
Ambassador College
Ancient Israel

Notes and Course Outlines

. Purpose of the class
o Historicity of the patriarchs
. The Exodus - Egyptian ruler, date, route, and location of Mt. Sinai
o Israelite conquest
o Period of the Judges
. Israel and the Philistines
o The Kings
o David acquires an empire for Israel
r Israel and the Arameans of Damascus

Semester 1 Lectures (August 29,1988 thru December 23,I9BB)

Topics:
Aug.29 - God chooses a people
Aug. 31 - K"y chronological benchmarks in the Bible
Sept.2 - Israel the nation vs. Israel the church

- Environment of patriarchal age

sept,:f"T.i:?:"";[-,?.T;::ffi]Hiiil;, jlli?j;"17
Sept. 14 - Agricultural symbolism
Sept. 16 - Geographic variety in Israel
Sept. 19 - Geographic cont. and symbolism
Oct. 10 - Olive oil/Tree symbolism
Oct.12 - 7 eras of Israel and linguistics of Palestine
Oct. L4 - Languages - Aramaic and Hebrew
Oct.17 - Languages cont.
Oct.2'1. - Languages cont. - Ancient vs. modern Hebrew
Oct.24 - Languages cont. - Greek and Hebrew
Oct.26 - Biblical languages
Oct. 31 - Abraham - the patriarch
Nov. 2 - 4 important Jewish cities, numbers in the Bible,

- Abraham (cont.)
Nov. 4 -Isaac, Jacob and matriarchs
Nov. 7 -Patriarchal organization, organrzatron of Israel

- The 12 Tribes
Nov. 14 - Tribal structure, 2 approaches to clans
Nov. 16 - The 12 Tribes (cont.)



Nov. 21 - Prophecy of the 12 Tribes
Nov. 23 - David's places of refuge
Nov. 28 - 12 Tribes (cont.)
Nov. 30 -1,2 Tribes (cont.)
Dec.2 - Israel, set apart, instructions/clothing vs rabbinic traditions

- 12 Tribes (cont.)
Dec.7 - 12 Tribes (cont.)
Dec. 9 - 12 Tribes (cont.)
Dec. 19 - Fall of Israel
Dec.21, - Judah weakens
Dec. 23 - Fall of Tudah

Handouts:

- Chronological chart of significant events in biblical history
(from Abraham to captivity of Judah)

- From ancient Egyptian records (Keith Stump)
Pharaoh's from the time of the Exodus

- Chronological record (tentative dates from Adam to fall of Judah)
- Various detailed maps of Israel
- The home of Abraham (K.I. Stavrinides)
- Maps: regions rivers, mountains and 80 cities of major importance
- Biblical geography / borders of tribal inheritance
- A new look at an old problem...the date of the Exodus
- Archeology and the Bible (Dick Paige)

o Palestine: known but mostly unknown
. Megiddo stables or storehouses
o Piety and patriotism -secularism & skepticism
o The Fall of Jerusalem in light of Archeology
. The Importance of Dating

- Geography Time Scale (insert from AC science course 1984)



Ambassador College
Ancient Israel

Notes and Course Outlines

Semester 2 Lectures (January 20,1989 thru May g,1999)

Topics:

Jan.20 - God cov't of salt and with Levi continues during and after
the captiv ity, 7 permanent effects of Babyloniarrcaptivity

Jan.25 - Hope is part of God's promises to Israel/Restoration
Reasons for Israel's extended captivity

1". 2z - 
lJ:X.'i'* 

E:",ffi, (cont )
Jan. 30 - Chaldean origins and Abraham
Feb. 1 - Babylonian captivity
Feb. 3 - Ark of cov't, calendar
Feb. 6 - 7 challenges of Daniel (cont.)
Feb. 8 - Fall of Babylon
Feb. 10 - Proof for 50 Sheker mina, Babylon's fall to Mede-persian
Feb. 15 - Gentile servants, Ethiopian Jews? Jews return (Ezra),

- Temple restoration
Feb.17 - Temple restoration, calendar alterations,

F eb 24_ ;"*ll'I:il"1:HH:T""'"
Mar. 1 - Purim, Ezra's role in Jerusalem
Mar. 3 -Ezra compiles o.T. canon, organizes Jewish community

- Number 5 in scripture, probrem of pagan intermarriage
Mar. 6 - Nehemiah's role (cont.)
Mar. 8 - Nehemiah's role (cont.)
Mar. 13 - Nehemiah's role (cont.)
Mar. 15 - Nehemiah's role and Book of Malachi
Mar.17 - "Watches" Israel vs. Roman,

- Nehemiah's 2.d return and continued reforms
Mar. 20 - Passover, Josephus on Intertestamental period
Mar' 22 - Josephus on: Moses, Cyrus II, Arexandei the Great,

- Septuagint (LXX) vs. Masoretic texts
Mar.24 - Moses and Exodus period,

Mar27_l'r"Jfr ffi :T,,ff :jfi ffi)il,T1i.;:iT::r,Dan11
Mar.29 - Daniel11 (cont.)
Mar. 31 - Daniel11 (cont.)



Apr. 3 - Daniel 11 (cont.)
Apr. 5 - Maccabean era, Daniel 11 (cont.)
Apr.7 - Study guide, History of pharisees
Apr. 10 - History of pharisees (cont.) and other sects
Apr.14 - History of pharisees (cont.)
May 1 - History of pharisees (cont.)

- Intertestamental writings (Apocrypha)
May 3 - Hasmonean dynasty
May 5 - Jerusalem
Mav 8 

- ffi:,*fil,rr?i:i,:ffi:[:substitute 
(Horv spirit)

Destruction of Temple 70 A.D., 2 Jewish Revolts follow

Handouts:

- Jerusalem topographical, valleys Hinnom and Kidron (see: May 1 notes)
- Palestine: north to south, east to west scale, miles and feet (Mav 1 notes)
- The Fall of Jerusalem (see: May 8 notes)
- The revolt of the Zealots (66-73 A.D.)
- Table of books of Apocrypha
- Persian, Hellenistic, Roman periods and Maccabees
- Ethics of the Fathers
- Jerusalem
- Visit to Mt. Sinai (Dr. Hoeh)



Aug 21.189 ANCIENT ISRAEL

-Purpose of the class: to help us understand Biblical events in light of historical, geographical and
archaelogical events.

Examples of NEED to understand events:

Jonah 3:5-8 They believed God (strange).
v8 The beasts fasted too? Why? In that day and that culture, livestock were considercd

part of the family, and therefore had to participate in a community-widc fast.
>If not for outside knowledge of the culture, we would not have known that from
just reading the Bible. You can't translate culture, and when it was writtcn therc
was no need to explain it because everyone at the time knew how it was.

Psalm 23 Valley of the Shadow of Death
In those days, there was a literal valley. Shepherds at times needed to guide

their flocks down very steep ravines and they used their rods to do so.

I Kings 20:13 Ahab vs. Ben Hadad
(King of Israel) (King of Damascus) - 5 t.,

v28 Why was it so important that Ahab know God is the Eternal?
v42 Why didn't Ahab do it?
22:7 Whv were there 3 vears without war?

(Aram : Syria) Euphrates

Ahab makes an alliance with :' * Assyria
Aram's king--part of a 17 nation \---, Increasing strength, threatening to
confederacy--to defend against \, cross the Euphrates and take over
Assyria. 

) smaller states.

Ahab didn't have the faith to trust God to deliver Israel from the Assvrians-
a big and powerful nation.

Study of Philog5r

Bible = God's Word. KJT is a translation and it does have errors.

gk. geneo: means "born" or "begotten" depending on the context. Translation is incorrect at timcs.

Prov 26:23 "Flattering lips...silver of dross" How can there be something precious in dross
(waste)? It is not a correct word translation. Should be "covered with glaze". (Heb words all run
together and sometimes the words are not divided in the proper place.)
I Sam 13:1 A word is dropped out here.



W}TY GEOGRAPIIY?

-It can explain a lot of things in the Bible.

Why was Beersheva the southernmost point of Israel?
Why does everyone want the land Israel has?
-I Kn 9:15 Why those cities?
Geography explains it.

ARC}IAEOLOGY

Evidence for historical activities are uncovered thru archaeology.

8123 GEOGRAPHY OF THE HOLY I-AND

Zech L4z8 Biblical perspective.

.t -t" Israel's lancl, not much water. Only seasonal rainfalls and dewfalls (very impt). ;lt
f7,ech 8:8,12; II Sam 'L:17-201

Plain of Philistia: prime agricultural area; wide, well draines, lots of moisture.
Plain of Sharon: drainage problems (swamps); narrow, mountainous.
"Upper Galilee": called thusly because it's in the North and also it is higher in clevation.
Shfrhelah: foothills between Mountains of Judah and the coastal plain. It's a graclual inclinc:

In Ephraim, there is no gradual incline:

8125 ARCIIAEOLOGY: A ROSE WITII TIIORNS

dcf. Iliblical Archaeologr: systematic recovery of the survivinq remains of ancient civilizations; thcir
anal],sis and interpretation in an effort to reconstruct the way of life of ancicnt socictics.

Keys: 1. Systematic recovery; 2. surviving; 3. analysis; 4. interpretation

We have 1/1000 of once existing material that's still around.
-In Egypt, there were many written records, and tombs that preserved many objects, thcrcforc rvc

know a lot about Ancient Egypt.
-Other civilizations we have very little information on (because there were few written records.)

Palestine is such an area. There were no written records from there.

What archaeologists are looking for:
TELS: an ancient city buried. (Identified as hills off alone, with regular slopes.)

How can vou see the walls of the city from above qround? Aerial shots can show whcat growing,
shorter over walled areas, the taller wheat casting a shadow on the shortcr, drift ing sand.

How do you know you have the right place? Toponymic evidence: name of thc currcnt city is



similar to the ancient one:
Ex. Babil = Babel Bir es Sheva = Beersheva

Mukmas = Michmash Jeba = Geba
Jezer = Gezer Tel el Qadi (udge) = Dan
Tel Nebi (prophet) Yunis (Jonah)= associared ro Ninevah

Keep in mind that toponymics can be misleading.

How do they dig? Walls 5 m X 5 m --See cross section. Gather every piece of information
possible. Measurements are very important. Very important finds are photographcrl.

How do they analyze? Make a list of characteristics found: thickness, size, clecoration, shapc of
every uncovered artifact. The most important artifacts are written records. Rosetta Stone:
used to decode hieroglyphics (a tablet containing the same passage in cursive Egyptian an<I
greek as well as hieroglyphics) BeHistun Inscription: unlocked Mesopotamian civilizal,ions:
Persian, cunea form language of Assyria and Babylon. Written records tell us what ancl why.

I Kn 9:15 Solomon was plgbAb-ly in charge of the building of Gezer's, Hazor's and Megiclclo's
gates, as all are very similar.

Biblical Archaeolog.v Review--recommended reading--in library.

Interpretations without written records are left up to chance. It's a very subjective thing.

8128

Two types of dating in archaeologSr:

1. Relative Datinq.

s R K  R '

Things found in level II are older than those in level I and more recent than those in lcvcl III.

2. Absolute Datins. 586 B.C. can mean it was found in debris of Jerusalem's falling. Inscriprions
can help out.
How precise can these dates be? Most times it's guestimation. Things can be reclated ancl most
likely will be. Many times it's frequently possible to date it within 25-50 yrs. Most fincls are clarccl
1-2 centuries within the real date.

Are there any other ways to date? Radio Carbon Dating.
Most carbon's atomic weight is C12 some is Cu (heavier). There is a fixed ratio bctween the Crr's
and the Cra's. Cuis stable, constant. Crc breaks down at a known rate. The longer an articlc is in
the ground, the fewer Cu's will be present. So they predict how long it took to lose that many Cr.r's
in relation to the number of Crz's. It can be accurate, but most times it's off -r-200 yrs. This
method can't be used on non-organic materials. Not used a whole lot in Palestinc bccause it's nor
consistently accurate.
>Can't use coins to date because they weren't invented until the 6th Century B.C.

Another method used is POTTERY.
It's very abundant and it doesn't decay. Pottery styles changed frequently (@ every 50 yrs). But

how does it help? From other dated finds, they'll compare the pottery found with rhe pottcry styles on thc
dig in question. Pottery does not have an heirloom factor, simply because it breaks--doesn't last long.

T I



Problem: they have to assume
Archaeologists have to ignore the

Time frames:
Early Bronze Age
Middle Bronze Age
Late Bronze Age
Iron Age

_1,
i '

that pottery styles
time lag for styles

are the same in different areas at the samc timc.
to get around, or they can't use it.

Before Abraham
Abraham's time
Exodus
from the Exodus up till the Romans

8/30 ,tEhggAlqg. is as LusJ-an-a{ as it is a science.
-Many methods and analysis are scientific, however

person to person.
@  I t v a r i c s f r o m

What causes Archaeological interpretation to be less than fully accurate?
1. Working with limited evidence. Only @ 350 of 5000 known sites have been excavated. Less

than 5Vo of the most promising sites have been extensively excavatcd. (4% of the
occupational levels of a site being excavated constitutes extensive excavation.)

2. Tels don't look like this:

More like this:

3.
4.

Digging here t makes you miss this level and consequently a time period. And arch.
don't always use the same methods so many don't accept some conclusions. (Can harm
credibility.)

molds in the earth or rock have bccn lc[t.

. L !  c r f -  i  1 , .

t , ! _

Level III was destroy"d ;y ft." ;; they looked to the Bible (* as a general guicle). Thcy
dated it 701 B.C. and then had K.Kenyon analyze the pottery. She said it didn't match
$maria's 721, B.C. pottery, so they checked out the other options. They cliscoverccl that
it had to be the 701, destruction except the pottery was different. So all pottery is not thc
same at the same time. Point: diff. places conquered by Joshua had diff. types of pottcry.
*If their only evidence is the Bible, they'll junk the idea, but if there's othcr rccords too,
they'll admit the Bible is right.

5. Questionable Interpretation and reporting. If the levels are mixcd you can be mislcd.
Similarities are highlighted much and differences are ignored if one wants to provc a point.
Many conclusions are based on surface finds. (without digging)
Why do they do this?

a) Morale of the staff. (so they'll think they're progressing and u'ill stay with
your dig and not go to another.)
b) Maintain flow of money! (Patron's will want instant returns on thcir
investments, and dig leaders will give them what they want to keep thc funds
flowing.)
c) Need to maintain the prestige of thc dig. (among pccrs)

Sometimes actual material has disappcared. (but
Chronology based on pottery is not very accurate.

Ex. l-achish



HistoTy 4O7 ANCIENT ISRAEL:

Approaches to

BIBLE NOT AN INSPIREDgiru- i.i.i--..r
HISTORICAL ACCOUNT'*.r  rr '*y. , . : f
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Need not look for

correspondence between
the b ib l ica l  account  &
archaeologica l  record

Not disturbed when
chronological placement of
a b ib l ica l  per iod reveals
discrepancies between the
bib l ica l  account  and the
archaeologica l  record
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I
I
I
I

Y
Despi te di_screpancies,
wil l not rnake any new
chronological placement
without ttobj ectiverl
ev idence la i t i facts  or
inscr ip t ions)  as suppor t

ABRAHAM TO CAPTIVITY Mr. paige

Biblica1 Chronology
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BTBLE IS AN INSPIRED
HISTORTCAL ACCOUNT
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Must look for
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the b ib l ica l  account  & , , .  r - i .  *
archaeological record _- -. i- :
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Disturbed when
chronologica l  p lacement  of
a b ib l ica l  per iod reveals
discrepancies between the
bib l ica l  account  and the
archaeol-ogical record

I
I
I
I
I

Y
Because of  d iscrepancies,
wi l l  seek to  make a new
chronological placenent
to restore harmony between
the b ib l ica l  account  and
the archaeologica l  record
even without ttobjectiverr
ev idence (ar t i facts  or  r
inscript ions as support l

, j r .



ARCHAEOLOGICAL PERIODS

'  
. L, L'i i  ,, t, i  . ' '  . \-- Period . Dates Period

Iron II (A,B,C) 1000 - 586 B.C. Israelite II

Iron I (A,B,C) 1200 - 1000 B.C. Israelite I

Late Bronze 1550 - 1200 B.C. Late Canaanite
(I,IIa,IIB)

Middle Bronze 2050 - 1550 B.C. Middle Canaanite
(I,IIa,IIb,IIc)

Early Bronze 3200 - 2050 B.C. Early Canaanite
(I,I I , I I I , IV)

Chalcolithic 4300 - 3200 B.C. Chalcolithic

Kathleen Kenyon suggested thac

EB I - EB IVa should be called Early Bronze

EB M - MB I should then be Intermediate EB-MB (c.2300-1900)

MB IIa would then become her MB I (c.1900-1750)

MB IIb would then become her MB IIa (c.1750-1650)

MB IIc would then become her MB IIb (c.1650-1550)



. t

TIIE IIISTORICITY OF THE PATRIARCHS

>degree to which patriarchs can be viewed as historically true, degree to which it's fiction.

1878 Classical View--Wellhausen: nWe can't gain any historical knowledge about the --+1940's patriarchs
based upon what we read in Genesis. We can learn about the time it was written in (10 C. B.C.)"

Documentary Hypothesis: Gen--+Deut was assembled by diff sources at diff time pcriocls.
J (JHWH) written 10 C.B.C.
E (Elohim) written 9 C.B.C.
D (Deut) written 7 C.B.C.
P (Priests) wriften 5 C.B.C.

Why the theory? Sounds like it was written by diff authors. (aka-JEDP)
JEDP theory is refuted tho.

Viervs on Ilistoricity:
l. Nothing is true. 1878-+1940's
2. It's substantially authentic. 1940's -+
Why the switch? Arch. discoveries tend ro prove the Bible.

3 Sources of Written Info:
1. Nuzi archive. Hurrian culture. 15 C.B.C. How can ir tell of Abr (20CBC)?

a) It's an ancient culture dating far before Abr.
b) Many customs in the Nuzi can be traced back to:

2. Mari archive. (18 C.B.C.) Many of these customs can be traced back to :
3. Lipt-Ishtar Code. (21 C.B.C.)
(l-ook at rhe Hittite culture overall)

Patriarchs + Wives (Family Structure)
. t

i i r l !
Son Son-Wife Daughter Servants Animals

i  , ' t  !
Children ..Children

f.lot as high position as son, but part of the family.

>Whcn the patriarch dies, the unit doesn't dissolve, rather the eldest son becomes the new family hcad.
[Gen 27:291normally.
>Son's can't just leave: they need permission or to be sent away.

Religious lives of the Patriarchs:
Gen 12:6 "the place at Shechem'--gone to a holy site and there built an altar to God.(Pillars wcre

often found in these holy places.)
God
J

Patriarch The family worshipped the God of the Patriarch.
J

Family

Gen 35:2 Jacob puts off the gods of his family, because he has the right. He is now the parriarch--no
longer under Laban's authority.
>daughters had to accept the god of her husband but could also bring along those of her own fur
private worship.
>the patriarch was the "priest" (kings of cities were also priests because their subjects werc likc
their family.



Diff between worship of God and pagan gods:
1. Abr, Isaac, Jacob always built their own altars to G. [Gen 12:6, 13:3-4,21:33,

33:19-2Ol
2. Patriarchs used diff names for God, but they weren't diff gods. El Shaddai: [Gen 17:1, 28:3,

35:1,11,31:13 (God of Bethel)]
3. Pagan gods were limited to a certain place and were territorial, unlike God. God appcars in

Shechem, Haran, Bethel.
4. Never a hint of child sacrifice or fertility rites in Patriarch's religion.

>Not true that religious practices were just made up by the authors of OT to be similar to thc time o[
writing (10 C.B.C) Proof:

1. nrighteousn Abr plants a tamarash tree to worship God
2. nrighteous' Jacob married 2 sisters.
3. "righteousn Abr married his half-sister.
4. nrighteous" Abr and Jacob built pillars (massebah)

All these practices were prohibited at the time of Israel, therefore, the patriarchs would not be called
righteous if the religion was the same as it was in the 10 C.B.C.



