of the objects, these will then be recorded in the dealer’s 

register, where they will be accompanied by the regulatory entries). 

2) if the seller and the buyer are acting in good faith, and if the objects clearly do not 

come from illicit excavations, such as those defined in article 72. 

Art. 80. — For purposes of this decree, antiquities dealers are defined as any merchant, 

broker or intermediary engaging in transactions involving movable antiquity objects. 

Art. 81. — No one may trade in antiquities without first receiving a written permit 

authorizing him to do so from the Director of Antiquities, acting under powers delegated by the 
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High Commissioner, and before paying an annual levy of 25 L.L.S. (Lebanese-Syrian Pounds) 

upon receipt of a collection order notice from the advisor to the Office of the High Commissioner 

on Financial Matters. 

Art. 82. — The permit application must contain: 

1) the name and private address of the applicant, 

2) the city and the premises where he wishes to operate his business, including whether this 
will be in a shop or at his private residence. 

These premises shall be deemed to be a shop. 

The permit must be presented whenever requested by agents of the Antiquities Department 

or the Curators of the National Museums. 

Art. 83. — A dealer may only trade in antiquities at a single shop. 

In the case of an association, the names of the associates must appear on a single declaration 

and this declaration must relate only to a single shop. 

Art. 84. — Any change in the shop’s address must be reported in writing, by registered 

letter, to the Antiquities Department of the Office of the High Commissioner at least ten days 

before the opening of the new shop. 

Art. 85. — If the dealer authorized to trade in antiquities wishes to be replaced by someone 

else, he must notify the Antiquities Department in writing, by registered letter, at least six days 

before the target date for such replacement and send it a declaration signed by the person who will 

replace him. 

Art. 86. — In the event of the death of a merchant holding a permit to trade in antiquities, the 

heirs must, within one month of the date of death, draw up a declaration, accompanied by the 

permit issued to the deceased and a detailed inventory of all of the antiquities earmarked for sale 

by the merchant, along with a brief description of each and the estimated values he assigned to 

them, if their value is equal to or greater than 5 L.S. (Syrian Pounds). 

Art. 87. —The Director of the Antiquities Department may revoke the permit to trade in 

antiquities from any antiquities merchant as a result of any violation of this decree.  

Art. 88. — Any merchant holding a permit to trade in antiquities must maintain a register of a 

type approved by the Antiquities Department in which he keeps a methodical inventory and 

complete description of the antiquities in his possession. 

Art. 89. — The following entries to the register must be recorded immediately following a 

transaction involving any ancient object whose value is equal to or greater than 5 L.S. (Syrian 

Pounds): 

1) a serial number, which must also be marked on the object itself, 

2)  description (size, composition, color, shape, design, condition) and place of origin of the 

object, 

3) date of acquisition and notification number if one accompanies the object, 

4) the name, occupation and address of the seller. 

5) when the object is sold by the merchant, the sale must be entered in the register, along 

with the name, occupation and address of the buyer. 

Art. 90. — The pages in the register must be numbered. 

Prior to use, each page of this register must be initialed or stamped by an agent from the 

Antiquities Department. The register must contain no blank pages, no gaps, and no margin notes. 

It must contain only a list of the ancient objects, excluding any other objects which the 

merchant may sell. 
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Art. 91. — If the merchant authorized to trade in antiquities agrees to store in his shop, or to 

sell for the account of a private individual, an ancient object belonging to the latter, such object 

must be accompanied by a notification or permit from the competent departments, and all of the 

requirements of article 89 relating to the entry in the register must be complied with in the same 

manner as that for the antiquities belonging to the dealer. 

Art. 92. – Any merchant authorized to trade in antiquities is subject to visits to the shop where 

his trading is done by the agents of the Antiquities Department of the Office of the High 

Commissioner and of the Curators of the National Museums. 

The merchant or, in his absence, any person working for him, must, at the request of these 

same agents, present the register stipulated in article 88, as well as any ancient object recorded in 

this register whose sale has not been entered; in addition, he must, if requested by the agent, show 

the agent the corresponding entry in his register for any object located in the shop. 

