






Mechmidze and Meyrouba; two palaeolithic stations in Lebanon 79 

not numerous and rather crude, though a few fine ones have been noted. Ventral 
retouch is common and denticulate forms are well represented. No handaxes were 
found. Forms with plain striking platforms are more common than at Mechmidte 
(20 OJo against 16 Ofo). This seems tobe reflected in the series of true discoidal cores. As 
regards size, the Meyrouba industry has a somewhat higher proportion of large tools 
than does Medtmidte, although the difference is not great. However, the Meyrouba 
industry is generally more massive and crude. The butts are heavy and the retoudt 
careless. Fine but untidy retoudt is common. 

The Meyrouba industry has certain affinities with the Tayacian of Tabun G. How­
ever Garrod's description (1937) is not detailed enough to permit close comparison. 
She does not mention denticulate forms, but as Rust has pointed out in another con­
nection, they may be included in her categories of utilized flakes and variously retou­
ched flakes and fragments (Rust, 1950, p. 147). Prepared striking platforms occur; 
raclo.irs are common; but only one point was found. 

Meyrouba resembles the TabunE Layers, were it not for the presence of handaxes 
at the latter site. Nihbled blades are found (Garrod, 1937, p. 83), which presumably 
are what the present authors call denticulate blades. Blade cores are described as 
small and neat, double-ended, and with prepared striking platforms. Except for the 
discoidal cores, all other forms found at Meyrouba seem to occur at Tabun E. Judging 
from the illustrations, the racloirs are very weil made; it has been shown that this 
is not the case at Meyrouba. 
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Fig. VIII. Histogram of the Meyrouba lndustry. 
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Waechter (1952, pp. 18-19) has suggested that Rust's Pre-Aur.ignacian5, Layers 15 
and 13, at Jabrud Abri I amounts to an industry similar to those at Tabun E and 
Umm Qatafa Dl minus the handaxes, which play such an important role in the latter 
assemblages. Be that as it may, the Meyrouba material certainly does resemble Rust's 
Pre-Aurignacian, even though at Meyrouba prepared striking platforms are much 
mor'e common toon at Jabrud. The same applies to Rust's 'Mousterio-Prä-Auri­
gnacien' of Layer 9, and to bis 'Prä-Mikro-Mousterien'. This is not the place to dis­
cuss Rust's unusual nomenclature. We are merely interested here .in the content of 
these industries. Though Rust does not list racloirs for bis Pre-Aurignacian levels, 
Waechter (1952, p. 20) has rightly pointed out that he must have found them since 
he illustrates them (Rust, 1950, Plate 36). Retouched points do not seem tobe present. 
The remainder of the industry is quite similar to that of Meyrouba. All the forms 
noted at Meyrouba can be duplicated in Rust's Pre-Aurignacian, with the exception 
of the discoidal cores. lt is of interest however, that Rust records discoidal cores from 
the other levels of the Abri I at Jabrud. In the 'Mousterio-Prä-Aurignacien', points 
of Mousterian type occur, but they are rare. Discoidal cores are absent. No racloirs 
are recorded, but again, they are illustrated (Rust, 1950, Plate 49). All other forms 
noted at Meyrouba occur here as well. In the 'Prä-Mikro-Mousterien', rather untidy 
points and racloirs are recorded and illustrated. Among the cores, discoidal forms 
are present. 

lt should be noted in connection with the evidence from Jabrud that the assembla­
ges of Layers 9 and 7 at Abri I and to a certain degree also those of Layers 15 and 13 
contain not only those forms which the present authors consider to constitute the 
homogeneaus industry from Meyrouba, but they also have yielded those purely Upper 
Palaeolithic forms among the scrapers and cores, which at Meyrouba have been set 
aside as representing possible intrusions. lt must be emphasized that Meyrouba is a 
surface site, and given our present incomplete knowledge of Palaeolithic develop­
ments in the Near East, all ambiguous forms can only be bracketed for the time being. 
At a later stage, when, it is hoped, more material from other sites will be published, 
it may be possible to decide whether or not these dubious forms are in fact intrusive. 