TIIE IIISTORICITY OF THE PATRIARCHS

Genesis 23

€

v11

What circumstance qualified him
He was born in Abraham's house.
in the house. Nuzi text.)

Genesis 1.6:1-3

v4 What does the first part of the verse have to do with the second?
Normally a stranger is not allowed to own property, according to Hittite culture.

What snecific thins did Abraham want to buy?
The cave of Macphelah as a burial place.

What did Ephron offer to Abraham?
The cave and the field.

v10-16 Evaluate what was going on in these yerses.
(According to Hittite culture) If Abraham only had a corner of the field, he wouldn'r have
to pay taxes or have military obligations. But they stuck him with the whole ficlcl. Why
are the trees mentioned? Because it's part of Hittite land contracts to mention cvcrything
included in the deal, along with trees, field borders, etc.

Genesis 24:29-59

Keeping in mind that Bethuel was Rebekah's father and Laban her brorher. CONSIDER:

v50 the individual who receives the greater precedence.
Laban, because his name is mentioned first.

v53 the individuals who receive gifts from Eliezer.
The brother and mother, not Bethuel. Why not? Because the brother is the responsiblc
party for the marriages of his sisters, not the father. (Source, Nuzi and earlier text).

Gcnesis 15:2-3

Before he had children, who was Abraham's heir?
Eliezer of Damascus.

to be Abraham's heir?
(A childless couple could adopt a servant as long as he was born

What is your opinion of the credibility of this action? Why?
Sarah 'obtains' a child by Hagar. Because of the culture (Nuzi text), it was a shame not to havc
children, so she wanted one. It was expected of her to take the initiative and choose thc hancl
maiden (surrogate). [Gen 30:3] Rachel does similarly. Bearing children on the knees o[ rhe barre n
woman can allow the child to belong to the mistress (barren woman.) Because Hagar bore thc hcir,
she cannot be sent away. Neither can the son. [Gen 16:4, 21:10] Sarah realizes that Ishmael is co-
heir. God intervenes for a purpose and tells Abraham not to go against the rules of his culturc.



Genesis 25:29-33

What is your opinion of the credibility of this action? Why?
It was permissible to sell birthrights for rather inconsequential things, not necessarily for due
consideration. Anything accepted by both parties IS due consideration in this culture. Jacob legally
owned the birthrisht.

Genes i s2T :1 -37  , , 1  .

Doesn't this passage cast a shadow on the credibility of the passage referred to above? Why (not)?
He didn't have to steal what he already owned because the birthright and the blessing aren't thc

samo thing. g.le$.ing in"olued:_ right to head up the family after Isaac's death; birthrisht involvcd:
inheritance rights.

Genesis 29-31

IIow would you describe Laban's reception of Jacob?
Overjoyed. Why?

When Jacob asked to marry Rachel, what did Laban reply? (NOTE EXACT WOIiI)S)
He didn't say yes. "It is better that I give her to you than to another man."

Unlike Rebekah, who took her nurse with her, Leah and Rachel were each given handmaidcns.

AFTER A CAREFUL CONSIDERATION, WHAT ITEMS STRIKE YOU AS "ODD" IN THE
FOLLOWING SCRIPTURAL PASSAGES?

Gen 31222-23 when read with verses 30 and 32.
Why did Jacob run? Why did Laban chase?

Laban's statements in Gen 31:43 when considered in the light of Jacob's statements in verse 41.
He doesn't acknowledge Jacob as having any ownership.

The purpose of the covenant Laban proposed to Jacob in Gen 31:44 and verses 51 and 52.
So they wouldn't get in each othcrs' way.



NUZU TABLETS ILLUI1INATE JAC(]B'S DEALINGS 1^/ITH L,^,BAN

Jacob's deel irrgs rvith Labnn hrr., 'e bc'cn par- i ictr lar lv i l l rr-
nrinated by t lre Nuzu recorcls. One tablct (G 5r) is so im-
poftrurt that u'e franslete al l  of i t  e\cept thc nlnies of t l re
sevcrr u' i tncssr:s at the enti :

The adoption teblet of Nashrvi st-n of Arshenni. FIe
ldopted Wuilu son of Puhishenni. , \s long as Nrshrvi
l ives, \ \rul lu shal l  gi i 'e Ihini]  footl  nnd clothing. \ \ 'hcn
Nrslnvi dies, Wullu shnl l  bi '  t l re lrr ' i r .  Should Nrslnvi
l r t :g t : t  a  son,  I the  h t t r r ]  sha l l  d iv ic le  c r luu l l v  r l i th  \ \ ' u l l r r
brrt  Ionlr ' ]  Nas]r*" i 's son shnl l  take Nrrslnvi 's eocls. I lut i f
t l r c rc  l - l c  no  son o f  Nashu ' i ' s  t l r cn  \ \ \ r l l r r  s l r . r l l  t l kc
Naslr* i 's gocls. And INashri i ]  has given his dauchter

Nuhuvr as s' i fe to \ \-ul lu. . \n<l i f  \ \ ' rr l lu trr l ies anotlrer

rvife, le forfeits Nashs' i 's Lrrtcl  lnd brt i ldings. \ \ :hoever

blc.r is the cotrt t lct shir l l  prr l '  otte t t- t i t tr ' l  of si lr-er I lnd]

otre ruin:r of golcl.

To bring out the nrorc clcetl l ' the bcrr l ing of this tcxt on the

Hebrerv e pisode \\ 'e st lrrrr l lar ize t lre tablet, srrbsi ibuting
-!;rbrn" foi "y;ry," and "Lrcob"..for '!!!lg": "Lrban,"

ri lilir"s no soiiof his ou'n. irclopts "Jlcob" and makes hirn
heir.  I f  "Laben" should beget a son in the futr.rre, that son

and "Jacob" are to sltrr le the inheritrrnct ' ,  but onl l '  the begot-

ten so,r is to take "Lebrrn's" gods. I f  " I- i t l ; rrn" does not beget a

son, then l lotre mer' "Jrrcob" trrke "Lrrbal l 's" gccls (cornpare

N 3.t,ro-i :) .  As i  condit iorr.  "Jr icob" is to mllr l '  "Lrrban's"

<leuihter. "Jacoir" is for'bidclen to mlrLrv ln1' other \\'olran

undcr the penrrl ty of forleit inc "Lel lan's" propcrt)"

Lct us norv esrrtnine t ire bibl icl l  account to see i f  and to

rlh:rt  cxicr i t  i i  coirrcidcs tvi th the tablet. Thcrc is no indica-

don t l i l t  l -r l ;r in hrl , , l  sotrs s-hc' l t  Jacob f ir 'st appexls on t] le

scene (Ccn. :9). Laban's sol ls were apparcntlv born bet* 'een

that t ime and t* 'enty 1'ears lrrter (Cen. 3r:-1r),  rvhcn they

r re  f i rs t  ment ioned (Gen.  3 r : r ) .  Laban agrees  to  g ive  a

d.ught.t  i l  merri i rge to Jrcob rvhen lre makes hirn a member

of t i re household: "I t  is better t l i l t  I  give her to t iree than

that I  give her to atrother men. Drvel l  rvi th me!" (Gen'

aq,tq)."Ott thesis that Jacob's joining Laban's househoid

"ilrr6*inr.t"t 
Wtrllu's ncloption is borne out by other remari:-

aLie rc.e-blances rvitli tlre Ntrzu clocument.

Laban's insistence that Jacob trrke no rvife ir.r erldition to

his claughtels (Gcn. 3r:5o) is intcrcst ing but u' i thout other

evidenci *'ould prove nothing because the prohibition against

it'," Utia"gtoo-'i t"kit.tg 
"no1h". 

rvife is rather rvidespread

7"o*p"r""" l to N 43,5:ro;. l to.e signif icant, though by i tself

irr .on"lut i". ,  is La6rn's gif t  of a handmaid to each of his

daughters upon t-heir marriage to Jacob (Cett- zgtzl,  zg) '

ihir"is ,lone-.,nder similar circumstances according to another

iablet (H V 67:3i-36). Rachel 's theft of Laban's- gods (Gen'

" i , to. 'so-.fS 
j ,  ho,uever, is unmistakably paral leled in the

i"Ut.i'tr1t,rl*ed above'i While they are called teraplirn in

u"rr., t9, 3.+ and 35, thev are called "gods" in vcrse-s 3o and

32, as i ' i  t l ie Nuzu tablets. Thcre js no doubt, therefore, that

i  S. Srnith, JTS, X)L\]I I  (  rg3z), 3i-36.

the lcraphim u'ere simply idols.s 
' fhe possession of thesc gotls

\\ 'as funport:rnt for, alolrg rvith thcir rel igious signif icence,
t l iey carr ied u' i th thenr lerclership of the frnri ly- on the rn-
cestral estate. Bccause Leb.rn hrd begotten sorts, rtonc but the
latter had an-v r ight to the gods ,rncl hencc Lebrn's incl i(n.rtrcrt
i s  jus t iGed: ' \ \ Ih .v  has t  thou s to lc 'n  mv goc ls?"  (Ccn.  j r : , io ) .

Jacob, on the r-, iher h:rnd, hrrd Itot tr . trg.r ir tr ' t l  for so sect-, ;rdrt i t '
a posi l ion. I I is hopes hrd becn fnrstrated b.v the birth of
l ,aban's sons.

' Ihe fol lou' i .ng u'ords of Laban erc r lrr i te int,r l l igiblc i f  rrn-
derstood as bcing adclrelscd to Jacob in the lrrt tc-r 's clpacih,
o f  L rban 's  adopted  son-  (no t  son- in ' lnv l ) :  " fhe  d i rughtc rs
are mv claughters and the sor,s are mv sons ar-rd the f lccks.rre
my f locks  and rvhatever  thou sees t  i s  n t ine"  (Cen.  ,3 r :13) .
Llban rvas to exercise patr ierchal authority '  o.. 'er al l  his chi l-
dren irnd giandchildren as long as he l ived. J,-rcob, as Lrbrrn's
adopted son, and Jacob's rvives, chi lclrer.r and f locks bclorigecl
to Labrn. Laban had even' r ight to punish Jecob foi runninq
away and steal ing members of Luban's hoLrsehold, but 

' ' the

God of Jacob's f l ther" hed appeared to Lrrbrn in a clrerur lnr l
comrr rnnded h im to  c le r l  gent l i ' r v i th  J r rcob (Gcn.3r ; : -1 . :g ) .
Furthermore, even the ]ieari of a crrifti' .'\rlnrcan like L:brn
rvas no-t der:oid of parcntl l  tenderness: "And as for t trv thr-rqi i-
ters, *hat crn I do to them no\\ ' -or to their cl i i ldren thet
t lrc '1'  have borne" ( Cen, 3 r :43 ) .

That Rechel nnd Le:ih tvere trot fr .ce io leeve t lLeir |r ther's
l rouscho ld  r i ' us  no t  n rerc l l '  bcor t tsc  thcy '  uc re  l r i s  r l l ruq l : t r rs

.;"(for rrndcr or,Jinery circumstrt i tces tt i ' t t r ;et l  \ \ 'or l len bclon' i t 'd' j  
to  rhe i r  husba lc is ) .  T i r ' : ' .  s t i l l  be lo r rge-d  t t r  L r rban or t  accour t
of thcir husband's st l tus .Ls an adoirtecl st- 'n. 

-fhe1' 
\ \ 'ei .  l : l

gu i l t y  as  Jacob in  aqree inq  to  run .  o f f  (Cer r .  3 r :  r . i - : .6 )  .0
a [This fact s]rould be ]:r :pt in nint l  t , t  of lset sr;I t t t  of the rvi l i l

spcculat ions ccncerning t lre tcrapl i int.  . \  q,rod er: i t trple is tu bc
found in  thc  l l c l ig io rs  D igc : t ,  iX  ( rg lg ) ,  t9 - r r .  s l t c re  ; t  rv r : t t ' r
indicates to lr js orvn satisfect ion tbat the tcr l i r i r i :n \1'r ' re thc or:gin1l
t :r l-r l t ' ts rvhiclr \ f t-rscs uscJ rvi i ,  t t  l t , '  r ' (  rnr:. '5( '( l  i l :e I ' t  l , t :r tctr,  l r .
(E( l i to r ' s  r ro tc -G.  Erncs t  \ \ ' r i ' :1 . t .  )  l

0 Cordon, B.\SO11, No. 66 (.{pri l  rgj7). pp. r5-r7.

T h e  B i b l i c a l  A r c h a e o l o q i s t  R e a d e r
e d .  E d w a r d  F .  C a m p b e l l ,  J r .  a n d
Dav id  Noe l  FreeCman (Anchor  Books
D o u b l e d a y  &  C o m p a n y ,  I n c . ,
G a r d e n  C i t v -  N p w  v n r k )  n n  ) 4 - 2 6 .
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I.IISTORICITY OF THE PATRIARCIIS II

Why did Laban use the particular words he chose, when he heard Jacob wanted
29zl9l?
He planned to adopt him as a son, not just take him as a son-in-law. So,
blood relative than a complete stranger.

to marry Rachel [Gen

far better he adopt a

3.

2. Why did Laban [he was Rachel's father, not brother] handle the marriage negotiations [Gen 29:15-
rel?
There were no brothers to do it. (He did have sons later.)

Why did Jacob live with Laban as nart of his household ALL TIIE TIME IIE LMD AT IIARAN, rather
than establishing his OWN household [Gen 31:38,41]?
A son lives with his father, even after marriage. A son must a) ask permission to depart or b) bc
sent away in order to leave his father's house. [28:2] Isaac gave him permission to leave.

Why did Jacob IIAVE TO steal away from Laban [Gen 31:19-22]?
He needed permission to leave and he couldn't take his property with him.

flow could Laban claim to be the owner of Jacob's property [Gen 31:17-18143]?
As the patriarch, Laban owned everything in the household.

Why was Laban so upset by the theft of the gods lGen 31222-231 30,321?
Because the gods were to pass on to the natural sons. They denoted the person who had lcadcrshilr
in the family. They were heirlooms.

7. Why did Rachel take the gods [Gen 35]?
She was afraid to leave the protection of them. l-aban feels the gods are important to thc
protection of the family.

8. What was the PURPOSE of the covenant which Laban made with Jacob [Gen 31:48-53]?
Jacob is no longer Laban's sole heir. I:ban wants something left for his sons so Jacob has to
renounce his inheritance rights. God has already said "don't touch Jacob's stuff'but Laban prctcnds
to be quite generous.

(handmaid) € LABAN
,. t 

_'-__-' ^\- ---_* **--1

I trah = Jacob = Rachel
i
I q (can't marry anyone a\\ 

,, ' ' else. Thc handmaid r\
\--(-/ is given to Jacob ir tne j

\, wives are barren.)

4.

5 .

6.



PATRIARCTIAL LIFE

Question: What was the primary economic activity of the Patriarchs (Abraham, Isaac and Jacob) /
Traditionally, the answer has been that the Patriarchs were shepherds by occupation. If that is
really the case, we are presented with certain "oddities" in the biblical text.

Answer: . They were nomadic because they weren't allowed to own land. .$gayggg rng_1gs1lrly All thc
-cities 

they stopped in were caravan cities. The answers to the following questions support this
thesis.

1. Why did the Patriarchs sojourn so close to the cities?
Because they needed to trade their goods. (Mostly at caravan cities.)

2, Why was Beersheva chosen so often as a place of sojourn by Abraham, Isaac and Jacob?
Beersheva is on a junction of 2 major trade routes and it is on an oasis.

3' When he went to Egypt why did Abraham and his wife Sarah so quicklv attract the attention of
the princes of Pharaoh [Gen 12:14-15] since the Egrptians despised shepherds [Gen 46:34]?
There was an active merchant trade between Canaan and Egypt and Abraham was a prominenr
merchant in both areas.

4. Why did Abraham have 318 retainers who had already been trained in the use of weapons? \\rh"r'
was Abraham given the leading role among the group of kings who joined him in the pursuit o['
the invaders?
Every merchant needed trained servants to guard the caravan which doubtless containecl vast wcalth.
Also, they'd look to a wealthy merchant with lots of prestige to lead the pursuers.

5. Why did Abraham ndwell" between Kadesh and Shur (in the north-central Sinai desert) [Gen 20:l]
since there was no pasturage for llocks there? And why did he sojourn in Gerar (his home base)?
It was out, near thc trade routes, but before you got to any of the other caravans. In this way hc'rl
be able to cut the best deals with incoming trading caravans.

6. Why did Isaac frequentlv dwell at the well of La-ha-roi? [Gen 24:62, 25:.Llf
This well was on the way to Egypt (on an established trade route) at a wcll (which is a natural
stopping place for caravans.) Thus, he could cut deals here too, and make it a small tracle ccnrcr.

7. Why was Abraham known to the Ilittite residents of Ilebron as a "prince"? [Gen 23:6]
Hebron is a merchant outpost and Abraham was tit led this because he's such a successful mcrchunr
that they honor him with respect.

8. Why did Jacob's sons go first to Shechem and then to Dothan to "feed their llocks"? [Gen 37:12-
r7l
They were following the "Ridge Route" which was a major trade route.

9, Joseph was traded to a caravan. What was a caravan doing off in the middle of nowhere?
Jacob's family livcd on a trade route.

10. [Gen 34:10] Why would Dinah's potential father-in-law offer Jacob trading opportunities if he's
not into trading?
Obviously it would mean nothing if Jacob didn't tra<le. But it meant a lot.

11. [Gen 46:31-34] If Jacob and his family were just shepherds, why would Joseph need to spell out
exactly what his father needed to say?
Because it wasn't the truth. Jacob naturally would have said he was a merchant, since that was his
occupation.



TgE MODUS

Asodos = sojourn in Erypt
Exodus : departure from Erypt

> Exodus comes up consistently throughout the whole Bible and is a foundation of Israeli history.
Datins: Conquest can't be more or less than 40 years later than exodus.

Early Date: 15th CBC; 18th Egrptian dynasty (church believes rhis dare)
I-ate Date: 13th CBC; 19th dynasty (majority of the scholars choose this dare)

Geographv of the Exodus:

[Ex 1:11] Pithom; Raamses were treasure cities, or Are (cities ofl Mishkanot (stores)
[I Kn 9:19, II Chr 17:12,32:28] t Uy necessity kings had to gather supplies for distribution

(to military mainly.)
Scholars like to think that Raamses was the city built by Raamses II. Problem: the Raamses rhar

Raamses the Great built was a capital city and wouldn't just be called a store city. Possibly the ciry the
Israelites built was near Raamses and the editor changed the name so they can know where abouts it u'as.

Pithom = Per Atum (Eryptian) = Estate of [God] Amun
Moderrr Raamses : eantir Near there is Tel El D'aba = remains of a semitic people founcl

there, perhaps a store city.
lEx lZ:371 Succoth (Cheku) = Tel-el Maskuta There are 9 roman miles from Succoth ro

Pithom therefore Pithom must be Tel-el Retabah (there was a temple of Atum there) There's eviclencc of
semitic people living there in 15 C.B.C.

llow did the Israelites get to the promised land?
px M:Zl Red Sea?? Translated from Hebrew Yam Sul = pe"d 5"u
nturnn = shuv = dramatic change in direction
3 Possible Routes taken to C-anaan from the Wadi Tumilat:

Northern Route
Central Route
Southern Route

"Migdol" : tower
'Pi-Hahirothn = cirll3l
[I Kn 9:26] Yam Suf refers to rhe Gulf of Aqaba and rhe Gulf of Suez
>The southern route requires a miracle and is therefore rejected by scholars

CITRONOLOGY OF THE EXODUS

The Bible indicates the Early'Date (15 CBC) while modern critic:l scholars prefer the Lare Darc
(i3 CBC). Archaeologr does not supporr rhe Early Date tho.

EX. Jericho: In 1550 BC it was destroyed and remained empty until 1440 BC after which therc
was uninterrupted habitation until 1325 BC. If the conquest was in 1440 then archaeologl must be \^'rong-
-somehow data has been misinterpreted.