Any merchant refusing to show his register to the agents of the Office of the High 

Commissioner or to the Curators of the National Museums shall be punished by a fine of 5 to 50 

Syrian pounds. 

Art. 93. — In the event of the illicit trade in antiquities, the owners of the shops where the 

illicit trade took place shall bear civil liability for fines and costs resulting from the actions of 

their agents, employees or servants. 

Art. 94. — Any merchant authorized to trade in antiquities shall be obliged to post, in a visible 

place in the place of sale, a sign printed by the Office of the High Commissioner and stamped by 

the latter containing excerpts from the decree on antiquities relating to the ownership, trade in and 

export of antiquities. 

He must also make available to buyers the full text of this decree. 

Further, he must inform any buyer that a permit issued by the Director of the Antiquities 

Department is required to export ancient objects. 

Art. 95. — In the event the merchant’s permit to trade in antiquities is revoked, he must, as 

soon as possible, alienate the objects he is holding which are listed in his register. 

These transactions shall take place under the supervision and control of the Antiquities 

Department. 

CHAPTER III  

Penalties 

Art. 96. — The following actions shall be deemed to be acts of illicit trade in antiquities and 

shall be punished by a fine of 50 to 500 Syrian Pounds: 

1) Any omission by an authorized merchant of an object or one of the entries stipulated in 

article 69 from the register stipulated in article 88; 

 

2) Any sale of an object with a value equal to or greater than 5 L.S. (Syrian Pounds) that is 

not recorded in the register; 

 

3) Any sale or attempted sale of an ancient object made by someone other than and under 

different conditions than those stipulated in articles 78 and 79; any sale made by an antiquities 

merchant under conditions other than those stipulated in article 79; 

 

4) Any antiquities transaction made by an unauthorized person; 
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5) Any possession of ancient objects by an authorized merchant at a place used as his shop, 

or by an authorized merchant at a place that is different from that designated in his permit 

application. 

In the cases stipulated in paragraphs 2, 3, 4 and 5 of this article, the ancient object shall be 

confiscated and forfeited to the State Museum. 
 

TITLE V 

On exporting Antiquities 

 

Art. 97. — The export of any and all antiquities outside of the States under Mandate is 

prohibited – unless a permit is issued by the High Commissioner and delivered by the Director of 

the Antiquities Department. 

Art. 98. — This permit shall be granted automatically for the following objects: 

1) Antiquities alienated or exchanged by a National Museum  - in accordance with the 

provisions of art. 77 of this decree. 

2) Antiquities regularly allocated to a scientific mission at the end of the authorized 

excavations – in accordance with the provisions of article 68 of this decree. 

3) Antiquities imported from abroad, subject to the provisions of articles 99 and 100 of this 

decree. 

Art. 99. — Imported objects must be declared to customs. The acknowledgment of receipt 

delivered to the holder by Customers shall serve as a certificate and must be produced in the event 

of re-export or alienation within the States under Mandate. 
Art. 100. — Further, in accordance with the provisions of decree No. 651 by the High 

Commissioner dated December 10, 1926, antiquities may be imported from Palestine or Iraq only 

if covered by special export licenses issued by the competent Authorities in the aforementioned 

countries. 
Art. 101. — Any person wishing to export antiquities, including those falling under one of 

the categories listed in article 98, must send an application to the High Commissioner containing: 
1) the name, occupation, address and nationality of the applicant; 

2) the port, train station or border crossing from which these antiquities shall be exported;  

3) the destination to which these antiquities shall be sent and the name of the recipient; 

4) a descriptive list (name, type, size) of the antiquities for which an export permit is being 

requested, 

5) for antiquities falling under the categories listed in article 98, the certificate describing 

the objects alienated or exchanged by the State, or allocated by the State to a scientific mission, 

or imported from Abroad, as well as the export license for objects originating in Palestine or Iraq; 

6) for antiquities purchased from domestic dealers, or belonging to a private individual or to 

an antiquities dealer, an indication of the purchase price, or the value assigned by the applicant, 

as well as the notification stipulated in article 13 if the latter accompanies the object. 