Very hesitantly, the present authors come to the conclusion that the nearest parallels 
to Meyrouba are the four Ievels of Jabrud Abri I discussed above, with a closer asso-

5 The authors find it somewhat difficult to understand Bordes' statement that Rust's Pre­
Aurignacian is a clearly Upper Palaeolithic assemblage . sans doute possible" (Bordes, 1955, 
p. 490). According to Rust's own typological breakdown, the industry of Layer 15 contains: 
53.3 °/o flake tools, 6 °/o burins, 1. 7 °/o end-scrapers on blades, 1.2 °/o steep scrapers, 
22.8 °/o plain and retouched blades. Bordes' graph however, appears to exclude cores, de­
bitage, and plain or retouched flakes (Bordes, 1955, p. 500). There is certainly a strong Upper 
Palaeolithic element in this industry, but in fact it is stratigraphically contained in a Lower 
and Middle Palaeolithic context; hence to call it Upper Palaeolithic in the European sense 
would seem to be a little unjustified. Such an industry may perhaps best be understood in 
its local setting, rather than by comparing it typologically or graphically with the European 
sequence. 
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ciation at Levels 9 and 7 than at Levels 15 and 13. To narrow the comparison down 
to any one of these Ievels is difficult, because the series from Meyrouba is not suffi­
ciently large. 

Conclusions 

The site of Mechmiche would appear to be a Straightforward Upper Levalloiso­
Mousterian encampment. In the absence of faunal remains, the determination is 
based on typology alone. lt'·s nearest parallel appears to be the three lowest Ievels of 
the Abri II at Jabrud. 

The site of Meyrouba presents certain difficulties which have been outlined above. 
Even after discounting tpe possibly intrusive elements, the industry from this site still 
remains something of a puzzle. lt does not appear to be a Lower Levalloiso-Mouste­
rian. It's closest parallels aretobe found at Abri I of Jabrud (Layers 15, 13, 9, and 7). 
Since Waechter (1952, pp. 18-19) suggests a relationship between the Pre-Aurigna­
cian of Jabrud, and TabunE and Umm Qatafa Dl, Meyrouba should by implication 
be related to these assemblages as well. However, the absence of handaxes at Jabrud 
makes it difficult to find much meaning in this comparison. Therefore, the present 
authors refrain from making a comparison between Meyrouba on the one hand, and 
TabunE and Umm Qatafa Dl on the other. The vague similarities between Meyrouba 
and Tabun G may very weil be fortuitous, because of the poverty of the latter assem­
blage. Thus there remains only the equation with Jabrud. In terms of relative chrono­
logy this contributes as yet little, since Jabrud has thus far successfully defied inte­
gration into the Palaeolithic sequence of the Near East. 

The authors wish to express their gratitude to Father J. Franklin Ewing, S.J., of 
Fordham University, New York, Father Joseph Doherty, S.J., of St. Mary's Church, 
North Boston, and to Dr. Bruce Howe, of Harvard University, for their kind assi­
stance. Thanks are also due to Dr. John d'Arcy Waechter of London University, who 
made available to the authors the collections from Meyrouba and Mechmiche. 

Zusammenfassung 

Die paläolithischen Freilandstationen von Mechmiche und Meyrouba liegen im 
Libanon, in der Gegend von Beirut. Das der vorliegenden Arbeit zugrunde liegende 
Material wurde in den Jahren 1937-1938 von den amerikanischen Jesuitenpatern 
Doherty, Ewing, Murphy und Mahan aufgesammelt. Es befindet sich zur Zeit im 
Peabody Museum der Harvard-Universität. Zweck dieser Arbeit ist es, das Material so 
vollständig wie möglich vorzulegen und im Rahmen des nahöstlichen Paläolithikums 
zu analysieren. Zur besseren Veranschaulichung ·haben die Autoren Typologiehisto­
gramme gezeichnet und versucht, das Material statistisch nach Größenkategorien in 
Gruppen von zwei Zentimetern aufzuteilen. Ebenfalls wurden sämtliche Artefakte, 
Kernsteine und Abschläge nach Gesichtspunkten ihrer Herstellungsmethode geglie­
dert. Das Ergebnis dieser Untersuchung kann wie folgt zusammengeiaßt werden: 