[I Chr 5:26] Pul and Tiglath-Pileser are the same person. nthat isn is originally translated "and"
The heb word is nVEn: most commonly translated "and, then, that is"
POINT: Discrepancies could be a result of .a) misinterpreting archaeological evidence, -b) mistranslaring
the tcxt.  ! r  : .  ;  ,  ,  ,

Vthy no Eg'ptian military campaigns?
We believe that the Exodus took place in the Egy-pt uas l

powerful nation, but strangely enough, no military ca otep's-9th year. AIso,
his son Thutmose IV campaigned very little, and that was late in his reign. Why such a gap in the military
campaigns for such a powerful nation? Answer: the entire army \\as wiped out in the Red Sea and thc
other plagues destroyed the economy. Therefore they had neither the manpower or the moncy to camprirn



militarily.

>There was logic behind Ahmose's enslavement of Israel: the threat of Hyksos invasion was very real and
he thought Israel would side with the 'shepherd kings"

>1930's Nelson Gleuk made surface evaluations that there were no archaeological remains before
rhe 13rh cBC

> [Num 21:l-31 Isr first does battle with the King of Arad and his cities. "way of the spies" is a major
trade route.

Arad excavatiorrs_ shorv: occupied early bronze --2gW-24C[ BC and the next occupation was the
Iron age--1050 BC PROBLEM: Arad was uninhabited at the time Israel was to have fought with it.

lv21-2al Warfare: Originally the Amonites had control of all between Jabbok and Arnon. The
Amorites came in and pushed them out [vla-26]

[v30] Israel destroyed Heshbon. Reasonable toponyms: Heshbon = Hesban, Dibon = Dhiban< excavated 'mighty cities" PRoB: according to arch, these cities were founded in 9 CBC on virgin soil.
Jericho: excavated L930's--Garstang (very little excavation done; broad

1950's--Kenyon statements made)
Kenyon's version: destroyed in 1550 BC; mammoth wall destroyed down to the roots all
around the city. Reoccupied 1440-1325 BC when it's desrroyed again. pROB: The ciry
doesn't get destroyed when it should.
Israel attacked Jericho in the first place because it was an apex of several trade ro u t es .
They didn't occupy cities, by the way.

10:] Ai = Er tell (The Ruin) 1930's excavarion destroyed EBr (2400 BC)
Reoccupation in Iron age (1200 BC) Therefore at Isr's time there was no citv of Ai to be
conqucred.
Gibeon: EBr, MidBr occupations. No LBr (1550-1200 BC) occupation. Howevcr rhcre
was LBr pottery in tombs at the site. Gibeon makes peace witlr Israel after Ai,s takcn
b/c they know they're next in line to be conquered.
Lachish--destroyed in 1550 BC and then again in 1300's BC, then in 1140 BC when thc
civilization comes to an end there. Nothing noteworthy happened in 1400 BC supposedlv.
Ilebron and Debir--didn't archaeologically exist in 1400 BC

[Josh 11:7-11] IIazor was largest city by far; no wonder ir's the head of the kingdoms.
Hazor was destroyed c 1400 BC
Bethel destroyed l29o BC Every major city in the North was destroyed in the 13th
CBC. According to archaeologr, these cities w-ere all destroyed and burned which clocsn't
fit with Joshua 11:13 which says only Hazor was burned. But these destruction datcs givc
the base for modern scholars to believe in the Late Date.

(It looks like the conquest of Canaan took a long
time. Couldn't possibly all have been done
by Joshua.)

IJosh

Jericho: 1325
Bethel: 1290
I-achish: 11.40
N Canaanite cities (Hazor): lZZ5

>Gleuk's theory gives support to 13 cBc. Albright led arch in the reasoning that any canaanite city
destroyed in 13 CBC was done by the Israelites: J-oshua's conquest. (It was neier proveo; They ignorc
I Kn 6:1 and concentrate on Ex 11:1.

>Archaeoloqical evidence: many Canaanite cities destroyed in 13 cBc were either not rebuilt or rebuilt
by people with an inferior culture. (Israel) Maybe so, bui this doesn't prove that Israel wasn't there bcfore.
Actually, arch doesn't prove 13 cBC is a better date rhan 15 cBC.

>George Mendenhall, supported by Norman Gottwalcl had a theory: there was no real conquest. Israel
was a small group. The conquered cities are attributed to a sociailpolitical revolution.



>The Exodus is the primary battleground of those believing in the authenticity of the Bible and
those not.
1. Focus on what led scholars to believe in the early date. (Chart--organize around that)
2. Why did scholars come to question the early date? (Chart--lack of correlation [Ex 1:11, Num 20])
3. Why choose the 13 CBC specifically? (Albright)
4. How did scholars "explain away" evidence pointing to an early date?
5. Why did the support for the late date get called into question?

Multiple Conquest Theorv: There were many different leaders leading different campaigns. Joshua was
the only name remembered so they attributed all conquests to him.

Infiltration Model: (Aharoni, Albrecht) Israel lived quietly in the hills for rhe 14th CBC. Then the
numbers grew to where conflict would inevitably happen, (l,ate 13 CBC)

Problems: so many of the cities weren't around at that time. None of the l:te Bronze cities were wallecl.
Hazor was the only city not burned.

Mendenhall's idea: was given life by Norman Gottwald. "few people actually came from Egypt and the
others that joined them were rebellious Canaanite peasants. They adopted the religion of YHWH
as a form of rebellion against the system. [Josh 24:1-15] Talking to two different groups here:
Canaanite rebels and Israelites. They set up a common shrine in Shiloh; each of the 12 tribes had
a different month to do maintenance of the shrine. Amphictony: examples of shrine sharing.
Bible is totally wrong and useless."

Problems V 15 CBC Date: the evidence
1. Literary.

Ex 1:11 (cities) Tel-el-Dab'a
Num 20 (there was a presence. Deut 2:4-5,8-9)
I Chr 6:1 Exodus

+ 12 generations
Solomon (1st temple)

J 12 generations
Zerubbabel (2nd temple)

number and to depict a line. It's feasible that the author in I Chr 6 left out generations to have
the same # (12). (Because there were 19 generations of musicians at the same time that there were
supposedly 12 generations of Israelites.) Obviously, their form of history writing is different rhan
ours. 19 gen X 25 yrs = 475 yrs
Archaeologr.
Dibon: supposedly founded in 9 CBC Prob: most sites have been only partially excavared.
There could be a civilization underneath, but just not where there's been excavations done. Or
cities could be located somewhere else nearby. Raamses I (13 C) claimed to have capturecl Dibon,
so it MUST have existed--he wrore about it.
Heshbon: Maybe it's the same situation. (But Raamses doesn't mention this city.)
Ai: (possibly Khirbet Nisya) is Et-tell because it's near Beitin (which is seen as Bethel--possibly
Bireh) It's not necessarily correct because: a) Beitin and Et-tell aren't that close; b) Bethcl is west
of Michmash and Beitin is more north; c) there's no real mountain between Beitin and Et-tell; d)
Bethel is located on the border of Benjamin and Ephraim, not north of it as Beitin is.
Jericho: There's a level where the walls were totally destroyed. Dated at MBII (1550 BC), basecl
upon pottery. What's difference between MBII and LBI pottery? In LBI, bichromeware (importecl
pottery) comes on the scene. However, local pottery in Hazor LBI is the same as Jericho's, it's just
that bichromeware is not present in Jericho. Dr Bryant Wood believes there's a dating problem
and the same problems exist in dating the cities. Also, no trace of bichromeware in any ciry in

Christ's genealogy is
figurative, not literal. Four
kings are left out of the
genealogy to achieve a certain

7



Jericho, but there is bichromeware in the tombs of LBI. Plausible explanation? This pottery wasspecial and saved for great occasions (including placement in tombs.) Theory: Much MBII,s dating
should be LBI.
Pharaoh Shoshens = Biblical Shishak. He conquered 2 cities of Arad (greater and lesser) ln Tcl-Arad there's no MBII or LBI levels. In Tel-Milhatta there's a MBII level.

dated LBI b/c there's bichromeware
dated MBII b/c there's no bichromeware.

(However, it's a good possibility that inland cities didn't have access to bichromeware.)

> There was no reason for the Pharaohs to have encountered Israel in their travels because they didn,tgo where Israel was. Their campaigns skirted the boundaries of the twelve tribes.

Questions:
1' what accounts for the destruction of urban, sophisticated, LBII culture and replacement with non-urban "crude" Iron Age culture?

Ans' LBII-+Iron Age wasn't a sudden change, rather gradual (evolutionary change, notrevolutionary') It was happening in the entire Eastern M-editerranean area, therefore the change can't bcattributed to Israel's conquest, rather Israel was later affected by it. In the 15 cBc there,s evidence (burialsites) of population in the hills, but no signs of settlements. c 1400-1300 they're living a nomaclic life,wandering as they've always done. Around 1270-1250 BC there are settlements around Shechem anclShiloh' In LBII-Iron Age there are a large # of unwalled small villages in the hills of Judea, Galilee andsamaria' why not settle before then? Around that time, lime plastei discovered and they now hacl a basefor settling: water cisterns could be lined with lime. .I-ney wouton't have to keep travelling in a constanrsearch for water.
2. What accounts for the destructions of many canaanite cities c. 1275-1140 BC?

Ans' As Israel increased it needed more land and therefore got in conflict with the canaanitcs.
91. Canaanite oppression was prominent, therefore conflict existed. oR It coulcl have been theP-hilistines attacking or cities warring amongst themselves. Remember [Josh 13:1] Joshua dicln,r conqucrall of Ca-naan. [Jud 1:] There remained much land to be conquered. (Wasn't done until Davicl,s reign purt2:3, I:211

2 Cities Destruction
coast
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M r .  P a i g eHis to ry  407 ANCIENT ISRAEL: ABRAHAI{ TO CAPTIVITY

Egypt ian Ru1ers g the Exodus

(5} AMENHOTEP II

(1) AHMOSE was the found.er of the XVIII Dynasty of Egypt--
fgypETs greatest in the New Kingdom. Pharaoh who init iated
the  opp ress ion  o f  t he  I s rae l i t es .

THUTMOSE I  was the Pharaoh who in i t ia ted the order  that  a l l
Hebrew male babies be thrown in to the Ni1e.

(3)  HATSHEPSUT was a very v igorous,  s t rong-wi l led ind iv idual  who,
tctrr la*rgr,t1*t lor"ETter-:f f ie death of her husband (rhutmose II),  usurped the
uct+q$-? f "  throne f rom her  s tepson (Thutmose I I I )  and ru led as 5 i "g-9{
rur_^,,-..r_"fto+r.s- Egypt. Her stepson later seized the throne from herr/c. lq;b)

,lcldd kx- orloLs {o t ,:0.- (?)
She rvas the "daughter  of  Pharaoh"  who adopted Moses and who,
d.espi te  ant i -Hebrew pol icy of  her  fa ther ,  reared h im at  the
royal court and provided a comprehensive Egyptian education
f  o r  h im  (ac ts  7 :22 )  .

(4)  THUTMOSE I I I  was deposed.  by h is  s tepmother  (Hatshepsut)  and
woilaE-Tf probability have come to hate her adopted liebrew
son ,  l { oses .

When word reached h im that  Moses had k i I led an Egypt ian
(Exodus 2:11-15)  he would cer ta in ly  not  have hesi ta ted to
use th is  in format ion to  r id  h imsel f  o f  h is  hated r iva l .

, . t  - -  Moses ,  an t i c i pa t i ng  th i s ,  f l ed  f rom Egyp t  t o  S ina i .  I t  i s
C .  l * b5  poss ib l e ,  f r om Moses t  age  a t  t h i s  t ime  (40  yea rs ) ,  t o  asso -

c iate the end of  Hatshepsut 's  ru le  and the beginning of  the
re ign of  Thutmose I r I  wi th  the f l ight  o f  Moses f rom Egypt .

(5)  AMENHOTEP I I  was the Pharaoh of  the Exodus-- took p lace in
EEe-TT f f i  yea r  o f  h i s  re ign  (1443  B .c . )

E f^rk- lgil^ d.#GAry ,Erw*# r-o r,*t-qA lo{+ =ful"oaf,uru u {-f,tr{^aso '

(1) eryd (#q rid 4 Hyksts)-A'W rrof kV.o.- o{'Jcv11n-l- 0 \'
AMENHOTEP I

(2) , "utJor"  r  = chief  wi fe ;  secondary wi fe

tl
(3) H-ATSHEPSUT = THUTI,IOSE II ? Secondary Wife

b"f f  f t^  s,p/  |;"Jl"iGi''*+o- MosES .:.T)>.. r
rno'h L*-+te'-r^ &er thffi.* rrr'5( a ) THUTM.3E ttr / 

r .!.ah*-a* ouutulp4xL ^rad.r.fh ^t f*t '*;ii^t, i- , - 
r<y!-Dr)

\ z )
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Al ternat ive theor ies

a l . A
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The  Cen l ra l  Rou le  1
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TIIE ROUTE OF THE EXODUS

NORTHERN ROUTE:

Strengths:
1,. Shortest way to get to Canaan from Egypt.
2. There's a Lake Sirbonus with a narrow strip of land the Israelites could have passed by. (Doesn't
require a miracle.
3. There's a Greek shrine to the god of sailors on l-ake Sirbonus. There is a tendency to keep holy places
holy, even if they are not of the same religion. The Biblical name Baal Zephon means 'god of sailors'.

Weaknesses:
1. When Raamses is relocated, it seems less likely that they would have taken a Northern Route.
2. Possible places of Pi-Hahiroth and Migdol are 30 miles away from Baal Tnphon. The Biblical
implication is that they are all relatively close together.
3. Just because there is a Baal Z,e,phon in the North doesn't mean it is the same one from Biblical times.
4. [Ex 14:3] To be entangled in the land doesn't match the strip of the land they were to travel by.
5. [Ex 13:17] God didn't lead them by way of the land of the Philistines which IS the Northern Rourc.

CENTRAL ROUTE:

Strengths:
1. There are Egyptian forts in the area that could be Migdol.
2. Pi-Hahiroth could come from the Semitic word 'to scratch, engrave, dig with a hoe'. Therefore, Pi-
Hahiroth could refer to the canal built between [-ake Timsah and Bitter Lake.
3. At times the Bitter Lakes were marshy and easily crossed. A miracle wouldn't be requirecl here cithcr.

Weaknesses:
1. [Ex 14:3] The barrier here couldn't be described as a canal.
2. [Num 33:8-10] Five days journey would have put the Bitter l,akes FAR behind them.
3. Would there be a Shrine of Baal Tr,phon on such a little lake? Not likely. There was nor a lot of
need to appease the god Baal.

SOUTHERN ROUTE:

Strengths:
1. They can get boxed in or 'entangled' between the mountains and the sea.
2. It is a logical place for a shrine of Baal Z.ephon.
3. The Israelites could easily have camped beside the Gulf of Suez for 5 days.
4. Suf can mean $eeds' as well as 'reeds'. Therefore it could mean sea weed and that woulcl most likely
be found in the Gulf of Suez. [Jon 2:5]

LOCATION OF MT SINAI:

NORTHERN ROUTE:
Strengths:
L. The Northern Route favors a northern location for Mt Sinai.
Weaknesses:
1. It would seem strange that if it was located within the nation of Israel (which it would have becn), it
wasn't a pilgrimage site. Israelites tended to make high places out of anything. This certainly woulcl have
qualified. However, it wasn't a pilgrimage site, so it is doubtful that this is the actual location of Mt Sinai.
2. [I Kn 19] It took Elijah 40 days to get from Beersheva to Mt Sinai. With the northcrn locarion, ir
wouldn't have taken nearly that long.



'o. SOUTHERN ROUTE:
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Strengths:
1. Very impressive mountain range.
2. Only area of Sinai that springs come out of the rock (a feasible place for Israel to camp.)
3. It would take about 40 days to get from Beersheva to this region.
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Strengths:
1. Very impressive mountain range.
2. Only area of Sinai that springs come out of the rock (a feasible place for Israel to camp.)
3. It would take about 40 days to ger from Beersheva to this region.



HISTORY 407 ANCIENT ISRAEL
Abraham to Captivity

DATING THE EXODUS

Mr. Paige

ft.lrl -aA€LY DAl€

t .

z.

Significant Factors

Exodus 1:11 mentions
Israefites buildine th" _ _
treasure city o(Ramses.,r'A 

^LL Gsk-tti '.-+-
Ca;'',-r-,o,', of TeI aL b.rjo'c-

Numbers 20:14-21 and
Judges 11:16-18 both
record that Edom & Moab
refused Israel permission
to pass through their
territories, along the
Kinq's Hishwav. nl.crJ
i rrrS\r q, kfrvrrr* u:8r&i:ntrg&r
"tto-\ lsr * s<, \sr ra]reo.ifp\ .

Scripture does not
mention the military
activities of Seti I
c.1300 B.C. or Ramses II
c.1290 B.C. in Canaan.

Interpretation

This must be in
honor of Ramses II
(19th dynasty).

No archaeological
remains have been
located in these
areas prior to the
13th centurv B.C.

GtutL;

These Egyptian
campaigns must have
taken place PRIOR
to Israel's conquest.

Conclusion

This would place
the Exodus in the
13th cenrury B.C.

The Conquest
could not be
before the 13th
cenrury.

Israel's conquest
of Canaan was
after c.!290 B.C.

... and pltel to
c.1225 B.C.

"' . ffuA{-t u&{LA.l\t+

3a.

3b. The records of -> w\orrld be pp-^ur-rit akJrrr.lre-n
Merneptah's campaign -|.\o.|-t,..i4 s;CL.tlL t-r*dV.-LB't&{

in canaan ".ril'i!G.) 
o

mention the presence
of the Israelites.

Cern + prr"l,.).e- t{o}skapsuf
ad-op{44 a,$:r*c/r-a Lt4c
Obc-r.,vrnu-$"

5, 6,rsf..t r + |trr. crA{:RIc"L
lg'dD 6t dAr)^)arla- {cb \mak-'

In \1{Dsn ,
.lLa-cap ifaQ u:'o.D
u.-- f-:p{\a-l't -

cd$C€d. % fkf S trcp :r',-t

CLu-Ar-i .?UO^[' c-{",,.drt
MQda Ctrp*'r*Lv-( Pf,x-c'L+ A rrvwrvvt^l+i q'

d- u
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Significant Factors

kllgns_C1 indicates
that the 4th year of
King Solomon was
480 years after
the Exodus

ANCIENT ISRAEL
Abraham to Captivity

1.

2. Moses was adopted by
the"daughter of
Pharoah,"(the throne
princess) el.i-e.rr I'+u;t\
.[rf<^.t+ dat-<f',t<* . 5'-'
i111-1ifa,ui- *,tiJ, 1'- ...u,L-S-

&.-  11, \ ; r '1-( ( ia,  j16- €1r '  '

,w, .1*, - l^r i  l r i . ' , -  b- l t - i { - ; '  '

(C'tr ' i .,..,. '-- it t; i ' 'r 'rLtri t -1f, ' /

She was likely to
adopt a child
like Moses

The Israelite
conquest took
place c.1400 B.C.' &c5

In this case the
Apiru of Canaan
were probably the
Israelites

3. In Jud-ees 11:26
Jephthah refers to
lsrael's occupation
of l-and east of
the Jordan for 300

t , f

Years (Stncr- y"-
C-equa+ S
#

n. lt * The .Smarna tahlets
l*T? lrj-+ JJL c.14oo-1350 B.c.
[,t,.stc vq )
uptrrnl{r' speak of a period
L\CJ^*,tLo of chaos in Canaan

caused bv the Apiru
ule k-l,tod c,.rl dari-'

tfl- co.rne{a-af- cx>rru,rp'd- given region
J3/ c-l,'a-cbt i.l- Lia-rca.-n.

DATING THE EXODUS ?ZO fuId4 trA*A_-

Interpretation

Since Solomon's
4th year was
c.965 i  c l tz, i

Hatshepsut, the
throne princess-
wife of Thutmose II
(18th dynasty-15th
century B.C.) bore
no sons

Jephthah lived
c.1100 B.C.