Art. 102. — The applicant shall present to the Antiquities Department the objects indicated 

on the list it has drawn up and the crate that will be used for packing. Those objects whose export 

is authorized shall be packed by the applicant, at his expense and risk, under the supervision of an 

agent of the Antiquities Department. After the crate has been sealed, at the applicant’s expense, 

and numbered, a stamped transit pass has been detached from a book of receipt stubs, a signed and 

affixed by the agent from the Antiquities Department, the crate shall be handed over to the person 

to whom the permit has been granted. 
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If the pieces are exceptionally heavy or numerous, the inspection may be carried out at the 

request and expense of the applicant, at his premises by an agent from the Antiquities 

Department. 

Art. 103. — Antiquities falling under the categories listed in article 98 shall be exempt from 

any and all taxes and levies. 

Art. 104. — As far as any antiquities not falling under the categories listed in article 98 are 

concerned, the States reserve the right to acquire those for which the export permit is requested. 

The purchase price shall be equal to the value assigned to the object by the applicant in his 

declaration. 

The Director of the Antiquities Department or the Curator of the National Museum in 

question, at the recommendation of or following consultation with the Director of the Antiquities 

Department, he has the power to exercise this right of first refusal. 

If he do not exercise this right, the export permit may not be refused after payment by the 

applicant of a levy for delivery of the export permit for the ancient objects that is proportional to 

the value that he has assigned to the object in his declaration. 

This fee is set at: 

5% for a value less than 50 L.S. (Syrian Pounds) 

10% for a value of 501 to 1,500 L.S. (Syrian Pounds) 

15% for a value of 1,501 to 2,500 L.S. (Syrian Pounds) 

20% for a value of 2,501 and above. 

 

Art. 105. — Once these formalities have been completed, the beneficiary shall receive a 

permit, which he must present whenever requested by the agents specified in article 108 of this 

decree. 

Art. 106. — Objects sent abroad by mail shall be subject to the same formalities and the 

same levies and taxes. Once the crate has been sealed with a wax or metal seal by the Antiquities 

Department, and after a stamped transit pass has been detached from a book of receipt stubs, 

signed and affixed by the representative of said Department, the crate shall be released to the 

shipper. 

Art. 107. — Anyone exporting or attempting to export movable antiquities without a permit 

shall be punished by a fine of 50 to 500 L.S. (Syrian Pounds). 

In addition, the ancient objects shall be confiscated and forfeited to the National Museums. 

Damage claims may be filed if these objects are not recovered. 

 
TITLE VI. 

Enforcement of this decree 
 

Art. 108. — Violations of this decree may be prosecuted by any criminal investigation police 

officers and auxiliary officers, sworn State agents, Customs Administration agents, and any law 

enforcement agents. 

Any report of a violation of this decree should be sent to the Director of the Antiquities 

Department. 

Art. 109 — Legal actions relating to violations of this decree shall be instituted and pursued 

at the request of the State or the Director of the Antiquities Department of the Office of the High 

Commissioner, without prejudice to legal actions that may be instituted automatically by the 

Public Prosecutor’s Office.  

Art. 110. — The following are repealed: 

The Ottoman law on antiquities dated 29 Safar 1324 (February 21, 1884). 

The Ottoman regulation dated April 1, 1916 on searches for and the conservation of 

Antiquities. 
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Decree No. 387 by the Administration of the Western Zone dated May 9, 1919. 

Decree No. 560 by the Administration of the Western Zone dated May 9, 1919. 

Decree No. 47 by the High Commissioner dated June 24, 1920 on searches for Antiquities. 

Decree No. 207 by the High Commissioner dated March 26, 1926 setting forth the 

regulations governing antiquities in Syria and Lebanon. 

Decree No. 748 by the High Commissioner dated January 31, 1927 setting forth the 

regulations governing the trade in antiquities. 

Decree No. 749 by the High Commissioner dated January 31, 1927 on exporting Antiquities. 

