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Josephus’ “Cydasa of the Tyrians”
(Tel Qedesh) in eastern Upper Galilee
Roi Sabar

Eastern Upper Galilee in the Roman period evidently housed two ethnic groups in an
often hostile relationship (cf. Jos., B] 3.35-40): in the north, a pagan population belonging
to the chora of Tyre, which would have included Qedesh, and in the south a Jewish popu-
lation. The two ethnic-based territories, which exhibit clear differences in their material
culture,! were separated by the deep ravine of Nahal Dishon (wadi Hindaj).? Other than
urban temples, pagan temples, usually dated to the 2nd and 3rd c. A.D., are limited to the
area north of Nahal Dishon, while synagogues, which continued to be erected into the late-
antique period,* lie to its south.®> Qedesh lies 35 km southeast of the large metropolis of Tyre
(fig. 1) across a rough mountainous area which made communication somewhat difficult.
Until recently, the site was

yre Caesarea-
@ Philippi best known for its well-
16 etiova ‘omit PTEServed and impressive
Khirbel ed-Duweir Roman remains set on the
Tel Y des! * eastern hill, some 200 m
e QC esh .
SClCE , ® Qereif Naftali eastof the tell, thatinclude

Sea 17

Nahd
S

\-nin""“-.__ the best-preserved Roman
temple fagade in Cis-Jor-
dan, along with two fine
mausolea and several

® Canla decorated = sarcophagi,
probably part of the set-

tlement’s necropolis. The

‘e o
Gischala Horvat
Qazion

Jordan River

‘Akko-Ptolemais

Sepphoris@® Tiberias @Hippos-Susita  present article aims to
address some key ques-
tions about the location
and layout of the Roman

settlement. After review-

Fig. 1. Location of Tel Qedesh and other Roman sites (large circles indicate  ing relevant historical
urban sites, small circles rural sites (author).
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