Cv%)  r  3oo  ,
e ' l9-otc

+*6 vsantd'-t^itq

;J++o 
u

not.
f  t l . : .brr ,^)

The Apiru was a
general term used
to describe peoples
living outside the
established political-
social framework of a

Conclusion

The Exodus took
place c.1445 8.9. ( tt- i ., ' ,
-1 {,"a-t'J l(r c rrc ( €r, ' 1, ,ls r-.,
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Analysis of S0LUTIONS posed by Conservative Scholars T0 THOSE FACT0RS UHICH SEEII T0 DEIIAND A 13TH CEilTURY Erodus/Conquesd

Factor
llodern-Cr I tl ca I
I nterpretati on

l lodern-Crl t tcal
Concluslon

Congervat I ve
Cr l t l c l s r

Conservat I  ve
So lu t lon

l .  Erodus  t : t l  ren t ions
ls rae l  i tes  bu i  ld ing
the 'store ci tyr of
Baarses in Egypt.

This ci ty rust have Since Raarses l l  is
been located in the thought to have ruled
Delta reglon of Egypt c.1297-1230 8.C.,  the
since the Eible shors Erodus rust be placed
Israel lef t  Egypt fror in the 13th century.
this region.

The bibl ical  c i ty of
Raaues IIUSI BE the
clty built by laarses
I I ol the l9th Dynasty
because:

l)The first lleu Kingdot
Dynasty tthe l8thl yas
located at Thebes, 400
ri les fror the Delta.

2)The first l9th Dynasty
pharaoh to bui ld a ci ty
ln the Delta ras Raarses
l l .

3)Raarses ll nared his
ci ty in the Delta,
Per-f,aarses yhich is
obviously the rRaalsesr

o f  the  B ib le .

4)Pictor ial  evidence shoys
Asiat ic slaves rere used
to  bu i ld  Baarses  l l ' s  c i t y .

R L f  t t r r t r c t i

The c i ty  bu i l t  by
Baarses l l  ln the
Delta CAll l{0T 8E the
city bul l t  by the
ls rae l i te  s laves
because:

2)Raanses. l l  can not
be the 'pharaoh of
the oppressioni and
the 'pharaoh of the
EXOdUSr . ,  

( : '  )  \ : t 3  
\  : ' ! '

.  ' : , .  : . J . | t , t ' ] . :  '  ,  i , '  :

i :, -t-r-'-"- ' ' '

3) l f  Raarses  l l  vas
the 'pharaoh of the
oppression', then
the nert pharaoh
lllerneptahJ rust be
the 'pharaoh of the
Exodus'. Holever,
llerneptah records
that he found Israel
ALRETDY III CA}IMII
rhen he invaded that
land in the f i f th
year of his rei tn.

THERE IS ENOUGH PROCF
that pharaohs of the
lSth Dynasty DID SPEND
Tll{E lN THE DELTA and
ini t iated construct ion
projects there:

2)Thutrose l l l  had
rajor construct ion
projects at llerphis
and a t  He l lopo l i s .

3)Arenhotep l l  yas born
ln llerphis and had
ertensive estates in
llerphi s.

4 )No raJor  r i l i ta ry
carpaign ras led by
Arenhotep l l  af ter
his lOth year rhich
uas c.1445 B.C. This
is yhat re rould have
expected i f  Egypt 's
porer had been broken
by the l0 Plagues.

l)Raarses l l 's c l ty l iThutrose I l l  had a
ras a CAPITAL not ,.1-.flvizier at the old
a 'store' city. capital ol llerphis.

2. llurbers 20:11-21 rnd
Judges l1 :16-18  bo th
record that Edor and
l loab refused lsrael
perr ission to pass
through their lands
along the Kingsr
Hi ghray.

l{elson Gleucl tound no
record of sett led
habitat ion in these
areas betreen the end
of the EB and the lron
Age lc .1300 B.C. l .

Therefore, I t  ls not
possible for this
refusal of  penlssion
to have been issued by
Edor and lloab before
the l3th century 8.C.
since Edor and lloab
rould have been too
veal I i f  present at
a l l J  t o  r e s i s t  l s r a e l .

Later research DID Deut. 2 glves ilt} SIGII
REVEAL EVIDEIICE of 0F CITIES pertaining
settled occupation in to Edor and lloab. Only
the ll8 and possibly in connection rith the
the LB as vel l .  Also, Aror i te king Sihon and
lsrael did ll0T turn the lrronites do re
aray fror Edor & lloab find clties rentioned.
BECAUSE THET CERE T00 This conforrs EIICTLY
P0gERFtL, but because to reralns uncovered
God told ther to do so ln Transjordan.
t D e u t .  2 : 1 - 5 ,  8 - 9 1 .  \  : '  ,  ,  . :  r - i  .  , . .'  ( -  t  t .  .  .  r ' c . , s  l ,  l . r  -  \  i ' - '  . . l 1  * " -  t  l , J  ' ' '  

.
- I  d . . . , : , ; ( i  L , i  i  r Y  , ' , r '  . ,  . C . .  u  : '  ' ' . : 1

j l ^ , t t r  
" , - \ i . i , '  

{  . { c . { . . 1 , 1 , r . .  
l i . ; . . f  i r , : r  i i ' t

I
i  i \ [ ' 1  t ' i ,r  .  ,-  . i  i ' f ,  r  ' rr-  t@?3=4- [ t  t .  I  i , - ' { i  ,  (  t" l ' l ' ' t ' ( : '  '
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,lysls ol s0Ll,Tlolls posed by conservstlve scholars T0 TH(}SE FAcT0Es lllilcH sEEtt T0 DHtm A ISTH comny Erodur/conquert (

llodern-Cr I tica I
Factor Interpretation

llodern-Cr i tica I
Concluslon

Conrervatlve
Cr i tlcl gr

Conservative
Solut lon

3. Solpture does not
rentlon the Csnaanlte
carpalgns of Setl I
l c .1300 B.C. l  o r
those ol laarses I I
lc.1290 B.C. l .

An Egyptlan stele does
record that lsrael
ras present in Canaan
at the tite of the
carpalgn of llerneptah
tc.1220 B.C. l .

Slnce the solptures
deal lng r l th the the
of the Judges rentlons
the oppresslons of
rlnor natlons like lloab
and hron, lt ls not
possible for the Elble
to have failed to note
the actlvities of the
Egyptians.

Israel llUSl ll0T HAVE
B{TEIED Cl}llA'll prlor
to the carpalgn of
Setl I and laarses ll.

lsrael IIUST HAVE
trIEnED CAllA ll betyeen
c.1290 tBaarses l l 's
carpalgnl and c.1220
illerneptah's carpaignl
during the late l3th
entury B.C.

ll the fallure of the
Blble to rentlon the
carpalgns of Setl I
and laarses ll are
proof that lsrael yas
not yet ln Canaan, UHY
IS fl{E FAILIJBE {lF THE
SlBrE T0 ilEtTtt}il Tt{E
CAIIPAIGT (lF ilERXEPTAH
I0T PB00F 0F tsruL's
AESEICE?

The lallure ol the
Blble to rention the
rllltary carpalgns of
these pharaohs Clll
8E ffUtlll[D by:

l)The fact tlut the
I(}UTES NTVELLED
by these pharaohs
Itbe uin trade
routesl rere
OUTSIDE fiE TREAS
gt{zu tsu& HrD
SEI?LED lthe hills
of Judah, Sararla,
and the [oyer
Gal l lee l .

2)The Bool of Judges
ls r record of hoy
lsrael forsook God
and yas punished
rhen God sent an
oPPressor uPon
$er. Sirce EGYPT
ras ll0T US$ 8T
GOD TO PUIIISH HIS
PE0PLE, lsrael,
there ras no need
for the author of
the Eooi ol Judges
to rentton these
Egyptlan carpalgns.
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Analysls ot ATTEIPTS by l{odern-CrlticalSchotars,ill DlSeDtI

Evldence lor
lSth Century Date

ANCIENT ISRAEL: ABRAHAM TO CAPTIVITY

.t/z 7
Mr  Pa ige

E for the Erodus and the lsraellte Conquest

llodern-Critlcal Refutatlon of
Concluelon llodern-Crltlcal ArgurentCri t ic isr

llodern-Crltlca I
lnterpretetlon

1. I  Ktngs 6:1 lndlcates
that tbe 4th year of
Klng Soloron vas
180 years after
the Erodus

Since Soloronrs {th
year ras c.965 8.C.,
the Erodus rould be
plrced ln c.1145 B.C.

The nuber 480 is too The rrlter did not
round to be agthentic lnor hor lany yeats
tJC pr-aJ- . separated the Erodus

fror Soloronrs t i re.
He did knor lt ras
[2 leneratlons, slnce

'-  |  Chr.  6: f-9 l lsts 12
i 3eneratlons of prlests
I fror the tlre ol the
! Erodug tEleazerl to
-- Soloron ilzarlahl.

The rrlter obtalned
the nuber of yrars
by tallng tlc 12
generattone and
rultlplylng ther by
the 40 years he
ASSUIIED to constltute
a generatton:

12 generatlons
r 40 years/3enentlon

180 years totrl

Slnce a ;eneration
is rore properly
only 25 years, the
rrlter rhould have
corputed lt rs
12 gen. r 25 yrs/3en
to obtaln a total ol
300 years lror the
the ol tle Erodus.

Since Soloron's {th
year fas c.955 8.C.,
the Erodus rould be
placed in c.1265 8.C.

The genealogy fror
Eleazer to Azariah is
PR0BABLY artlficial
because:

I  Chr.  6:33-37 l ists
t9 generrtlons for
the sare tlre span
lbetveen the Erodus
and Soloroal running
backrards fror Heran
la slnger ln Soloron's
l i fet i rel  to Korah.

lhe author ol I Chr.
posslbly slipped sore
;eneratlons In the
Hlgh Priests '  l lneage
tn order to construct
a syrretrlcal pattern
ol tro sets of 12
generatlons runnlng
fror Eleazer Ithe
Erodus generationl
through Azarlah tthe
generation rhich sav
the toundatlon of
Soloron'g lerple! to
Jorhua lor Jeshul,
tha son ol Jehozadal
lvho sav the foundlng
of the Second Terplel.
lSee v.t t  g 5113 5:21

Thls rould be r l r l lar
to the lRllFICIA{. sets
of ll ;aneratlons fror
Abrahar-Davldi Davld-
Captlvltf; Captlvlty-
Chr ls t  lHat t . l : l -17 l
vhtch 0lllTS lour llngr
lAhazlrh, Joash,
Arazlah, & Jeholelhl.

Since Zadot [v.8] ras st l l l  a l lve at the
beglnnlag ol Soloron's relp, lt 3eerr yery
unlllely tht hts GmfT-eilT-Gilflm0il, Azarlah
tv.l0l could have been the FllSf Hl3h Prlert
to have served ln the Soloronlc Terple.

Thus, the perenthetlcal staterent tv.tOl llOULO
IPPEAR to have been dlsphced fror tbe Azarlah
tv.9l rbo yag Zadolts jrandson, beln3 the l2th
generatlon fror Elearer lcountlnl lncluslvely
ag flatther dld ln blr genealogy of Cbrlstl.

tllatthev t I
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,{nalysis of AfiE}IPTS by llodern-Critical Scholars T0 DISCREDIT a lSth CE}ITURY DATE lor the Erodus and the tsraelite Conquest

Evldence lor
15th Century Date Ct I  t lc l  sr

llodern-Cr I tl ce I
I nterpretat i on

llodern-Crltlcal Refutatlon of
Concluslon llodern-Crltlcal Argurentf

2.  In  Judges 11 :26
Jephthah refers to
lsrael ts occupat lon
of land east of
the Jordan for
300 years.

Since Jephthah l lved
c . 1 1 0 0  8 . C . ,  t h i s
dates the Conquest
to  c ,1100 B.C.

3. lloses ras adopted by
the rdaughter of
Pharaoh' Ithe throne
pr lncessJ .

Since Soloron's 4th
year  fas  c .965 8 .C. ,
the Erodus vould be
p laced in  c .1445 B.C.

Slnce lloses ras 80 at
the tlre of the Exodus
he uould have been
adopted c.1525 yhen
llatshepsut ras the
throne pr lncess.

The nurber 300 ls too
round to be authentlc

I t  l s  a tso  too  long \  ,  {  \ *Y
slnce the rhole period l \,,11_rrjl1, 

' '.1

fror the Erodus to { l/v {l ' .-n. i ,
Soloron vas only 300r/ lt '.rt \-+intr}
y e a r s .  /  , , \ ' \ / '

\  , ! . \/ '/' \ F

The Phl l lst tnes began
oppresslng lsrael ln
the tire of Jephthah
tc . l100 B.C. l .  Th ls
requlres the irpossible
corpresslon ol events
of Judges I - ll into
the 125 years fror a
c.1225 Conquest.

ll ith lany prlnces in
lgth Dynasty, unlikely
for throne princess to
need/rant to adopt a
Hebrec slave chi ld.

llatshepsut lacked a son
and lnovn to have been
strong-r i  I  led. Also,
havlng an adopted son
tand helr l  rould help (
erplaln hefselzure ol
the throne to prevent
Thutrose l l l  f ror
assuring real porer.

Thutrose seized porer
ln c.1185 B.C. -  rhen
lloses yould have been
10 yrs. old l the year
he f led fror Egypt l  l l
re place the Erodus In
c. l {15 B.C.

Slnce Thutrose l l l
defaced al l  the
lnsmlptions of
llatshepsut, should ye
erpect to flnd any
records of her having
adopted lloses?

There ts no evidence
that this ras done by
Hatshepsut.

Since llatshepsut bore
no sons, the adoption
of a Hebrec chi ld
uould have been a
part icular ly notable
event.

The fact that there ls
no Egyptlan record of
her havlng done so ls
proof that she did not
do so.

The fai lure of the
Egyptian records to
record tbe adoption
of a Hebrer slave can
best be erplained
placing this event ln
the t9th Dynasty, rhen
the abundanc-e of royal
sons rould have rade
the adoptlon unrorthy
of not ice.

This rould place the
adoption of lloses and
the Exodus/Conquest in
the t3th century B.C.
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'ysls of AIIEIIPTS by llodern-Crltlcal Scholars T0 DISCnEDIT a tsTlt CilTUny DATE for the Erodus

Evldence for
t5th Century Data Cri t ic lsr

llodern-Critlcal
Interpretat i on

flodern-Crl tlca I
Concl usion

and the lgraellte Conquest

Refutatlon ol
llodern-Cri tica I Argurent

l. lhe Ararna tablets
c.1100-1350 B.C.
spcal of r period
of chaos tn Canaan
caosed by 'Apirur.

tsrrel left Egypt
c.1145 B.C. l f ter 40
yeus ln Uilderness,
they rould enter
Canan ln c.l{05 B.C.

There ls notbing in
these tablets rhich
establlshes tbat these
'Aplru' yere Hebrers.

Ihe ten, 'lpirur ras
a generrl ten used
to desoibe peop!es
liYlng outside the
establ lshed pl i t ical-
social frareyorl of a
llven rejlon.

The 'lpiru' of the
harna tablets yere
elther local bandlts
or norads encroachlng
upon the settled areas
of Canaan. Either of
these lor bothl rould
have been likely slnce
there tas no rtrong
Egyptian presence.

It is true that
nothing in the tablets
derandr that ye retate
the rlpirur of the
tablets r l th lsrael.
Horever, nothlng ln
the tablets prevents
us fror dolng so, lf
other factors lndicate
re should.
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THE ISRAELITE CONQUEST: ClBlrs,h Century) or LBIIb

Did not exist

Did not exist

Did not exist

Existed-no destr.

LBIIb (c.122s)

Did not exist
: -

Did not exist

Did not exist

Did not exist

Did not exist
(LBIIa dest.)
c.1325

Did not

Did not

Existed-no dest.

Existed-uqj!ggl!.

Existed-no dest.

Existed-no dest.
(Iron Ia dest.)

c.1140

Evidence Unclear

I-ocation?

I-ocation?

Destroyed (?)
LBIIb c.1225 or
Iron Ia c.1190

1 / 7 ' 7

(13th Century)

Dr. Brvant Wood
T.t M"th"t"If-Li-, J
"MBIIc" dest.

"MBIIc" dest.

Did not exist

Did not exist

"MBIIc" dest.

Khirbet Nisiya
"MBIIc" dest.

"MBIIc" abandoned
Tombs still used

Existed-no dest.

"MBIIc" dest.

"MBIIc" dest.

"MBIIc" dest.

Evidence Unclear

Location?

[,ocation?

LBI destruction

giry LBI(c.1a00)

1. Arad (Tel AradliiurytOid not exist

2. Hormah (Tel Masos)

3. Heshbon (Hesban)

4. Dibon (Dhiban)

i'5. Jericho

6. Ai (Et-Tell)

x7. Gibeon

8. Jerusalem

9. Hebron

10. Debir (Tel

11. I-achish

12. Jarmuth

13. Libnah

14. Eglon

15. Hazor

Did not

Did not
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JUDGES

> Simeon's boundaries are unclear and later appear to be absorbed into Judah.> Diff between what G told them they could trave ano what He let them take.

Many laws are not practical in today's society but were in the tribal society:

1' Revenger of the Blood. (if it's manslarrghter, you can go to a city of refuge; If it,s murcler, you,llbe put to death.) In the deceased's 
fgmiiy, a "r-evenger 6r tn" bloo'd" was aipointed and he was rheonly person allowed to kill the offender. Also, 

-he 
couldn't lie in waif for him, it was onlyapplicable if the revenger ran into him accidentally outside of a city of refuge. once the killcr iskilled, it's over. Family feuds don't start over this.

(There's no concept of a crime against state/law in tribal society, rather against an individual/family.)

2. kvirate Marriage. (Nothing to do with lrvites.) Levir = ,,next of kin (male),,

B r o t h e r *  K i s h = R u t h
Saul (dies) .)

is then marriecl to J
Ruth. no chilcl

Saul

Gerar
.t

counted as
Kish's lst

born

Inheritance.

= Ruth

Benjamin
J

counted as
Saul's 1st

born

The idea behind this is to ensure that
the family name is carried on and the
inheritance goes to someone.

3.

Benjamin ; Ruth
;  

- - ' *  - - '  
i

Saul Kish Dinah

Ruth doesn't inherit because she could remarry someone of another tribe. Dinah wouldn,t inheritfor the same reason. Saul receives a double portion and Kish a single portion. Why? Becauscsaul has obligations: he must take care of Dinah and Ruth (provide a dowry ancl provicle a homc)

I
Benjamin =

r  
- i  ' -

Saul Dinah

Gerar

Ruth
I

Kish
I
I

Jael

If Benjamin died, Saul woulcl inherit. [Num 27:1-6] But what if Saul died before Benjamin? Ifthere were no sons' daughters could inherit [Num 36:1-] If they were 10 marry into a diffcrcnttribe, their inheritance (land) would belong to another tribe and that would g"t .Lrry, so they musrmarry within thcir tribe so the land stays in the tribal boundaries. If Dinah or Jael marriccl outsiclethe tribe they would disqualiff themselves for the inheritance and Kish would set it.



4. Administration of Justice
For regular problems: [Deut 1:10-16] Judges (captains) were made over each tribe. [Ruth 4]
The whole matter was discussed before the elders of the city so they could supervise the transaction.
[Jud 11:7-2,7] Elders of Gilead had to listen to the complaint of Jephthah's brother ancl cast him
out.
For big problems: Deut 17:8-11 Go up to the high place and have the priests anrl I-evitcs juclge
you. You then MUST do according to their judgement.

GOD'S APPROACH TO CRIME

>An individual is responsible for his own actions.
1 .

2.