Decree No. 3375 by the High Commissioner dated December 17, 1931 on Historical 

Monuments. 

Article 1, paragraph 2 of Decree No. 29 LR dated March 16, 1932 governing the issuance of 

exemptions from the ban on import or export and, in general, any provisions contrary to those 

stipulated in this decree. 

Art. 111.  —  The Secretary General of the Office of the High Commissioner is in charge of 

executing this decree. 

 

Beirut, November 7, 1933  

The High Commissioner  

Signed: D. de Martel.
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DECREE No. 225 L.R. 

setting forth the regulations for deterring violations of the laws on antiquities and historical 

monuments. 

The High Commissioner of the French Republic 

Pursuant to the decrees by the President of the French Republic dated November 23, 

1920 and July 16, 1933, 

Pursuant to decree No. 166 L/R dated November 7, 1933 setting forth the regulations 

governing antiquities in Syria and Lebanon. 

ORDERS: 

Art. I. — For each fine levied in accordance with the provisions of Decree No. 166/LR 

setting forth the regulations governing antiquities, 50% of the amount collected shall be 

allocated as follows: 

25% to the informants. 

25% to the agents confirming the violation, in accordance with article 108 of this 

document. 

In the absence of informants, the agents shall receive 50% of the fine levied. 

Art. 2. — If an ancient object has been seized and forfeited to the State, the "finder's 

bonus", in cash or in kind, shall be determined in accordance with the methods stipulated in 

articles 12 and 13 of Decree 166 LR and allocated to the informants and agents making the 

seizure under the terms and conditions stipulated in article 1 above. 

Art. 3. — Bonuses to informants and to agents authorized to issue notices of violations 

or to make seizures shall be divided on a per capita basis and allocated without regard to 

grade or job title. 

Art. 4. — If the share of the fine and the finder’s bonus could be allocated cumulatively 

to the agents and persons listed in the preceding articles, the competent authorities, i.e., the 

Director of the Antiquities Department or the Curator of the National Museum in question 

shall assess the possibility of paying the combined amount, depending on the importance of 

the seizure or the violation, as well as the difficulty of proving it, and may or may not pay 

the finder’s bonus on top of their share of the fine. 

 

Art. 5 .  —  The Secretary General is in charge of executing this decree. 

Beirut, September 28, 1934  

The High Commissioner  

Signed: D. de Martel. 
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DECREE No. 11/F.C. 

amending the levy on the trade in antiquities. 

Army General G. CATROUX, Grand Officer of the Legion of Honor, 

Commander-in-Chief Delegate General and Plenipotentiary of French troops in the Levant, 

Pursuant to the decrees by the Head of French Troops dated June 24, 1941, 

Pursuant to Decree No. 166/LR dated November 7, 1933 setting forth the regulations 

governing antiquities, 

Pursuant to Decree No. 102/L.R. dated May 7, 1936 and Decree No. 173 dated 

December 6, 1937 amending article 81 of the aforementioned decree, 

ORDERS: 

Article 1. — The annual levy stipulated in article 81 of Decree No. 166/LR dated 

November 7, 1933 above and amended by article 173/LR dated November 6, 1937, shall be 

increased from 37.50 to  LS. (fifty Lebanese-Syrian Pounds). 

Article 2. — The Secretary General is in charge of executing this decree, which shall 

enter into force on January 1, 1943. 

Beirut, January 13, 1943 

The Secretary General: Signed: LEPISSIER  

The Legislative Council Signed: CHABERT 
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Republique Libanaise 

Direction Generate des Antiquites 

Le Directeur General 

• 
ULUJ I iJ ljJ 
Ministere de la Culture 

AFFIDAVIT OF THE LEBANESE MINISTRY OF CULTURE 

DIRECORATE GENERAL OF ANTIQUITIES 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 

R~~ -. 2.' 2...o 
c,~ - o'- - 7-o l 7 

The Lebanese government enacted the 1933 Law on Antiquities of Lebanon as a 
declaration of national ownership for antiquities found during archaeological excavations within 
the borders of Lebanon. (The Lebanese Antiquities Law no. 166 LR dated November 7, 1933 
articles 5 and 10). 
The exportation from Lebanon of the subject Bull's Head- legally excavated at Eshmun in 1967 
by Maurice Dunand and currently at the Metropolitan Museum of Art in New York City - was in 
contravention of this national patrimony law. The Lebanese Republic has never: 

a. Issued a state-approved license for the exportation of the Bull 's Head out of Lebanon; 
b. Issued a permit or received an annual levy for the sale or purchase of the Bull 's Head 
prior to its exportation out of Lebanon; or 
c. Transferred the ownership of the Bull's Head to any third party. 