6 Quartär 
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Die Station Mechmiche Iieferte ein oberes Levalloiso-Mousterien. Messungen er­
gaben, daß die Längenwerte dieser Industrie unterhalb der des unteren Levalloiso­
Mousteriens liegen. Schon D. Garrod (1937) hat darauf hingewiesen, aber systema­
tisch wurde dieses Kriterium zur Analyse von Freilandstationen bisher offenbar nod1 
nicht angewandt. Die Industrie von Medtmiche ist durch eine große Anzahl sorgfältig 
ausgearbeiteter Handspitzen charakterisiert. Schaber kommen nur .in geringer Anzahl 
vor. Klingen, vornehmlich Absdtlagklingen, sind reich vertreten. Ein geringer, aber 
durchaus bemerkbarer Prozentsatz der Geräte besteht aus Formen, die man als mor­
phologisch-typologisdte Vorläufer jungpaläoLithischer Formen bezeidtnen kann. Im 
großen und ganzen läßt sich die Mechmidte-lndustrie gut in das obere Levalloiso­
Mousterien eingliedern. Der Zusammensetzung nach steht es den drei untersten 
Schichten des Schutz·daches II von Jabrud am nädtsten. 

Meyrouba ergab eine lndustr.ie, die sidt nidtt leimt an das Levalloiso-Mousterien 
des Nahen Ostens angliedern läßt. Handspitzen sind nur in geringer Anzahl und 
schledtt gearbeitet vertreten. Schaber kommen häufig vor. Besonders interessant sind 
die relativ häufig, sowohl an Klingen als audt an Abschlägen, beobachteten Sägen, fer­
ner Stichel, Klingenkratzer und Nasenkratzer. Die Industrie ist redtt massiv gehal­
ten, und die Retuschen sind zumeist weniger sorgfältig ausgeführt als in Mechmiche. 
Trotz des relativ hohen Prozentsatzes von facettierten Schlagflächen läßt sich die 
Meyrouba-lndustrie, wenn audt mi•t Vorbehalten, mit Rusts Prä-Aurignacienschichten 
und bes·ser noch mit ·den Schiroten des Mousterio-Prä-Aurignaciens und des Prä­
Mikro-Mousterien\5 vel'gleichen. Damit soll jedodt nidtt gesagt s•ein, d·aß die Verfasser 
mit Rusts Gliederung und Terminologie von Jabrud übereinstimmen. Es sei hier 
hinzugefügt, daß Rust Schaber für das Prae-Aurignacien nicht .im Text anführt, 
solche Typen jedoch abbildet. Da die Schia:ber des Nahen Ostens oft sehr kümmerlidt 
gearbeitet sind, ist es möglidt, daß diese Form in Rusts Kategorie der Abschläge mit 
Retuschen zu suchen ist. Die Schlußfolgerungen, die sidt aus dem Studium der hier 
bearbeiteten Stationen ziehen lassen, sind folgende : 

Es ist wichtig, die Frage der höchst interessanten Höhlen von Jabrud kritisch zu 
rev.idi.eren. Ebenfalls glauben die Verfasser, daß das Mittelpaläolithikum des Nahen 
Ostens bedeutend komplizierter ist, aJs man es bisher angenommen hat. Das trifft nicht 
nur auf das sogenannt·e Prä-Aurignacien von Rust zu, sondern auch auf d<!is Le­
valloiso-Mousterien, das sich sicher in recht differenzierte lokale Gruppen unter­
teilen läßt, und dem bisher noch nicht übersehbare jungpaläol.ithische Züg·e eigen sind. 
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Artifacts from Mechmiche. ' / , 
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