One must pay retribution for crimes committed: beatings, monetary, death, depending on the
severity of the crime. [Ex 21:72] There's NO escape for murder, but there are cities of rcluge for
accidental killings. [Ex 27:15-77] Certain crimes require the retribution of death.
There were such stiff penalties for deterrence. [Deut 73:ll,I7:13, 1,9:'1,8-20,21:20-211 Isracl woulrt
hear of these penalties and fear. Why doesn't this work in today's society? Because we don't
impose the penalties in the same way that Israel did:
a) In Israel, the people saw the punishment (flogging etc.) including death.
b) The punishments were very unplcasant.
c) Punishment was swift.
d) The punishmcnt was certain to be meted out because the Israelites lived together in small
communities and everyone knew each other.
God goes straight to the causes of the crime. lEx 22:22-241 So the widows ancl orphans woulcln't
be driven to crime because of their affliction. [Lev 19:9] So the poor won't have to steal. [Lev
25:351 No interest was to bc taken. [Deut 15:12-15] Slavery was only for 7 years and thcn rhc
servants were given a good stake in life so they wouldn't have to sell themselves back into bondagc.
Rehabilitation. (Jails don't rehabilitate.) Slavery would allow men to learn from successful mcn
and allow them to have a chance to make something of themselves (by learning a valuable trade
for examplc.)

a-).

PERIOD OF TIIB JUDGES

>Name: named so because the judgcs wcre the most important figures in Israelite society. It really should
bC CAIICd thc TRIBAL PERIOD.

>Siqnificance: it notcs Israel's beginning as a nation. (They weren't one before this because thcy lackccl
a national territory up until this time.)

> Characteristics:
1. Incomplete conquest of Canaan. [Jud 2:1] God promised to give them Canaan, but Isracl
didn't fulfill it's part of the bargain. a) He made a covenant with Labyu the king of Shechem.
(In the Amarna tablets, letters from the kings of Megiddo complain that l-abyu had made lcaguc
with the Apiru.) b) [Jud 2:21 T\ey didn't destroy the altars but adopted false worship. (Baal and
Astartc.) There was ritual prostitution: **sympathetic magic> priestess and male worshippcr
coming together symbolized the coming together of Baal and Astarte. It was an attempt to control
the gods and force them to send the rain to fertllize the soil.
2. C.)cles of Sin, Servitude [Jud 2:13-15], Supplication [Jud 2:18], Salvation [Jud 2:1.6]. Thc Judgcs
were the ones that delivered them.

>Nature of Ofiice: Deliverer, tribal judge (official administrator) [Jud 10:1-3, 12:8-13] Deborah was
already an administrator when she became a deliverer. Prior to Samuel's time, a judge only had jurisdiction
over 1-3 tribes at a time (usually one). There could be more than one judge at a time for the whole
nation however.



>-Calling: It was just that. [Jud 6:14-16] Gideon was not a ngreatn person. a) God chose whom He
chose. b) The choice G made is confirmed wirh the HS. [Jud 3:10, 6:34] Witirout the HS, forget it.

:* Sympathetic magic. Magic is an attempt to control forces that you ordinarily cannot. In this case ir
forces gods to give the response you want. This could quite possibty be one reuron G hated this form of
worship: because His people tried to use magic on Him.

A form of Baal worship was Child Sacrifice.
The child had to be: -perfect

-firstborn male (most valuable to the father)
This is also an attempt to control the actions of a deity. Bv offering tile god that which was most
valuable. the qod must surely obey the offeror's wishes.
Ex. II Kings 3:25-27 King of Moab attempted to conrrol his god by sacrificing his son. Hc
wanted the Israelites to see the sacrifice. The Israelites were convinced of the magic c,f tne Moabitc
god and retreated, thinking they couldn't possibly win.
Paqan Belief: Gods are territorial. Ex. II Kings 5:15-17 He's convinced that he can't worship
YHWH on Syrian soil, that God is territorial. Also, Israel felt they had to recognize the gods of
the soil they were living on. They wanted to control gods too, not obey one. [Jucl 3:7] servccl
more than one Baal because they were territorial.

In judges leadership is sporadic.

Othniel, of Judah
[Jud 3:12] "city of the palm trees"--referring to Jericho. It's an oasis because of its natural springs. Gorl
always chooses the deliverer.

Ehud, of Benjamin
His right hand was deformed, in a day where everyone was right-handed. He's known to be of a high
rank because he's chosen as the emissary for a tribute payment.
pud 3:19] The king of Moab thinks the message is about an Israelite uprising, so he clears the room.
Ehud was able to sneak the dagger in because security probably thought sinie hiJright hand was clcformcd
he could pose no rhreat to the king. Wrong!

Deborah, of Ephraim
Her general was Barak of Issachar. (Ironically, Barak's name means "lightning" in Hebrew and he was a
big chicken.) People responded to Deborah as a judge because she was aireadyistablished as a prophetcss.

(Judges 4 and 5 are two different accounts of the same battle.)
[Jud 4:2] Jabin, king of Hazor, head of a Canaanite confederation; Sisera was his general
[Jud 5:19] The kings of Canaan were the other members of the confederation.
Why was Mt Tabor chosen for the meeting ground for Israeli troops? Because it sticks up in the miclclle
of a plain and has a view for miles. Therefore, they could see if anyone was coming, when, ancl from what
direction.

[Jud 4:15] It had rained and Sisera's chariot was stuck in the quagmire of the valley (it had poor clrainagc
and any sudden rainfall turned it into a swamp. Since the Canaanites were not trained in hanrl to hancl
combat, they fled. [Jud 5:21] The river Kishon flooded as well, which was too bad for the Canaanires who
fled back into that direction, because they were wiped out. [Jud 4 = focus on Mt Tabor, part one of the
battle; Jud 5 = focus on Kishon river, part two of the battle.l
[Jud 5] Deborah mentions several tribes. The fighters: Naphiali, Issachar, Zebulun, Benjamin, Ephraim,
part of Manasseh. Those who should have fought, but were more interested in business: 

'Dan 
ancl- Asher.

Gideon, of Manasseh
The Midianites were nomadic raiders. Jud 6:11 He was hiding wheat successfully because there hacl bcen
no grapes yet and consequently no reason to raid the winepress. He showed some initiative here in saving



some food from the raiders.
v36 Gideon wanted a sign. (fleece)

The battle is fought- at night in 3 different directions. Ephraim controlled fording places of theJordan to keep fte Midianites from fleeing.
8:6 Their literal right hands were cut off. A tradition.

othniel, Ehud, and Debora-h 
Y:t" all important people in their own right. Gideon and Jephthah werc ofno special consequence; nobodies.

Jephthah, of Gilead
Jud 1'1:l-2,4,7 nlsraeln = Gilead (Gad and Manasseh) [Jud 10:17-1g]
Background: The elders had previously judged against'Jephthah and he retreated into the mountains wherehc had a band of mercenaries.
>lr:12 Ancient feud here: Ammon thought Israel had taken their land way back when they enrered thcland of canaan. In reality, the Amorites pushed the Ammonites eastward before Israel lcft Egyptand Israel took the lancl from the Amorites.
>10:18 No one wanted the responsibility of heading a campaign against the Ammonites, no matter whar

the reward was.
>11:5-6 They swallowecl their pricle big time when they asked him to rerurn after treating him so shabbily.

However they didn't offer him the position they had originally stated because of his origins. Thecaptain didn't have the same authority that the head did.
[10:18] "head" = rosh (hcb)
[11:6] "caprain (commander)" : nagid (heb)
>v7 Jephthah was insulted and let them know about it.
>v8 They offer him "Rosh"ship, giving in.
>v10 They took an oath so Jephthah would believe them. So he was rosh and nagid.>v28 Diplomacy dicln't work in this situation.

>11:30-31 Rash vow. He felt that he needed to bargain with God. (The influence of the paganenvironment convinced him that in order to "get c to oo what he wanted", he needecl to sacrificc
whoever came out of his house.) Evel s9, it wisn't a great sacrifice because usually a lowly servanrwould come out of the house first to help the masterilean up before greeting the family. He wasoffering something of little value. ano it backfired when he had ro sacrificJ his only chilcl.>The choice is God's to call whom he will. Sometimes it's high class, like Ehud; sometimes lowly likcJephthah.



t t  l t .r ( t v

H I S T  4 0 7 Ir '1r.  Faige

ISRAEL ANE THE PHILISTINES

IPHAS!; I .  ------  EARLY EXPANSTON AND OPPRESSIOI. ' ]

SAMSON
Oppress ing Dan and Judah
Ob jec t i ve :  Secu re  sou the rn  V ia

Mar is  and surrounding area
Samson  k i l 1s  Ph i l i s t i ne  l o rds

PHASE 2 ------  PEAK OF PHILISTINE POWER

Extension in to centra l  area
Benjamj-n and Ephra im under  at tack

ELI Char, tr l ,oss of ark
rDestruct ion of  Shi loh?
tExtended phase of  occupat ion

SAIvIUEL despi te  Samuel 's  v ic torv  at
M izpeh  ( r  Sam.7 l

PHASE 3 ------ STRUGGLE TO OVERTHROW PHILISTINES

PHASE 4 -- . . --  PHILISTINES ATTEMPT TO REESTABLISH
CONTROL

Ach i sh ,  K ing  o f  Ga th  ( r  Sam.  2 I t L7 ,
SAUL +)DAVID 27 z2l

Sau l  k i l l ed  a t  M t .  G i l boa

aPHAS.U 5 ------  FINAI PHILISTTNE ATTEMPT TO SUBDUE
HILL COUNTRY

SAUL
DAVID

DAVID

Free  I s rae I  f rom Ph i l i s t i ne  con t ro l

lBa t t l e  o f  M ichmash  ( f  Sam.  14 )
xDavid vs.  Gol ia th ( r  Sar ' . r .  l7 l
/ ]  i ' ; .o* .U*.  { i . \ - r  l }+--- i -u{ j i  {v . r  " i  

f  i -  i 'qhn-! '

Bat t le  of  Baalperaz im at  the
va l l ey  o f  Repha im ( I I  Sam.  5 )



PHILISTIA vs ISRAEL

>The most dangerous and difficult local conflict to determine which people would impress thcir
culture on the land of Canaan. Philistia had the greater strength and monetary resources, but Israel had
God on their side.
>Philistines Origin: from the island of Caphtor [Am 9:7; Jer 47:4 = Kaptara which is Crere from

Mesopotamian sources]; Cherethites [I Sam 30:1.4,1.6, 7,eph 2:4-51Cretan. Therefore, their origin
is from the island of Crete.
>Around 1200 BC, there was a migration of many peoples. (by sea 'people of the sean, nsea people")

Commerce is based on Maritime trade; much raiding/fighting in all major Palestinian coastal cities and in
Egypt. The southern group of these "sea peoplesn are what we now know as the Philistines.

>These Greek roots come out in various parts of the Bible. Ex. Champions duking it out for thc
sake of the whole nation--Hektor\Achilles; David\Goliath. Also, in Greece, riddles were usecl quite
extensively. This comes over into Samson's use of riddles with Delilah.
>These Philistines quickly adopted the Canaanite culture as their own. The same language was
spoken: Canaanite (Hebrew's roots) The Philistines' god was Dagon, a NW coastline god.

PHASE 1: Early expansion and oppression

Samson, of Dan
Gerar: a Philistine settlement.
Albright: an unprecedented rapid acculturation of Philistines to Canaanite language and culture. No orhcr

example in history. Oh yeah? >What about the Jews coming to America flate 19th Century rill
present?l

>MBIIA--traces of Aegean cultural influence on the "Philistia Plain"
>c.1500-1400 BC--increase of cultural influence from the Aegean area (bichromeware)
>At the time of Abraham there was a small outpost of Philistines (Cretan) in Canaan. (Cretes were good

businessmen--merchants)
>With the collapse of the Minoan (Crete) society [1200 BC], Minoans fled and wanderecl in Canaan.

Then the merchant outposts, already established, helped to acculture these wanderers. They settled
along the Via Maris and intended to control more of the major trade route. Dan is therefore the
first tribe to feel the heat.
>Because of rainfall problems, Judeans begin to settle close to plain of Philistia. (It's an
agriculturally more desirable.) The Philistines began to get antsy because the Israelites lookccl likc
they were getting too close for comfort.

Jud 1:34-35; 18:1-11 Danites looking for new homes because they were squashecl in the northcrn part of
their land and being constantly pressured by antagonistic forces.

>Samson: unique because he's called from birth. He acts on behalf of himself in these situations, even
though he is helping the people at the same time. (His motivation is selfish.) Ultimately G's
purpose was served when Samson ended his life.
>Jud 16:20 Strength was given through G's spirit, not his hair. The hair was just a symbol
between G and Samson, one he treated cheaply.
>Jud 16:3 He took the postern gate (like a doorway)--the one people could enter/exit the ciry
from after dusk and before dawn when the main gates were closed. They tried to lock him in.
When Samson found this door locked he was frustrated and carried it 35 miles uphill to Hebron.
>Jud 15:11 Judah was under Philistine authority at this time.
>The reason Samson's eyes were put out is so that when he pushed the millstone around in circlcs,
he wouldn't get dizzy.

PHASE 2: Peak of Philistine Power

Above Joppa, the Via Maris extends into the central area.
Why? a) To skirt the Yarkon river;

b) It's a swampy land produced in the plain because there's no natural drainage places.
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Therefore the Via Maris ran along the foot of the hill country. Israel was camped near Aphek
and the Philistines weren't too pleased so they attempted to push them back. [I Sam 4:1-18] Israel
retaliated. They gathered at Ebenezer, directly opposite to Aphek (the major trade junction.) Isracl lost
a battle and correctly realized that God wasn't with them. (They hadn't asked him to be.) So they decided
to "forcen God to help them win by taking the ark to battle with them. (God couldn't possibly lct them
lose with the ark at stake.)
>I Sam 4:16-17 Mid-Eastern speech pattern to deliver news, intensity increasing all the time. (Bad news
gets progressively worse, good news gets progressively better.)
>There were follow up attacks. (On lrbonah and Shiloh) fJer 7:2-8,12] Jeremiah refers to the time the
ark was taken. 'don't think that I won't destroy you because of the temple because I destroyed Shiloh
regardless of the ark." [Ps 78:56-61]
>The ark was taken to Ashdod, Gath, then Ekron by the Philistines. Why was it moved around so much?
Why was it placed in front of Dagon?

>The Philistines believed that God was literally in the ark. They placed the ark in front of Dagon becausc
god's were territorial and the ark was on Dagon's turf. Therefore, Dagon is preeminent and Israel's
God couldn't possibly help His people under the watchful eye of Dagon. WRONG. God knockcd
down Dagon and then dismembered it. They removed the ark from Ashdod, not sure that the ark
and the plague were connected. They kept moving it around, in an attempt to prove that the
Israelite God had nothing to do with the plague. They created a test to find out what God's will
was. (Greek background coming out again.) The oxen would have to go against their maternal
instinct and lack of training to go to Israelite territory. God arranged all that and the ark returned
to Israel.

> In Beth Shemesh it is quite possible that 50,000 men really meant 50 oxen since:
'lph - thousand and
'lph = Oxen

>Israel still suffered under Philistine oppression:
1,. corvde*building ramps and the like--forced labor. [I Sam 17] Goliath is speaking of corv6e,
not slavery.
2. presence of Philistine garrisons. [I Sam 13:3] They were could have farm tools but to
have them sharpened they had to go to the Philistines because they weren't allowed to have any
smiths.

Samuel

They have'the same functions

r--__----l
Judges Ys Kings
-+administer the +judge them
laws
-+military leader

Monarchy
(Centralized Administration)

They wanted an established
line of leaders--not sporadic judges.

Judges
(Tribal Period)

(Decentralized Administration)

As high priest, judge, and prophet, Samuel bridged the gap during the transition era.
>Because Samuel couldn't travel so far in his old age, he made his sons judges. Before that, why only
one judge for all of Israel? Because he's a priest and a prophet. Plus the Philistines were oppressing thc
whole country and Samuel was there to answer to the people. It is ironic that Samuel had told Eli that
his sons were the problem and then made the same mistake himself.
tThey wanted a king because of the threat of the Philistines. They looked to man, not G. They had no
faith.

f ight their battles



I Sam 8 Kings will:
-take sons to battle
-taxes; also take some of their fields to pay his officers.
-he'll have servants and take your sons and daughters for that purpose.
>Samuel is saying, if you want a king, you'll have to pay the price. So in addition to all his orher roles,
Samuel becomes "king makern, in that he established the institution of monarchy in Israel. (Institution:the
rules and parameters by which it'd be run. It wasn't an absolute monarchy, rather a constitutional one.)

PHASE 3: Struggle to Overthrow Philistines

[I Sam 17:13-15] Kings+Saul [I Sam 9] Was it inevitable that Saul would fail? No. there was rhe
capacity for success but the fault lay with Saul. His failure wasn't because of his vanity ancl he felt
he didn't have to listen to G anymore, as many people believe.

>I Sam 15:7-9, 13-24 His downfall was because he was afraid of crossing the people.
v17 "although you don't think much of yourself, you could do it with G's help."

Saul was dominated by fear of the people.

Limitations on Kingly Power:
1. I Sam 9:16 The king is the 'nagid'(commanderfuiceroy), not the 'rosh'(the head man) Therefore, the
nagid is responsible to the rosh for his administration of gov't. (In this case, God.)
2. Samuel comes to Saul as a prophet = 'navi' = none who brings [word of the lrrd]" I Sam 15 Means
by which G tells people how they're doing. Nagid is subject to G's authority as expressed by the prophet.
3. The king is not the Iligh Priest. (Uzziah tried to be the High Priest and was punished for it.)
4. Deut 17 The king must make a copy of the law, thereby learning it. It's like a constitution. Limited
in lawmaking power by the laws of God.
5. Saul is anointed. Anointing was used by Pharaohs to signiff control over vassal kings. This signifies
that G is in control over Saul.

[I Sam 10:1-7] Obviously, Saul didn't believe; he had to be shown that it was G's choice. He was afraid
of the office.
v2I-27 Saul hid from the office. Then, because of a few rebels, he didn't want to rule. "They don't likc
me.n
11:5 Saul's not serving as king, he's working in the field.
11:15 A long time has gone by since Saul was anointed king, but he hasn't been reigning.
13:6-12 His army was chicken. In fear that he would lose all his troops, he disobeye<l G.
14:6 Jonathan was the one with the faith.
17:38 David was given Saul's armor because "the clothes represent the man'--Saul realized that as king
he should've gone as the champion, and he felt David would be replacing him if he wore his armor.
18:4 Jonathan realized that as a prince, he should've gone since his father didn't. That's why he gavc
David his robe.
18:15 Saul was afraid of David. He had bravery in battle, but he wasn't brave in facing the peoplc.



TIIE KINGS

David never ruled a unitary kingdom. (There was always a double territory: separate identities
and administrations.)

CAPITAL David ruled in Hebron, the capital of Judah, for 7 years. They changed the capital because
Ilebron was too deep south. Jerusalem is on the border. (After Saul's death, Benjamin is totally
in the North.) Jerusalem is an island of Canaanites (Jebusites) between Benjamin and Judah,
similar to Washington D.C. This removes jealousies between tribes because none can boast that
they house the capital.

CIILT: The religion needed to be centralized. David brought the ark to Jerusalem and the Tabernacle and
Iligh Priest. IIe wants to build a Temple too, but because of sin, he wasn't allowed to.

JUSTIC& The king was the Supreme Court. [I Sam 8:20] There were no appeals in these courts. If
the elders can't figure it out, it's taken straight to the king. If they make a decision, you're stuck
with it. There were no middle level courts. [II Sam 12,14] These cases were taken to David.
David loved justice and he ruled on it. Then he realized it was directed at him.

II Samrrel t2 The Rathsheba Tale

'The rich man had innumerable flocks and herds. The poor man only had one ewe lamb which was like
a daughter, it was so close to his heart. The rich/poor contrast is used to highlight the lack of the
poor mants resources. In a normal case of theft, the rich man would have had to restore four-
fold what he had taken. IEx 22:Il It certainly wasn't of the magnitude that required death. [Deut
l-7:51 flowever, restoring four-fold would have been no real punishment to the rich man and no
real recompense to the poor.

'II Samuel 8:15 Mkhpat = the letter of the 1ns, =)udgement''
Tzedukah = righteousness; equity =\\justice"

'II Samuel 12:6 The rich man had no pity on the poor man, taking away the only thing that gave his lil'e
meaning. The king is held responsible to administer tzedakth,

,Tzedaksh in this case meant an intensification of the penalty:
II Sam 12:11-12This was fulfilled by Absalom. David was being warned.
v14 Four sons of David died unnatural deaths. (Four-fold restoration.)