The Lebanese Republic renews its demand of January 10, 2017, for the return of this object. 

_________ _____________ Dated: June, 6, 2017 

SARKIS EL KHOURY 
Director General of Antiquiti 

!dt1 - _'> · 

O,irectio11 Gen era le des A 11tiq11ites - Rue du Musee - Beyrouth, libr111 
1el: +96/ 142 67 03 Fax : +961 I 61 22 59 
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Decret n°8 

Decret n°8
Publie en date du 6 fevrier 1988. 

Defense d'exporter les antiquites<2).

Le Ministre du Tourisme, 
Vu le decret legislatif N° 1 12, en date du 12 juin 1959 et ses 
amendements (les reglements des employes). 

Page 1 of 1 

Vu le decret 166/L.R, publie le 7 novembre 1933 et ses amendements, relatif a l'etablissement des 
reglements des anciennes antiquites, notamment les articles suivants:25, 42, 44, 74, 78, 79, 94 et 97 
qui regissent !'operation de commerce des anciennes antiquites meubles, leur enregistrement, leur 
export, en vue de preserver les anciennes antiquites nationales meubles, decouvertes. 

Decrete ce qui suit: 

Article 1: 
11 est defendu d' exporter les antiquites meubles en dehors des territoires libanais sous quelque 

forme soit-elle. 

Article 2: 
11 est requis au directeur general des antiquites de cesser de donner des permis d'export des 

antiquites meuble hors du Liban. 

Article 3: 
Ce decret rentre en vigueur des sa publication au journal officiel. 

Beyrouth, le 6 fevrier 1988 
Le Ministre du Tourisme 
W alid Joumblat. 

C2) Ce decret a ete publie dans le journal officiel ,edition 7, du 18/2/1988.

http://audit2.clio.it/lega1docs/liban/web/6.%20Decret%20n.%208-88%20defense%20d'ex... 18-Aug-04 
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Decree No. 8 
 
 

Decree No. 8 
Published as of February 6, 1988 

 
Defense from Exporting Antiquities2

 
 
The Minister of Tourism, 
In view of legislative decree No. 112, as of 12 June 1959, and its amendments (the employee 
regulations). 
In view of decree 166/L.R., issued November 7, 1933, and its amendments, related to the 
establishment of regulations of ancient antiquities, in particular the following articles: 25, 42, 44, 74, 
78, 79, 94 and 97 which govern the operation of commerce of moveable antiquites, their 
registration, their export, in order to preserve the known moveable ancient antiquities. 
 
Decrees what follows: 
 
Article 1: 

It is forbidden to export moveable antiquities outside of Lebanese territory in any form that 
it may be. 

 
Article 2: 

It is required of the Director General of Antiquities to stop giving any export permits for 
moveable antiquities outside Lebanon. 

 
Article 3: 

This decree comes into effect as soon as its publication in the official journal.  
 

Beirut, February 6, 1988 
The Minister of Tourism 
Walid Joumblat. 