II Samuel 14 The Widow's Tale

t There were many similarities between the widowts case and Davidts. It was a son ys. son case where
the parents wanted to know the course of action to take place. In both cases it was murder, not
manslaughter. Ilowever, there was no mediation in either case, wherein the fault lies. Someone
should have stepped in to ensure that no harm would befall the sons in both cases. In I)avid's
case, he should have acted upon the rape of Tamar and punished Amnon. Then there would have
been no need for Absalom to kill Amnon. Mkhpat here calls for the death of the murderer.
Ilowever, death should be set aside for tzedukah, The widow's grief would have been compounded
having all of her sons killed--and so would David's. So, in this case, tzedakaft relaxes mishpat.

Administration: II Sam 2:18. 8:. I Chr 25-27

DAYID'S FOREIGN REIATIONS

The trade routes were well within David's kingdom.

[II Sam 5:17] The Phitistines went to battle with David as soon as he assumed control over Israel, belbre



he could get his kingdoms in order. v18 The Valley of Rephaim was right by Jerusalem. Their motive was
to divide the kingdoms so they couldn't band together and pose a threat to philistine lands.

Hiram wanted something from David. [II Sam 5:11] As king of Tyre, a phoenician city, renowned
for its sea'trade, he saw Israel as a land bridge between the Mediterranean Sea and the Red Sea. I{e
wanted an alliance so he could have access to the Red Sea and because Tyre needed to import food from
Israel--their coastal plain was nothing compared to Israel's. David agrees and this treaty continuecl
throughout the days of Solomon. Much of David's wealth resulted from this trade. (Tribute payments
from his Yassal states and tolls on trade routes also contributed to this.) There were examples of similar
alliances at the same time. Byblos (on the Med.) & Egrpt (on the Red)j Sidon (on the Med.) & philistia
(hoping to be on the Red.) These alliances got a lot of Eastern Trade, from India, China, etc., and the
competition was high. When the Philistines were wiped out by David, tho, Sidon was outa luck.

After this time, there were two other times that Israel and Judah joined together and conquered
the trade routes: during the reigns of Ahab/Jehoshaphat and Jereboam IVUzziah. Then Tyre cozies up
to gain an alliance and the nations both prosper greatly.

After all of l)avid's wary he was the King of Judah, the King of Israel, the King of Ammon, Moa5
was a vassal state and Edom was goyerned by Israeli govtt (gives a more forceful control than vassalage
would. Possibly done b/c Edom was a direct link to the Red Sea.

SOIOMON'S REIGN

'Where were King Solomon's Gold Mines? Speculation: Ophir = Peru; West Saurli Arallia

>It was a time of great prosperity; but it began to sour...why?
In marrying foreign princesses, they were allowed to keep the same religion, because it was a

political marriage. Solomon was exposed to false gods and in his old age, his wives begin to really rvork
on him. The issue is that he allowed his wives to keep their own l3lg"g€", qu_!{gre and religion not ttrot
he intermarries.

UI Kn 11:1'31 IIe built public sites of worship for his wives' sakes. Because of this, G promises to ren4
the kingdom. vI4'25 Iladad rears his ugly head...The reason Egrpt gives reluge to iim is that having a
mutual enemy makes them friends. Also, Rezon creates some trouble for Solomon's kingdom.

Reasons Behind the Dissatisfaction Leading to Division:
1' [I Kn 4:7] The twelve divisions in the kingdom responsible for supporting the kingship were all
in the northern kingdom.
2, [I Kn 9:15-f9] Problem with corv6e.

'UI Kn ll:29'32r37'40, 17t2Il The Northern Kingdom is taken away from Solomon's line.
'UI Kn I2zL-61 Rheoboam had to go to Shechem to receive the crown in the North, because the
Northerners wouldn't allow him to just receive it in Jerusalem. He'd already been accepted by Ju4ah.
Ilowever, while in Shechem, when questioned about his policies towards the North, he got ticked an4
promised more oppression. Consequently, he is not accepted by the North, and the Kingdom is once again
split.
'UI Chr 11:15-171 There were Northerners who chose to stay in the South at this time, however. These
were emissaries, merchants-'those with cush jobs who were motivated by money, or religious zealots rvho
wanted to be near the Temple in Jerusalem.

Four Times the Northerners Go/Stay in the South:
l' At the beginning of the split, those in mercantile occupations chose to stay with their businesses,

rather than go North and forfeit them.
2, When the Assyrians smashed Israel, many Northerners fled to Judah. [c.72L-7L91
3. At Ilezekiah's Great Passover many came down to observe it and didn't return to the north. [c.

7r4 BCI
4. At .Iosiah's Great Passover, many came down and stayed, wanting to be close to the Tem;lle.



The North secedes (Israel), so how come it kept the name?
>B/c Jacob's prophecy said that his name would be on Ephraim and Manasseh
>After Saul's death, there was a split and the South seceded to have David as their king, and they
called themselves Judah, choosing another name.

Israel's Assets:

>Physically larger nation, larger population.
>Had the vast majority of the best agricultural land. (The further north and the further west you are in
Palestine, the better the rainfall.) In the north, the mountains go east and west rather than north ancl
south as in Judah. It has the most fertile soil (volcanic up in the area of Galilee.)
>Most of Solomon's fortress cities and mercantile centers were in the north. (Judah is inland, off the
major trade routes, unlike Israel.)

Israel's Liabilities:

>Judah was more unified. There was a lack of unity in the north because there were so many rlifferent
tribes.
>There was no capital city, and therefore no religious center, no treasuries, no top bureaucrats or military
officers. The capital couldn't be a neutral city because it would have to be in one of the tribe's territories
and would doubtless bring jealousies.
>When David conquered the nation, Israel'absorbed'the Canaanites. Therefore the north was influenccd
by pagan worship moreso than the south.

>Israel had more pros than cons, but they wouldn't obey and consequently, G wouldn't bless them.
Jereboam failed because he took his eyes off G (lacked fairh), who could have paled the liabilities into
non-existence.

JEREBOAM

>Religion
He established shrines at Dan and Bethel so the people wouldn't go down to Jerusalem. [Jud

18:18-20, 30] Why those sites? Dan had been an established shrine for generations. Bethel was consiclcreil'holy ground' because it's where Jacob built the pillar. They assumed that G put His name there. Ancl you
know what assuming does.

Golden calves were erected at these shrines, either to represent G or His portable earthly thronc.
(Standing on the back of the calves. With one foot on Dan and the other on Bethel, His presencc coulcl
be over the entire nation of Israel.)

He changecl the clate of the fall Feast from the 7th month to rhe 8th month. [I Kn 12:33] The
reasoning behind that was that if you went down to Bethel for the Feast in the 7th month, the temptation
would be to keep on going to Jerusalem. Also, if you continued to go to Jerusalem in the 7th month,
you'd stick out and be ostracized since the whole nation was now supposed to keep the Feast in the Sth
month.

He took the role of High Priest. Also, since the established priests and Levites coulcl rally the
people to reject his reforms, he created his own priesthood, ousting the current one. [I Kn 12:31] Thc
new priests wouldn't dare cross Jereboam because he made them from the poor classes and he coulcl just
as easily return them to that. [II Chr 11:13-16]

Some rejected all this tho and continued to go to Jerusalem.

> Capital
Jereboam chose 2 capitals. [II Chr 12:25]
1. Shechem. Chosen bccause this city was on a trade route and was where Joshua had thc

covenant with the 12 tribes.
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HISTORY 407 I\4R. PAIGE

ISRAEL .AND THE ARAMEANS OF DAIVIASCUS

ISRAEL/JUDAH ARAM

DAvrD-----==-rPgIgg!s= HADADEZER, son of  Rehob, Kingr r  samuel  B :30  o f  zobah.

SOLOIVION-  - - - - - - -REZIN es tab l i shes  h imse l f  as
k ing  in  Damascus  ( la te  in
S o l o m o n ' s  r e i g n ) .

BAASHA/ASA------  "BEN-HADAD" (I)
at  war

( r  K ings  15 :16  )

"  E l i sha  sends  h i s  ass i s tan t
to  anoi r : t ;J€bu to  rep lace

Asa br ibes "Ben-Had.ad."  o f
Damascus to  at tack Israel
( t  x i ngs  15 :18 -20 ) .

Hazael -Commander- in-Chief  , ,  .
(or  Chief  } , I in is ter )  :

o  E l i sha  i n fo rms  Hazae1 '
that  God in tend.s to  ,  i  \  ' l
r ep lace  h i s  mas te r ,  , - -  , ,  ^ ' .  -
I IK i ngs8 :10 ,  ' , , ,  

,
. ( ,

AHAB---- "BEN-HADAD" (II)
o  Ahab  de fea ts  tBen-Hadddr "  I  K ings  20 :29 -30 .
o  Ahab  g ran ts  a l l i ance  to  "Ben-Haddd , "  I  K ings  20 :34 .o For  3 years r  Do war  between Israel  and Syr ia .

Secular sources indicate this is the t ime of Alrab
and  "Ben-Hadad ts "  a l l i ed  v i c to ry  ove r  t J l e  Assy r ians .o When the Assyrian threat is removed the al l iance be-
tween rsraer  and syr ia  is  d issolved,  s ince Ahab focuses
his attention on the return of Ramoth Gilead from
"Ben-Hadad.  "  Ahab is  k i l led in  h is  at tempt  to  defeat
the Syr ians.

SONS OF AHAB ---I 'BEN.HADAD'' (I I)

Ahab ' s  son ,  Jo ram ( f f  K i ngs  9 : I - 10 ) .

JEHU- -  ( I I  K i ngs  9 :13 -10 :36 ) - - - -HAZAEL  ( r f  K i ngs  g :15 )

o  K i l 1s  Jo ram (K ing  o f  I s rae l ) .
o  K i l l s  Ahaz iah  (K ing  o f  Judah) .
o  K i l l s  Jezebe l .
o  Ki l ls  the sons of  Ahab.
"  K i l ls  the Baal  worshippers.

(over)



ISRAEL/JUDAH ARAM

JEHU.-- -  - - - - - - -HAZAEL

Israel and ,fudah are reduced.
to a s tate of  he lp lessness
s ince  Jehurs  ac ts  resu l ted  i n :

oEnd of  the Israel -Judah
a l I i ance .

oEnd of  the a l l iance wi th
Ty re .

oDeath of the top mil i tary
and civi l  lead.ers. HAZAEL gains complete dominance

over  Israel  ( I I  K ings
10 :32 -33 )  ,  as  E l i sha
had prophesied ( r r  K ings
8 :12 ) .Israe1 and Jud.ah at the

nadir of power and wealth.

JEHoAr iAz-- r : rggI -19-9PPr99Egg-- -HAzAEL ( r r  K+g. :  ,13:3) i , . , *  ,  ,  r .  , . ,_ . . .  ,  = i ,  ,
- i . : c ( , i . . , . + . - { 1 ' . i . . L , 1 . * ] ^ - . 1 - - . ' ! u - , , ' . . ' .

or l  K ings  l 3 :4 -Jehoahaz  p leads  
f  ' ' '  ' ' "  ' - " ' - \ ' - i '  i  

: , , , ' -  . '  " '  , " ,  
' , '

with God..

JEHOASH- - - - - - - - "BEN-HADAD" ( r r r )  r r  K ings 13:24
o I I  K ings  13 :5 -God  g i ves  I s rae l

a del iverer .  Secular  sources
indicate that  Adad-Nirar i  I I I ,
K ing of  Assyr ia ,  de l ivered {
Israe1 f rom Syr ia .  Dalnascust  power is  broken.

"Jehoash recaptures the c i t ies
of  Israel  and defeats  Amaziah,
King of  Judah.

A PERIOD OF REVIVAI IN POWER AND WEALTH BEGINS IN ISRAEL.

JEROBOAI\,I II
o  Assyr ia  is  preoccupied.  wi th  in ternal  s t ruggle.
o The power of  Damascus is  broken.
o Israel is thus able to f i l l  the power vacuum.
" All iances with Judah (xing l lzzj-ah) and

Tyre are renewed.
" Israel and. Judah dominate Moab, Ammon and

f l f l gn1 .  |  1 : .  r - r  .  , . i - .  ' - - .  \

" The prosperity and power of Israel,/Judah
second  on l y  t 6  t ha t  o f  Dav id  and  So lomon .  F "1^ , , 2 , (  ' ' - r ! ; . - L ! l : r t i . ' - . 1

fr l - , \ i .  r  : t . :  l .  i ' i  ,  l  
.



2. Penuel (on the east side of the Jordan.) Penuel means "face of G" and was the place
where Jacob wrestled with G.

>Everyone followed in Jereboam's footsteps.
>Jereboam used pagan ways to worship G and He didn't go for it.
>The North felt that they were bearing the brunt of all taxes.
>Dan has a cobblestone path from the city gate to the high place.

From the time of the split onward, there's a history of WAR between the two kingdoms. [I Kn
14:30, 15:1,7,9,161

Why So Much Warfare?
In the first split, Benjamin was in the North. Now it belongs in the South. That's very important

to Judah because Benjamin borders on Jerusalem. It would be very dangerous for Judah if Benjamin was
a northern tribe because they'd be very vulnerable with their capital city on the border.

Judah had half the trade routes, and Israel had the other half. They both fought for conrrol of
all of them.

I Kn 15:17 Israel set up a blockade at Ramah in Judah. This was a serious detriment to Judah's economy
because the fortified city was located at a junction of the major trade routes and Judah hacl no
control over them any more.

v18 Treasures of the Lord's house : temple was like a bank. Many wealthy citizens stored their moncy
in the Temple. Asa simply expropriated their funds for the good of the nation.

v19 Asa wanted Syria to be his ally instead of Israel's. So he buys off Ben-Hadad for a section of the
trade routes. (Asa didn't rely on G when he fought against Israel because he couldn't be sure
whose side G was on, plus he could solve the problem himself. When it came to the Ethiopians,
however, he knew G was on his side and he also knew he couldn't do anything about it, that
without G's help, he was dogmeat.)

[II Kn 15:22] Israel stopped building the fortress so Asa took over and through corv6e,, built his own
two fortresses (using Ramah's materials). Purpose: to prevent Israel from blockading the trade routes
again.

v27 Flashback. Israel tried to enter Judah at the southwest corner also.
IRONY: after all the warring, the borders remained basically the same.

RIIEOBOAM

> [II Chr 1.1.:1, 5-12] Plotting these cities on a map shows a line of fortress cities as a <Iefcnse on rhc
western border from the Philistines. There were also cities on the south and east to defcnd from
Edom, Moab and the Amalekites. There were also reinforcement cities further inland. IRONY:
There was no string of fortresses along the northern border, the only one that they ever hacl trouble
with. The idea behind that was that they didn't want to alienate Israel by putting up defense; thcy
were nourishing the hope that Israel would return to Judah.

>[II Kn 1.4:11.-12) Shishak's campaign included Israel and Judah in a desire to gain control of all rhc
trade routes. The fact that he was successful should have shown Israel that G doesn't care about
the physical. [II Chr 14:Il-12)

>In Israel, there were 19 different dynasties in the monarchy. G kept hoping that one of them woulil
return Israel to G, but none of them did.
> In Judah, there was only one dynasty...the line of David ran pure.



Israel Judah Aram-Damascus

Jereboam

Baasha

Rheoboam

(Ag.. ' i> rr \ [ t1)
Ben-Haddd

Abijam (Abijah)

Asa

Omri
Ahab = Jezebel (wife)

_-,--r 
Ahaziah

Jehoshaphat

Ahaziah = Ahaliah (wife)

])Ji-1o, ' r [,Ata ['- *.) .Jt Z-c'*:r_1r

Ben-Iladad II

1At1a,\ .rr-  l<, tn( (  , i -
,n.v1 4 tlc l',1 3r \r' 1' f' (.ii c

- \ [ . r  ' \  , r t cL l  
{ tC 'L t te  
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'Omri established Israel as a major power in international affairs. Thus, whenever Israel is mentioned in

the Assyrian records, it's known as: 8l/ Hvmri = Beit Omri = Ilouse of Omri.
>Samaria was made the capital during the time of Omri. [I Kn 16:15-191 2I-27]
>He constructed a 3-way alliance:

1. Israel with Tyre--sealed by the marriage of Jezebel to Ahab;
2. Israel with Judah--sealed by the marriage of Athaliah (Ahab's daughter) to

Jehoshaphat.
'It was a time of great economic prosperity and military security.

INTERNAL AIT'AIRS
1. Raal VYorshin

[I Kn 18:1-2] Jezebel brought with her the worship of Baal which spread throughout the country.
The people worshipped YIIWII alongside Baal. Those who openly condemned Baal worship were

liquidated. G shut off the rains for 3 years because of this, resulting in famine. This was an
attempt to show that Baal, (whose worship was to secure fertility of the soil) was useless. U Kn
18:20'.] The people needed to be shown the power of YIfWI{ and the lack of power of Baal because
they no longer knew which god was the real one.
Five Features of Eliish's Confrontstion:
1. It took place on Mt. Carmel, a renowned place of Baal worship. Elijah requested that
because they thought gods were territorial and if YHWH could perform on Baal's turf it would be
even more impressive.
2. There were 850 prophets of Baal and Astarte vs. Elijah.
3. IIe lets them have a good bit of the day to stir Baal up. (He didn't want them to have the
excuse that they hadn't had the chance to win him over yet.)
4. The symbol of Baal is lightning so that's why it was the sign to light the fire. If anything,
Baal would be able to perform that.
5. G's bull was drenched in water during a time of drought and famine, yet G still lit the fire.

'Finally the people had their answer. They knew they had been tricked by the prophets of llaal
and in anger, kil led them all at Eli jah's command.

2. Naboth's Vinevard

[I Kn 21:1.] "inheritance of my fathersn = ruhalaft = special piece of land given when

Joshua divided the land. You didn't just SELL the land. It was almost sacred. Naboth feels he
can't sell it. So, Ahab sulks. v7. Jezebel comes from a place where the king doesn't get told no.
In her culture, the insult must be redressed. vl(F the addition about the slight against the king
allowed him to inherit Naboth's land.



'U Kn 20:13,281 G is trying to show Ahab His power. v32-34- Ahab didn't kill Ben-Iladad, yet treated
him with favor and made him an ally. Why did Ahab disobey?

>U Kn 22zl'l A major battle was fought at a choke-point, Karkar on Orontes between Assyria
and a Coalition of 12 Kings. (Ben-Iladad and Ahab were the ringleaders.) Ahab didn't want the
vacuum between Assyria and Israel, so he needed Aram as a buffer zone.
'The prophecy against Ahab wasn't fultilled until his second son's reign. King Jehu wiped ogt
Ahab's whole family and then every vestige of Baal worship. (He staged a big festival and killed
all Baal worshippers) He should've gotten rid of the golden calves but he BALKED. IIe <Iidn't
have total faith. That didn,t please God.

Link with Jereboam II's reign and Amos.
>Wealth breeds selfishness.
>Message to northern kingdom, yet he lives in Judah.
ch's 1-2 Israel is listed in the 8th position (the absolute extreme)--the worst. (The fascination with the
number 8 originated in Babylon with the sun, moon and 5 planets [wandering stars] and the 8th was the
permanent fixture of the stars.)
1:6 Edom = Aram = into Hazael's hands
v13 When llazael came down, they got into the action.
2:I Pagans view that if the bones are burned, they wouldn't get a chance at the afterlife. So, l\Ioab's

harshness is carried beyond the grave.
v6 Addressed to the judges--briberT causes the righteous to lose. The amount of the debt was so
minor that it was only worth a pair of sandals, so sell the borrower for the least thing--GREED. Total

lack of social justice.
v8 cushioning knees with clothes taken as security for a loan. (fhey need to return it before sun6own,

which obviously they didn't do.) The mind behind the man is being criticized.
Problems
l. Lack of Social Justice.
2. False religiosity. 5:21-24 Give me true religion, not this smack. justice = mLshpati

righteousness = tzedakuh
3. They thought they were G,s pet people. [ch 9:7]

[ch 4:6] G couldn't possibly be punishing us--we can't do anything wrong.
[ch 6:13] Boasting of 2 military victories--inside Israel's boundaries. (Sign of weakness when they
had to defend their own soil, rather than fighting on foreign ground.) Should show them that their
power is waning.
Misquoted message.
Why link bread and prophecy? "If you want to earn a living, since you,re a professional prophet,
go south, because we dontt want to hear you.n
'son of a prophet' = bnei navi = defines a professional prophet. Should be translated, "No! I [am
al prophet; not the son of a prophet."

JUDAII AIYD ASSYRIA

III Kn 16:U Ahaz
v3-4 added because it sets the politicat state of Judah.
v5 Why have they ganged up on him? [Is 7:1-4, 5-6] "smoking/smoldering firebrand"- aborrt to go

out. Ahaz needs to be replaced. Why?
Assyrians had control of Pekah and Rezin and they wanted a grand coalition with Ahaz joinerl.
Ahaz said NO. G couldn't let him be replaced because then David's dynasty would be cut off. [Is
7:101 Ahaz had no faith in G--it was for David's sake that G allowed him to continue. [Is 7:14]
Not necessarily only a messianic prophecy. Refers to a woman he knows, otherwise, how coull it
be a sign to him?

v7 IIe didn't believe in G, but surrendered his nation to Assyria in order to have military protection.
stupid because the Assyrian king would've squelched the rebellion anway.

v10-13 The Assyrians, to assert control, required that all vassals incorporate worship of the god Ilada4-

7: I l
vL2

v14



Rimon in its Assyrian form. Thus the altar is like the one in Damascus. [Is 8:5-8 v6 The warers
that flow softly : G's intervention. v7-8 predicts Assyria will take all of Judah except the heacl,
rhe capiral.l

[II Kn 18:1] Hezekiah
vL 14th yr of Hezekiah + Sennacherib's invasion (c 701 BC) Therefo re 7L5 would have been the firsr

year of Hezekiah. However, he must have reigned before ?21 because the king of Israel was still
on the throne during his early reign. The early reference is to his joint-reign with his father.

v5 He was different in his ability to exercise faith. [II chr 30:1, ro-11,25]

>Hczekiah refused to pay tribute and continue to worship Assyrian idolatry. Prophecy in Is 8 is fulfillecl.
Assyria descends on Judah.

[Ir Kn
v14
v15
v16
v17
v18
v22

18:13] 14th year of his sole reign.
Lachish under siege.
Bank treasures, in Temple, expropriated.
Also the Temple was stripped to raise $.
Sennacherib wasn'l going to let him get away with just tribute.
Negotiators
Hezekiah had also taken away altars of YHWH, letting there be only one...in Jerusalem, so sacrificcs
could be monitored to make sure people were doing it right. The temples remained but the
sacrificial altars were discontinued. JIBE-+ How is that God going to save you when you took clown
His altars? They're trying to break the morale of the people.
They could see how the prople on the wall were being affected so they requested speaking in
Aramaic, a language only the educated would know.

v27 They refused because it was their intent to create unrest in the people.
v32 They offered exile; what a treat, compared to death.
19:1-2 He had faith that God would answer him when he sent for Isaiah, the messenger through whom

God would speak.
v15-19 It took faith ior Hezekiah ro hang tighr.
v35 God did take care of it. Siege of Jerusalem is lifted.
v36 Sennacherib had gotten word of rebellion at home and went back to take care of it. He was killccl

a few years later.

>PROBLEM: Those in Jerusalem didn't thank God for sparing them. Rarher, they began to rhink rhar
Jerusalem was inviolate, that God couldn't let anything happen to it because the Temple is there anil
because He couldn't let the House of David be wiped out.

[II Chr 32:2-41 He prepared for a siege because he knew they were in for it. [II Kn 2O:201 He built a
water tunnel and then covered up the spring so the Assyrians couldn't get at it.

Manasseh
II Kn 21:3 ldolatrous-- the Assyrians became strong again and imposed false worship (t ater Manassch

repented.)
v18 Literally. Bones put in the same grave.

Amon
II Kn 21:19 He reigned for only two years.
v23 His top officials killed him off. Why? It appears that Assyria was weakening (c 625 BC) and thcy

wanted to rebel against it. Amon didn't want to so they assassinated him. The peoplc,
remembering what trouble the last revolt against Assyria brought, got rid of the top officials lest
they wind up in the same boat.

v26



Josiah
II Kn 23:4
>He found the book of the Law and got mad, realizing how far they had strayed from what God really
required.
v4-5 Incense altars destroyed; Hezekiah had already destroyed the sacrificial altars.
W Didn't serve at the Temple but stayed.
v10 Connected with Child Sacrifice. wh_at is a Topheth? There was one found in carthage--a ciry

founded by Phoenicians (remember, Canaanites descended from Phoenicians)--it is a sacred burial
ground for sacrificed children,s remains.

v11
v15
v19
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Why was Neco going to assist the Assyrians? Because if he can keep Babylon on their sicle of the
Euphrates, he can have control over the entire Canaanite area, *o.i itnpo.tantly the trade routes.
(Assyria is too weak ro conrrol rhem any longer.)
>Josiah decided to throw a wrench into Neco's plans by attacking him. He thought that if he coulcl
defeat the Egyptians, he could gain control of the tride routes and unite Israel and Juclah. He
attacked at a narrow pass in Megiddo, because he was vastly outnumbered and stoo6 no chance
otherwise. He lost anwvav.

II Chr 35:20 God did rp"at tniough Neco,
v23-24 Josiah was killed. He was SO sure God would help him.

Josiah #1
t__**____--I_

Eliakim (Jehoiakim) #3
I

Jehoiachin (Jeconiah) #4

statues of horses near the entrance of the Temple. very thorough reform.
Totally destroyed Bethel in the Northern kingdom (golden calQ.
Destroyed Samaria's false altars. It is possible that Josiah enteitained hopes of reunifying rhe rwo
nations. He should have asked God what He thousht about it.

J l
Jehoahaz #2 Mattaniah (Zrdekiah) #5

#2 Jehoahaz
II Kn 23:30,33
>H_e was the people's choice over his older brother Eliakim, probably because his foreign poliry was similar
to Josiah's. {e was pro-Babylonian, thinking that when Babylon took over, they'd allow him to remain on
the throne. The Egyptians removed him and Judah was a vassal state.
#3 Eliakim (Jehoiakim)
>Eliakim was put into kingship as an Egyptian vassal. They changed his name to show rhat he was so
much under their power that his name was even subject to change. When Neco was routecl by the
Babylonians, he became a Babylonian vassal. The people refuse to a-quiesce to Babylonian rule, however,
and rebellion takes place. Jehoiakim is removed.
#4 Jehoiachin
>He followed in his father's footsteps and rebelled against the Babylonians. He found himself in cxile.
#5 Marraniah (Zedekiah)
>He is placed on the throne by Nebuchadnezzar. He rebels and is killed off, along with all his sons. The
nation is now in total captivity. [Jer 26:2-6,7:l-7,12]
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God d id not  show par t ia l i ty  to  Israel  when he

chose them to 'be h is  PeoPle '
n"- tu= work ing v i th  tnem as par t  o f  h is

ove ra l l  P Ian -

God operates by choosing a.  few to t ra in  in

ni= t ly and thln by using that chosen few to

br ing more in to h is  fo ld '

Church  i s  a  l egacy  o f  I s rae l r s  chu rch '

God chose them for  no expla inable reason'

1'; ;y were no better than any other people'

L443  B .C .  God ' s  cons t i t u t i on  t o  I s rae l '

T ; ; t  
" " t .  

u  t 'K ingdom of  Pr iests ' r r  They vere

to be an exarnple]  a  p ioneer ing nat ion to

b r ing  o the rs  i n to  Godrs  fo ld '

I f  they had appl ied the 1aws,  other  nat i 'ons

would have been aware '

1f, The law was the only thing that set then 
X

)F apar t  f rom other  PeoPIes '

God is  deal ing wi th  the church today as he

was wi th  Israel  then '

God is  fa i r  in  that  he deals  wi th  one nat ion

;;-p;;pie-i ir=t and uses them to bring others

i"tb t ire fold. The others are tr ied because

i t r "y  are not  Godrs chosen'  The chosen are

t r ied because they have to  l ive up to  Godrs

siandards and they usually fai l  from tirne to

t ime.  None r+ i i I  Le ablg tg-boast  because a l l

are saved bY grace eventual ly '

Example as a reason to study Israel '

To ld speci f ica l ly  to  look at  anc ient  t rsrael  '

The Bible is writ ten fron a foundation being

la id  wi th  the Iaw,  then i t  is  the h is tory 'o f

a teopfe who had the law and their success

utd@

Remernber ,  to  he lp your  prophecy.persPect ive '-gi i l i i""r 
history- shows bod's being in charge

and shows h is  P1an.
Psalm 81 was t rad i t ional ly  rec i ted on the 5th

aiy  of  the week dur ing the sacr i f ice '
(

Acts 7

Deut 1

E x o .  l - 9  :  1 - 6

Deut  4 :  1 - l -O

I  P e t  2 2 9
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I  Cor  l -0 :  l -1

Deu t  3227 '1 -O
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Augus t  3L ,  1988

About  a century ago,  a  great  a t tack was
brough t  aga ins t  c lass i ca l  t ex t s ,  espec ia l l y
the Bib l -e .  However ,  nodern archaeology tends
to  ve r i f y  t he  au then t i c i t y  o f  c l ass i ca l
tex ts ,  i nc lud ing  the  B ib le .

Much in fornrat ion concern ing ancient  h is tory
is  nebulous and absolute s tatements are
d i f  f i cu l t  t o  rnake .

Benchmarks in  the Bib le:

480 years t ranspi red f rom the Exodus unt i l
So lomon  s ta r ted  bu i l d ing  the  Temp le  (963
B .c .  )  .

I 'L ived in  Egyptr r  re fers  to  the people who
were  so jou rn ing  i n  Egyp t  ( i . e .  t hose  l i v i ng
in Egypt ,  be ing Israe1)  not  the amount  of
t ime  f s rae l  was  so jou rn ing  i n  Egyp t .  The
patr iarchs,  the same group of  peopJ.e,
so journed e lsewhere aIso.  The LXX render ing
of  th is  verse would suppor t  th is  argument .

r rSel fsarne dayt t  in  Hebrew means r tbone of  th is
day .  "

Abraham was c i rcuncised 430 years before the
Exodus.  Thus,  Abraham l ived 430 years before
1 .443  B .C .  ( t he  chu rches  da te  fo r  t he  Exodus )
and  was  thus  c i r cu rnc i sed  i n  1873  B .C .
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When one studies Ancient  Israel  i t  becomes

evident tnui- int eiUf" is a book about God

J"u f i "g  w i th 'h i s  pa r t i cu la r  peop le '

Chapter  L1 is  re ferr ing to  a mi- l1ennia l

se t t i ng .

God wi l }  gather  Israe1 together '  even though

in;y .t .  6i. t ided and scattered '

Is rael  wi l l  ru le  again in  the end t ime'

Such scr ip tures are not  s imple sp i r i tua l

ana log ie=  u= -= " * t  be l i eve '  t u t  a re  l i t e ra l

and  na t i ona l  i n  scope ,  r . f e r r i ng  to 'a  l i t e ra l

na t i ona l  t " " t o ru t i on  o f  t he  phys i ca l  peop le

o f  f s rae l ,  wh i l e  a l so  con ta in ing  sp i r i t ua l

ant i types regarAing the church as wel } '

Egypt  and Assyr ia ,  two ancient  nat ions '  are

ment ioned as being extant  in  the mi l lennium'

The apostLes wi l l  ru le  over  L2 l i tera l

t r i bes .

The chapter  i rnp l ies a l i tera l  phys ica l

P e o P I e ' '  i L ' t t ' l ' ' ' 1  - ' t "  t

God is not working with the physical nati-on

of  Israel  to  conver t  peopl"  t9  h is  way at

this t inre, but is using the Church' a

spi r i tua l  t ; ; ;  o i  pr rys lcar  rsrael '  to  conver t

PeoP le .

Ga1 6:L6 refers  to  th is  verse -  an impor tant

scriptur. i"- jewisn thought'  -Tl:-:hurch 
is

assuming d;  ;p i ; i tua l  ro le  of  rsraer  todav '

The church is spir i tual Jerusalem'

God malces a nest covenant with physical

I s rae I .

o f  the Patr iarchal  age:

A.M.  (anno xrundi )  is  years f rom Adam'

2OO9 A- l t I .  is  the b i r th  of  Abraham'

1
I - J

2T

R o m .  1 1

Psa  ] ' 28z6

Ga l  .  4 : 26

Je r .  31

The Environment



The  fLood  occu r red  i n  1655  A .U . .  A f te r  t he
f lood,  many re l ics  of  the pre- fJ-ood wor l -d
were s t i l l  in tact .  The deluge d id not
to ta l ly  dest roy everyth ing.  Thus,  those
surv iv ing the f lood had access to  s t ructures,
i nsc r i p t i ons ,  e t c . ,  o f  t he  p re * f1ood  wor Id .

Abraham l ived about  3.5 centur ies af ter  the
f lood.  Mathemat ica l ly ,  there could have been
as  many  as  40  n i l l i on  peop le  on  ea r th  a t  t h i s
t ime .

The  B .C .  yea r  f o r  t he  f l ood  i s  t hough t  t o  be
abou t  2325-24  B .C .  A rcheo log i ca l  ev idence
points  to  th is  t ine as being a tumul tuous age
soc ia l l y  and  phys i ca l l y .

Gen .  10 :1 -4  The  genea logy  o f  na t i ons .  s i nce  Japhe th ' s
l i s t  i s  g i ven  f i r s t ,  he  p robab ly  was  Noah 's
f i rs t  born son.

SoDs  o f  Japhe th :

Gomer Turkey & p la ins of  Euras ia
and Magog

Medi The l ledes

Javan The Greeks

Tubal /Mesech Migrated fur ther  out .

T i ras Ancient  Thrace

Ashkenaz Germany--Medieval Rabbis referred to
Gernay as Ashkenaz.

Ripath France--Rabbis  referred to  i t  as
Zaraphath. France had sorne Canaanite
in f luence;  wi tness the phoenic ian
t rading in  that  area.

Sepharad The name for  anc ient  Sard is  and
eventual ly  appl ied to  Spain.

He1lus Greece

Kitt im Cyprus

Tarshish A c i ty  in  As ia Minor .

Sons  o f  Eem:

Mizraim Egypt--The Hebrew terrn rraimn means
rrpai r .  

"  Egypt  consis ted of  two separate
areas of Upper and Lovrer. The f irst 7' dynas t i es  (3274-2325  B .C . )  were  p re -
f l-ood. Thus the great pyramids were
also pre- f lood.  Egypt  is  rMisrn in
Arabic .

Phut/Canaan Asia



Cush

Nimrod

Abraham

Afr ica and Ind ia

Nimrod may be connected with Luqal-

Zagesi  wh6 was a ru ler  o f  Erech '  He

se6ned to have rnainta ined ephemeral  ru le

over  Sumer and conducted mi l i tarY

-ampaigns f rom the Pers ian Gul f  to  the

Medi ter ranean Sea.

Surner  was the dominant  c iv i l izat ion of

the ancient world, making manY

iecnnotogica l  advances,  inc lud ing the

base 50 rnathernaticat system' It  was not

sern i t ic .

The Akkadj -ans,  however ,  were a Semit ic

;;;pi;. abranam was from trrc--rano o!-

ikkia .nd spoke a semitic language '

H"bt" t  is  a-  sern i t ic  language'  The

Canaani tes were a lso Semit ic  and Abraham

could surely converse with them' The

Hebrew of  the scr ip tures is  wr i t ten in  a

Canaan i te ,  Sen i t i c  d ia lec t '

Many c i t ies at  th is  t ime became the

.,rr" ie,t= of great emPires, such as

Nineveh becorning the hub of Assyria '
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Lectuter: l .{ark Kaplan

Septenbet  7,  19gg

Nuz i :  Seve ra l  t ab le t s  were  d i scove red  the re .

Rashama:  Ma jo r  d i scove r ies .

Eb la :  Ma jo r  d i scove r ies .

The area f rom the Pers ian cu1f ,  up the T igr is
and Euphrates r iver valteys over into
Pa les t i ne  i s  ca I1ed  the  fe r t i l e  c rescen t
because i t  was a crescent  shaped fer t i le  area
from Canaan to Sumer where agr icu l ture was
poss ib l e .

The  geography  o f  an  a rea  a f fec ts  one rs
pe rcep t i on  o f  l i f e .

The land of  Canaan is  a br idge between
Europe ,  As ia  and  A f r i ca .  T rade  passed  and
armies marched through i t .  Thus,  peoples
l iv ing in  Canaan were very v is ib le  due to  a l_ I
th i s  i n te rac t i on .

The eastern coasta l  reg ion,  o f  the
Med i te r ranean  i s  ca l l ed  the  Levan t .

I s rae l  was  f i r s t  t aken  f rom Egyp t ,  p laced  i n
i so la t i on  i n  t he  Wi lde rness ,  and  then  p laced
in a very v is ib le  i rnpor tant  locat ion i ;
Canaan .

fn Canaan, therefore,  Israel  would have to { ,
either become powerful or it would not and 7\
cou ld  no t  ex is t .

Reasons Geographica l  Descr ip t ions are ment ioned in  tbe Bib le:

1 .  f t  g i ves  the  B ib le  accoun tab i l i t y .

2 .  r t  makes the account  more graphic  and g ives i t  more impact .
3 .  I t  g i ves  the  I s rae l i t e  v iew  o f  t he  wor Id .

x- 4. The.Bib le poi -nts  and or ients  one to  Jerusalem, the fu ture
cap i ta l  o f  t he  wor ld .

Review i t  for  Fr iday.

r rThe deeds of  the patr iarchs are ass igned to
thei r  descendants.  r  Meaning that  the
nat ional  descendants of  the patr i_archs tend
to shadow the l ives and experiences they
1 i ved .

Map  p .  103



Abraharn

Dt .  32

Gen .  10

2Chr  12

7 - 8

3r -32

8 - 1  1

2 2 4

L 4

Example: Abraham trent to Egypt and left with

weal - th .  Israel  d id  the same'

Israel was only in Egypt. for around two

""n i r t ; - " t .  
rn i  pat r iarchs were aIs<>

sojourn ing in  Canaan'

Was  bo rn  abou t  l g72  B 'C '

Archaeology shows that there were many

language= .* r - " t i tg  in  the pre- f lood wor ld '

rn" i ,  6" r , .  lL  is  un igue in- that  there was one

iu"g"ug" in the eart l i  and God saw the need to

confuse the i t .

Impl ies that  God separated man before the

f l ood  ( r r sons  o f  Adamf ' )  '

God d iv ided peoples by the i r  fanr i l ies and

languages -

Asshur and Nirnrod seem to have had an

a l l i ance .  Asshur  was  a  son  o f  Shem'

V5 could mean that Nimrod went to Asshur

(Assy r ia ) ,  u  p i i . "  a l ready ,  i n  ex i s tence '  and

Uui f t  a  c i ty ,  ra ther  than h im actual ly

bui ld ing the c i tY of  Asshur '

Power l tas f irst concentrated in southern

la.="p" i . t i i  in  suner ,  then i t  s lowIy sh i f ted

northward and vestward'

Ludim is rnentioned' They sett led in Africa

south of EgYPt.

Casluhirn - Phil ist ines '  Caphtor j ,rn - 
.  Crete '

rn . -pn i f is t ine i  probably  spent  t ime in  crete

before theY came to Canaan'

The Babe1 incident rnay have occurred 2254

B .  C .

The Phil ist ines were already in Canaan in

Patriarchal t imes but'many more came in later

and Posed a Problem for  Israel '

Nor th Afr icans l rere or ig ina l ly  ca11ed

Berbers.  Tradi t ion says they were the

ancestors of  the Phi l is t ines '

4  c i t ies l is ted in  Zeph:4-7 and Gath are

5 c i t ies of  the Phi l is t ines '
The
the



Canaan was the terrn used for the area of
Israel ,  but  the Romans la ter  ca l led i t
Pa les t i ne  a f te r  t he  ph i l i s t i nes  who  1 i ved
the re .