                                                           
2 This decree was published in the official journal, edition 7, of 2/18/1988. 
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MMA000033120



MMA000034121



MMA000035122



MMA000036123



MMA000037124



MMA000038125



MMA000039126



MMA000040127



MMA000041128



MMA000042129
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Repatriation of Eshmun Archaeological Sculptures 

August 2017  
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Repatriation of Eshmun Archaeological Sculptures 

 

The case of the stolen Eshmun Archaeological Sculptures was opened in 1991 when 4 pieces 

were spotted in the antiquity market in Switzerland. Since then, the Government of 

Lebanon has successfully repatriated 9 artifacts from several European countries 

according to the following chronology: 

 Case no.1: 

 April 1991, the Swiss archaeologist Dr. Rolf Stucky, who was working on the publication of the 
Eshmun excavations, noticed 4 artefacts excavated in Eshmun between  the years  1966 and 
1969, in the sale catalogue of the art gallery “Numismatic & Ancient art Gallery” in Zurich.  
According to the excavation’s records, these objects bore the inventory numbers: E384; E29; 
E1298; E803 and were fully documented by the excavators.  

 

 Based on his information, the Lebanese Authorities contacted the Swiss Federal Police who 
seized the 4 statues and started an investigation.  

 

 November 5, 1991, the Swiss Federal Police conducted a hearing with the suspects and 
witnesses in the pending case.  

 

 1995, a settlement was reached whereby the possessor renounces her claim of ownership over 
the stolen statues and voluntarily returns them to the Republic of Lebanon and all charges 
against her were dropped.   

 

 Jun 30, 1995 The objects were repatriated in they have been registered in the national inventory 
and given the following numbers:  

 
 

DGA no. 2144                   DGA no. 2143                                   DGA no. 2142    DGA no. 12466 

                                 (on display in the National Museum of Beirut)                          
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Case no.2: 

  1995, a marble torso excavated in Eshmoun in 1966, is spotted by Dr. Rolf Stucky in 

a Sale catalogue at Sotheby’s Auctioneers (Sale LN4723, 8/12/94 Nr. 288). Dr. Rolf 

Stucky informs the Lebanese authorities and the auction house about it. The 

supporting documents presented were Rolf Stucky’s book Die Skulpturen aus dem 

Eschmun-Heiligtum bei Sidon, Basel 1993 where the torso is mentioned in p. 90 and 

plate 33, no. 144 and the excavation’s records where the object was fully 

documented under the inventory number: E418 

 

 May 9, 1995 the Lebanese councils of Minister officially commission the Lebanese 

Ambassador in England to follow the case with the competent authorities to 

repatriate the torso.  (Ministerial Decision No. 11 date May 9, 1995).  

 

 June 6, 1995 Sotheby’s agrees to withdraw the item from the sale pending further 

investigations. 

 

 September 1995, Sotheby’s sends a letter to the Lebanese Embassy in London 

informing them that the “consignors have renounced their claim to ownership” and 

have instructed them to return the item to the Lebanese Embassy.  

 

 November 14, 1995 Sotheby’s officially hands over the stolen marble torso to the 

Lebanese Embassy in London. 

 

 August 21, 1998 the marble torso is repatriated and registered in the national 

inventory under the following number:  

 
 

   DGA no. 26812 
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Case no. 3:  

 

 1996 the fragment of a roman sarcophagus from the Eshmoun excavation is also 

spotted in the same sale catalogue at Sotheby’s (Sale LN4723, 8/12/94 Nr. 133) and 

in March 3rd, 1996 Dr. Rolf Stucky informs the auction house and the Lebanese 

authorities. The supporting documents presented were Rolf Stucky’s publication Die 

Skulpturen aus dem Eschmun-Heiligtum bei Sidon, Basel 1993 where the fragment 

of a sarcophagus is mentioned in p. 111 and plate 63, no. 256. And a copy of the 

original inventory card dated 1965. 

 April 6, 1996, the Lebanese Councils of Minister officially commission the Lebanese 

Ambassador in England to follow the case with the competent authorities to 

repatriate the fragment of a sarcophagus.   

 June 28, 1996, Sotheby’s sends a letter to the Lebanese Ambassador in London 

asking him to provide the possessor with the following details: 

1- Place and date of theft 

2- The owner of the fragment at the time of theft 

3- Whether the international policies authorities were notified of the theft 

 August 9, 1996 answer of the Lebanese authorities 

 January 14, 1997 letter from Sotheby’s to the Lebanese Ambassador telling him that 

they have not yet succeeded in contacting the possessor.  

 January 7, 1998 another letter from Sotheby’s to the Lebanese Ambassador 

informing him that the purchaser is prepared in principal to return the piece. 

 June 9, 1998, letter from Sotheby’s confirming that they are about to recover the 

stolen piece and have it ready to be delivered to the Lebanese Embassy in London. 

 July 16, 1998, the stolen fragment of a sarcophagus is delivered to the Lebanese 

Embassy in London. 

 August 21, 1998 the stolen fragment of a sarcophagus is repatriated and registered 

in the national inventory under the following  number:  

 

      DGA no. 26811  

   (On display in the National Museum of Beirut) 
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Case no. 4: 

 

 2000: A marble statue was found in the sale catalogue of the auction “Dorotheum” 

in Vienna.  When presented with the excavation’s inventory catalogue, the auction 

house immediately handed the artifact that was repatriated in the same year and 

registered in the national inventory under the following  number:  

 

       DGA no. 26812 

    (On display in the National Museum of Beirut) 

 

 
 

 

 

Case no. 5: 

 

 2006: the Art Loss Register informed the DGA that a marble head stolen from 

Eshmun was found in an auction house in Switzerland. The item was repatriated in 

2009 without a trial and registered in the national inventory under the following  

number:  

     

 

     DGA no. 99478 
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Case no. 6: 

 

 In April 2017, the Art Loss Register informed the DGA that they have identified the 

marble male torso E1848 in an auction house in Germany. When presented with the 

excavation’s inventory catalogue, the auction house handed the torso to the Lebanese 

Embassy in Germany. We are now finalizing all the legal and logistic details to repatriate 

the object. 

 

 
 

 

Pending case 2017:  Head of a Bull E912 
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MMA000131141



MMA000132142
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The head is carved from a magnifi cent block of marble that scientifi c analysis has revealed to be from the great Attic quarries of Mount Pentelicon. 

The break, situated at the level of the neck, is defi nitely ancient: the head is very well preserved, but the lower jaw is missing. The back of the stone 
is smooth without any indication of the hide, but miniscule parallel marks, left by the sculptor’s chisel can still be seen on the nape of the neck; the 
placement of the horns and the ears are clearly visible. 

The head belonged to a life-size or slightly smaller statue of a bull. It is impossible to know conclusively what the original pose of the animal was: 
his neck is sharply, but smoothly, curved, the jaw is lowered and the head may have turned slightly to the right (frontally, the curve of the neck is more 
rounded on the right while on the left side, it seems to descend vertically to the shoulder). Therefore, one can imagine that the bull was standing 
with the head lowered and turned slightly to the right. In Antiquity, the bull was a symbol of force, of courage and of power, like the lion, with which 
it was often associated.
This statue is of excellent artistic quality: the sculptor’s skill is evidenced in the delicate and nuanced modeling that resembles representations of 
bovids, horses or rams from the end of the 6th and 5th century B.C. 

The head and the neck exude a remarkable sense of force and power, but the modeling is so nuanced and fi ne that the bull almost seems alive de-
spite the existing breaks. One senses the triangular structure of the perfectly reproduced skull under the skin: large forehead, arched eye sockets and 
the smooth, rounded fl at of the nose. Numerous anatomical details, such as the folds of the skin on the neck, the rounded upper lip and the globular 
eyes with their linear lids, are modeled or incised; some veins snake in low relief across the sides of the nose towards the muzzle. The quality and the 
stylistic precision of this piece are in complete accordance with the stone’s place of origin: it is probably a sculpture executed by an Attic artist.

In the Greek world, there is a long tradition of sculpting large-scale fi gures of bulls, and it was revived during the Archaic period with, for example, 
an Attic work: the famous limestone and marble pediments from the Acropolis with bovids being attacked by lions and succumbing to the assault. 
Other marble fragments in the Acropolis Museum also belonged to a statue of a bull, the same bull as the fragments from the Samos Museum, found 
in the Heraion (fragments of the feet and base), and there was a magnifi cent over life size animal in silver and gold that was dedicated at Delphi in 
the mid 6th century. But this head is certainly more recent than the statues mentioned: chronologically, it can be placed between fi gures of bovids 
from the metopes of the Athenian Treasures at Delphi (Theseus and the Bull of Marathon; Heracles and the Herd of Geryon) and the head of a bull 
from Olympia (the metope of Heracles and the Cretan Bull), which display comparable stylistic development and realistic sculpting, even if the actual 
style of our head is different. The bovids from the Panathenaic procession from the Parthenon frieze possess a more accomplished, and therefore 
more recent, air. A date of between 490/480 and 460 seems reasonable.

64. HEAD OF A BULL

Greek (Attic), second quarter of the 5th century B.C., ca. 480-460

Pentelic marble

H: 33 cm
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The head was not part of an architectural ensemble but was sculpted entirely in the round. At the same time, one can exclude it from a sculptural 
group depicting a scene that pits animal against animal or against a human or a hero, because of the animal’s apparent calm and the absence of 
any traces of a second fi gure. The inhuman shape of the neck prevents us from envisioning the head on a masculine torso, as may have been the 
case in a depiction of Theseus versus the Minotaur (in the iconography of the time, the monster is given a man’s body).

Other hypotheses aside, one can simply suppose that this bull was an offering made to a sanctuary, like the others from Delphi or Olympia that 
are mentioned in the ancient texts. One should not forget that bovids were among the sacrifi cial victims of choice for public or private sacrifi ces, as 
attested to not only on the Parthenon friezes, but also in numerous representations and classical sources. One can complete this quick review of 
the type by comparing this head to the nearly complete statue of a bull that crowns the tomb of Dionysios of Kollytos, located in the Kerameikos 
Cemetery in Athens. Despite the chronological difference, (the image from the Kerameikos dates from the early 4th century B.C.) one notes the 
analogous position and the shape of the neck, which is curved forward in such a way that the lower jaw seems to nearly touch the animal’s breast. 
Placed on a tomb, the bull may have had signifi cance not only in relation to physical vigor, but also to fertility.

PROVENANCE  
Ex-American private collection, collected in 1980’s-1990’s.
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Marbre employé pour la Tête de Taureau (N° Inventaire MAN058 ) 
Phoenix Ancient Art (Genève) 
 
 
N° MHNG 2008-33 
Marbre calcitique, blanc 
Texture : granoblastique légèrement hétéroblastique 
Taille maximale des grains : 0,82 mm 
Cathodomicrofaciès de couleur brun à orange, avec une répartition hétérogène (allure de 
« braises refroidissantes ») et d’intensité faible à moyenne.  
∂ 13C : 2,63 
∂ 18O : -6,73 
Origine probable: Massif du Pentélique (Grèce) 
Les valeurs isotopiques se trouvent dans le champ du Pentélique. La texture, la taille 
maximale des grains et le cathodomicrofaciès confirment cette origine. 
 
 
Danielle Decrouez1), Pierre-Alain Proz1) & Karl Ramseyer2) 
1) Muséum d’histoire naturelle, route de Malagnou 1, CP 6434, CH-1211 Genève 6 
2) Institut für Geologie, Universität Bern, Baltzerstrasse 1-3, CH-3012 Bern 
Juin 2008 
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Marble used for the Head of a Bull (Inventory No. MAN058) 

Phoenix Ancient Art (Geneva) 

 

No. MHNG 2008-33 

Calcitic Marble, white 

Texture: Granoblastic slightly heteroblastic 

Maximum grain size: 0.82 mm 

Cathodomicrofacies [?] of brown to orange color, with a heterogeneous distribution (appearance of 

“cooling embers”) and of low to medium intensity. 

 13C : 2.63 

 18O : -6.73 

Probable origin: Mount Pentelicus (Greece) 

The isotopic values are found in the field of Pentelicus. The texture, the maximum grain size, and 

the cathodomicrofacies [?] confirm this origin. 
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2) Institut für Geologie, Universität Bern, Baltzerstrasse 1-3, CH-3012 Bern 
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