I tAnor i tesrr  rs  a ter rn used loosery by h is tor ians for  a
large number of people who overran old
Baby lon .  The 'B ib le  uses  i t  as  a  te rm fo r  a
people in  Canaan.

t r f , lss t t  Son of  Shem, seems to have been a root  for
the name I 'Hebrewrr and Abraham came from him.
But Hebrelr may refer to Abraham crossing the
Euphrates. Hebrew means i lone who crosses
ove r r '  ( Joshua  24 :2 -3 )  .

Eponlnn A person vho g ives h is  name to a nat ion.

Asshur  Assyr ia
Arphaxad Chaldeans
Aram Syr ia

V23 depic ts  the peoples Abraharn l ived wi th  in
Canaan .



Japhetb
Gen .  9225 -27

Agr icu l tura l
Slrmbolisn

Heb .  11 :  13

Exo .  12

Exo .  23

Lev .  23 :39 -40

Neh .  8 :14 -15

ANCIENT ISRAEL
LectUrer: l tark D. Kaplan

SePtenl rer  ] -1 ,  1988

Given  the  f l ood ,  l og i c  wou ld  d i c ta te  tha t  a l l

of the hurnan t""" w6utd have to aI1 come from

Noahrs three sons '  Thus rac ia l  and other

nat ionaL character is t ics  were a l ready

somewhat intact with that grouP'

v27 would ind icate Japheth would be large '

rhe or ienta l  wor ld  is  indeed very large '

There is  a  c i ty  in  the scr ip tures :? I1:9
Jaf fa  or  Joppa.  tn i= word eventual ly  comes

to have a meaning that equates i t  with

beau tY .

Javan (Greece)  was concerned wi th  beauty '

Descendants o l  Jupn" tn a lso set t led in  Ind ia '

Nebuchadnezzar transported rnany Egyptians to

; ; r ;  : -  
-  
cyps ies came f  rom rndia '

The patr iarchs were pastora l  people;  they

were shePherds.

Shepherds are necessar i ly .wonderers and

sojburners.  Israel  came in to Egypt  as

shepherds.

God gave Israel  a  ca lendar  based upon

agr i cu l t u ra l  cYc les '

The Hoty Days are g iven in  an agr icu l tura l

. " " t " " t ,  w i ln  respect  to  harvest  seasons '

By set t l ing down in  i ts  own land '  Israel

would uecorne Jg i i " " f t " ra l '  Thus '  the people

wi l l  no longei 'b"  a  pastora l  people '  but  an

agr icu l tura l  PeoPIe '

The Ternple r i tuals and later Jewish l i turgy

are t ieb to  agr icu l tura l  cYc1es '

Gather ing mater ia ls  to  bui ld  booths '

The Pharisees kept the feast in the above-

ment ionea wuy.- - - in"y  kept  the feast  wi th  four

i i " * t :  c i t i l n ,  ny r t t e ,  w i l l ow  and  pa l rn '



Rev .  7 :9 -10

John  12 :12 - ] -3

Geography

Fron the East

Cl imates

These four  i tems synrbol ized four  agr icu l tura l
a reas :

Pal-n
Wi l I ow
Myrt le
Ci t ron
Myrt le  . ' :
W i I l ow

Coas t
R ive rs
Mounta ins
Regui red agr icu l ture
Represents the eye
Represen ts  the  1 ip

Taste represents your  knowledge ( inner) ,
f ragrance represents your  deeds (outer) .

Ci t ron has taste and odor- -knowledge & deeds.
Myr t le  has odor- -deeds.
Paln has taste--knowledge.
Wi1 low has nei ther- -nei ther  knowledge or
deeds .

This  is  a  s i rn iLar  r i tua l  per formed for  the
Feast  by the Jervs.

S im i la r  as  above .  I n  bo th  cases ,  psa lm
l -18 :  2  5 -26  i s  rec i t ed .

f s rae l  i s  a  sma l l  a rea  w i th  sma l1  fea tu res  bv
Amer i can  s tandards .

The  Jo rdan  R ive r  i s  l - 47  m i les  1ong .  M t .
Hermon is  about  9000 feet  in  the Nor th.  The
Dead Sea is  the lowest  p lace on ear th at
abou t  1300  fee t  be lo r . r  sea  l eve l .

1 .  The  eas te rn  h i l l s .
2 .  The  Jo rdan  r i f t  va l1ey  (A rabah)  .
3 .  The  Cen t ra l  h i l l s .
4 .  The  Coas ta l  p la in .
5.  The Negev Deser t  in  the South.

1 .  Coas ta l  p la in  i s  Ca l i f o rn ia - I i ke .
2.  Mounta ins are more r ro is t .
3 .  Deser t  and Jordan Val ley are hot  and

dry .

Since Israe1 is  on the f r inge of  the deser t ,
water  has ahvays p layed an impor tant  ro le  in
the area.  Water  is  usual ly  p lenteous in  the
nor th whi le  scarce in  the south.

People are,  and have been,  cont inual ly  t ry ing
to f ind new ways to  s tore water

The land was a f ru i t fu l  and product ive Iand.
However ,  s ince the area is  n l rg ina l ,  i f  the
land lrere abused there would be disastrous
resu l t s .

N u m .  l . . 3 : 2 7



Josh  17 :L8  De fo res ta t i on  occu r red '

The Ottonan Empire practiced massive

deforestat ion '  Israel  has been reforested

over  the last  1-00 Years '

There were 4 '  5  rn i l l ion t rees in  Israel  in

L947 .  Today ,  ' t he re  a re  L13  rn i l l i on  t rees '

rne are l - i ;a ;y  is  beginning to  resemble i t  as

i t  was  3000  Years  ago '
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Is rae l  o f  t he  B ib le  i s  abou t  t he  s i ze  o f
Maine.  Wi th in  that  sma1l  area is  a  mul t i tude
of  geographic  var ie ty .

fsrael rs  boundar ies should extend f rom the
Sinai  over  to  the Euphrates.

The River of Egypt is probably not to the
N i le  bu t  a  Wad i  i n  t he  dese r t .

Upper  Gal i lee 28"  /  year
Lower Gal i lee 19"  /  year
Coasta l  P la in  21-"  /  year
Jerusalem 19rr  /  year

G e n .  l - 5 :  1 8

R a i n f a l l

Yarah

Torah

John  10 :34

G e n .  8 : 2 2

Negev
EIa t

8 "  /  yea r
1 "  /  yea r

This  ra in  comes in  one-hal f  the year  and must
be  used  ca re fu l l y .  Wa te r  i s  usua l l y
suf f i -c ient ,  except  for  the south,  but  must  be
used  ca re fu l l v .

Means  , ' ao  =nooa . , ,  I t  i s  used  fo r  ra in
or  for  works.

I tTeaching doct r ine.  r l

The Torah is  genera l ly  the term for  the Law
or Pentateuch.  However ,  i t  can a lso refer  to
a l l  t he  sc r i p tu re .

The Phar isees used the word r r torah[  for  the
ent i re  Jewish way of  l - i fe .

Four  seasons.

There is  a  dry  season and a ra iny season.
The rainy season has the forrner rain and the
la t te r  ra in

V ,"n-1tL, frr".rnu
Yoreh rs a harder rain (rcr-ra-hr) that

hopefu l ly  occurs af ter  the Feast  in  the
fa I1 .

Ualqosh Is a softer, gentler rain in the spring . L ,fr;* i 'L" '

The heavier ,  forner  ra in  prepares the land
for  p lant ing.  The 1at ter  ra in  waters the
planted crops, preparing them for the 1ong
dry surnmer.



Zech 14 :  l -8

Deu t  11 :8 -14

Morelt

Joe I  2222 -23

Tredakah

I s a .  5 5 : 1 0

Lev .  23  :  9 - l -0

L e v .  2 6 t 5

Egypt does not depelg 
"t 

direct rain' They

i r r i qa te  r ron  tne 'N i I t '  .Thus '  t o  i n ju re

; ; ; i ' " iv^" i lnn"l-ai"g Iui ! '  rain would have

to be withnerJ-- i"  tn" head-waters of the

Ni l e .

Israel  d id  not  have to  dePend uPon

i r r igat ion.  coa 'wot t td  watch over  the land '

However ,  i f  t ; ; ;  ; i ; ; ; "Yed'  He would turn His

back .

Is  the word used for  a  teacher '  In

cer ta in  
" " " t " " t "  

i t  coutd be referr ing

to the former rain'

Former rain is moreh'

The c iv i l  year  begins.  in  the fa l I  wi th  the

seventh nontn-  (a- i raa i t ig l  that  gogs back to

the creat ion 'o i -aa i* l  '  The Eccles iast ica l

i " " t -U"g i "= i " - tn t  spr ing wi th  the f i rs t

month.

R igh teousness '  T redgkah .  i s  used  i " -1? : t  , ? t "
; ; ;  " fa i th fu l fy . i l rhus-  

the former rarn r -s

gi"." Uy vi lwH is a teacher for r ighteousness'

As God g ives phys ica l  ra in '  H€ a lso ra ins

down Truth.

The Jews use the l-5th day of the Ll-th month

(Shebat)  as.a-rnarX for  the change f rom wet  to

dry seasons.  The Jews used th is  as a mark to

begin countrng- in t  t i the on the produce of

the tree - 7E- is a Jewish arbor day'

The f i rs t  harvest  consis ted of  bar ley in  the

=pt i "q .  The of fer ing of  the f i rs t  crop v /as

cal led the omer '

r rsheafr r  = Hb.  r romer. r l

If you \./ere harvesting this gT?il^i:d trying

to make Ureaa, i t  would be unleavened because

it would nol-f ' t t t" suff icient t irne to leaven'

Pentecost )cicks off the early wheat harvest'

tn" t "  is  an of fer ing for  that '

Duri-ng the surnmer, grapes' ol ives and other

f ru i t i  are harvested '

Theha rves twou ldgoun t i l t heg rapeha rves t
j.n rhe tari i"J-pri"ring until the spring.

Four agriculit"t i products enphasized in the

;i; i"; '-olives (harvested through the

winter l ,  Grain,  Vineyards,  and Flocks'

Produce of the land'
Job  1 :3



2 C h r  3 2 2 2 7

I s a .  5

Deu t  8 :7 -9

G e n .  1 2 z 6

G e n .  2 7 : 2 8

H o s .  1 4 : 5

Produce of  the 1and.

Chapter  5 is  a  v in tage song.  Vintage
agr icu l ture was an impor tant  aspect  o f  the
peop le .

The area had -lOts of underground springs that
made cer ta in  areas very fer t i le .  Otherwise
arid areas nould have fert i . le areas in them
because of  the spr ings.  Hinera ls  were there
a1so .

Shechem was near  mounts EbaI  and Ger iz im.
Abraham probably went to the top of Mount
Ebal .  From there,  one can see par t  o f  every
t r i be ts  i nhe r i t ance .

once the ra iny season is  over ,  a  heavy dew
fa l l - s  ove r  f  s rae l .

The Feast  a t  Chr is t ts  t ine had a water
pouring ceremony. On the last day the Jews
prayed for  ra in .  fn  the spr ing,  they prayed
for  dew.

Dew asked for .

God compares Hinsel f  to  dew.



Deu t  32 : l - 2

Hos .  624 ;13 :3

Medi ter raDean
Sea

Num.  13

Num.  23

Deu t  L l

Num.  34

D e a d  S e a

G e n .  1 4 : 3

S e a  o f  G a l i l e e

D e u t  3 : L 7

Num.  34 :11

Josh  : . . 2z3

The Hebrew word for
same;  thus,  showing
Medi ter ranean Sea to
means rrcenter of the

29
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Dew is  used as a metaphor  for  good speech'

Dew goes away in  the morning as does Israel rs

fa i t h .

The Jordan River  Val tey L ies in  a ra in

shadow. The western slopes of the rnountain

ranges on either side of the Jordan are

mo is t .

r rsearr  and I twestr r  are the
the importance of the

Is rae l .  (Med i te r ranean

The Medi ter ranean is

e a r t h .  r r )

ca l led  r r the  sea.  r l

The people of  Israel  L tere or iented to  the

eas t .  When  one  faced  eas t ,  one ts  r i gh t  hand

would be to  the south.  Thus,  the Hebrew for
'SOUthrr  and t , f ight , r  iS Synonymous.  . r rYement l
has a southern ieaning '  Benjamin,  in  the

sou th ,  was  sa id  to  be  on  the  t ' r i gh t  hand ' r '

Medi ter ranean is  ca l led I 'Sea of  the

Ph i l  i s t i nes  .  r l

uWestern Searr  (NKJ)  or  r rUt termost  Searr  (KJV) '

The r rGreat  Sear t  was the Western border '

The Dead Sea is  ca} led the r rSal t  Searr  in

Hebrew.

t r S a I t  S e a .  r l

3 1

z 4

I tChinnerethrr was a name for the Sea of

Ga l i l ee .  I t  means  t ' hd rP -shaped ' t r  Sea  o f

Arabah is another name for the Dead Sea'

; ia ; t  the r i f t  vaI ley in  which i t  is  located '

t rGa l i l ee r t  means  t t c i r cu la r r t  o r  r r ro l l i t g r t t

referring to the topography around it '

Chinnereth-

Chinnereth and SaIt Sea both nentioned'

I



Luke

John

J o s h  1 1

Num.  34

Jud .  9

Psa .  104

R e v .  1 4

G e n .  4 9

Luke 10

7 - 9

1 5

1 7  _ I 9

1 1

33 -34

rrGennsaserat r r  was another  name for  the Sea of
Ga1  i l ee  .

He rod  An t i pas  (3  B .C .  39  A .D . )  r u l ed
Pa les t i ne  under  T ibe r ius .  Ga l i l ee  came to  be
ca l l ed  the  Sea  o f  T ibe r ius .

The r r \ ra ters  of  
-Meromrr  

was probably  a smal l
lake on the Jordan just  nor th of  Gal i lee.
The fsrael i tes referred to  the area as lake
Bu Iah .

A r r rvadi r r  is  a  seasonal  s t ream.

The Wadi  e l -Ar ish is  taken to  be the southern
boundary of  fsrael .

Probably  the brook of  Egypt  is  the Wadi .  e l_-
A r i sh .

Si rocco is  a  hot  wind that  b lows out  o f
Afr ica and Arabia in  the ear ly  sunmer.  f t
lasts  about  50 days and is  ca l led the Sharav
by the Hebrevs.

Grapes can be harvested in  the middle of  the
5th month (Ab) .  Thus,  the 15th day of  the
5th month is  a  Jewish fest iva l .  The larger
grape harvest  j .n  the fa I I  was a very joyous
occas ion .

V i r t ue  o f  t he  O l i ve  t ree .

Gra in ,  w ine  and  o i l  ( f r o rn  o l i ves ) .  W ine  i s  a
symbol  o f  re jo ic ing.  f t  is  a lso compared to
wra th  because  i t  i s  s i rn i l a r  t o  b lood .  Godrs
wrath is symbolized as a grape harvest.

Wrath as winepress.

B lood  as  w ine .

o l i ve  o i l  i s  used  as  a  fue l ,  a  med ic ine ,  and
for  anoint ing.  r rAnoint ingr t  means r rsav ior . r l

o i l  and wine are used as nedic ine.



Gen.  l -  :  1

M a t t  3 : 1 6

G e n . 2 6 z 3 6

Zech ]-4z 4

Acts l ' .12

Exo.  3 :  l -

Exo .  25231 -40

EPh .  2z19 -22

1140-1 ,2  0  5

P s a .  1 0 4  :  1 5
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The o l ive is  impor tant  in  Israel i  cu l ture '

r t  i s  used  f " ; " ' ; ; ; ' - - i t s  o i r  f o r  cook ing '

i "a i l " t ion and '  anoint ing '

Theo l i ve t ree i shea r t yandcou ldhave
survived . gr lur-r- iooa.- r t  is arso s'rnbol ic '

The date is also synrbolic'  Both the date and

o l i ve  o i f  sYnuo l i z l  Godrs  sP i r i t '

nGathrr  = vat  or  press
rrshement t  = Oi l

Gath-Shernan is an oi} Press '

Gathsemane comes f rom the above root" -Chr is t

prayed there i ' '  u place symbolic of oi l  '

Chr is t  prayed in  Mat thew 26:36 at  the foot  o f

the Mount  of  
-o i i - t "= '  

The Mt '  o f  o l ives is

2ooo  cub i t s  f ; ; ; ' Je ru= . tem (one  cub i t  i s  25 '2

inches)  .

Chr is t  ascended f rom the Mount  of  Ol ives '

The church i 's tr ied by f ire but not consumed

as the burn ing bush '

The o l ive t ree is  p ic tured in  the Tabernacle

bY the menorah'

Tabernacle Pictures the Church'

TheArcho fT i t usmayg i veac lue to the
shape of  tne nenoran- for  i t  p ic tures '1  Roman

soldier carrying it  away from Jerusarem'

o i l  is  sYnbol ic '

i lshevai l  is  Hebrew for  r rseven' r r  I t  seems to

be relat"d ;;- lhe root rrsavearr which means to

be f i l led 
" i -=" l iu tgd '  

r r553l in t t  =  fa t ;

, ,Shemen, ,  = l i t -ana is  pro l ib ly  re la ted to  a l l

the above rlords '

The number e ight  ls .a  s lmbot  of  prosper i ty :

8  days  o r  c i iSu loc i s ion ' -8  days  o f  Feas t  o f

Tabernacres and e days oi pu'==or"t/unleavened

Bread '

lrshemen ' r l
Psa .  6



I C h r  ] - 5 2 2 1

Amos I -2

Chr i s t

Psa .  23

Exo .  27

5 ;  9 2 : I O

2 0

1 1 -  1 4

r rShemini th .  r l

Dea l s  w i t h  7  na t i ons .  f n  Amos  2 :6 ,  he  dea l s
w i th  the  e igh th  na t i on - - I s rae l .

Hebrew,  Roman and Greek numbers are a lso
rep resen ted  by - l e t te rs .  Ch r i s t t s  name :  8BB
in  Greek .

I tChr is tosrr  in  Greek,  means r r the anointed
one.r r  The k ing and h igh pr iest  vere anointed
to  the i r  o f f i ces .  Thus ,  t he  Jews  were
expect ing the Messiah to  assume His of f ice of
91oba1  leadersh ip .

i l o i 1 .  f l

The lamp was to  burn cont inual ly .  f t  was a
p r ies t l y  f unc t i on  to  tend  i t .  I t  used  o l i ve
o i1  fo r  f ue l .  The  l i gh t  =  God 's  T ru th ,  t he
o i l -  =  God rs  Sp i r i t .

When Chr is t  re turns to  the o l ive t rees in
Zech .  14 ,  he  i s  sav ing  bo th  the  Church  and
the remnant  of  Judah.

o l ive o i1 symbol izes the two anointed ones.

The menorah is the national symbol of the
s ta te  o f  I s rae l .

Seven larnpstands.

The menorah had seven lamps on i t .  There are
seven  separa te  l a rnps  i n  Rev .  1 :12 ,  wh ich
symbol ize the seven Church eras.

PauL compares Israel  to  an o l ive t ree.  He
took that  f rom Jer .  11 where fsrael  is  a lso
compared to  an o l ive t ree.

There were seven eras,  as depic ted by the
menorah ,  i n  f s rae l t s  h i s to ry .  The  e ras  a re
del ineated by governmenta l  s ty les.

Moses /  Joshua
Judges
Uni ted Monarchy

Z e c h  4

Rev .  1

Rom.  11

Era
Era
Era

T2

#r
#z
#:
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7  E ra  o f  I s rae l

Ephesus

SmYrna

Pergern9S

Thyat i ra

Sard is

1 .
z .

6 .

Moses / Joshua 1443 1357

Judges 
1357 1048

; ; ; i ;  MonarchY l -048 e28

Div ided MonarchY 928 72L
528

Governors/Tax Col lectors  581 L67

(Fore ign dorn inat ion)
Hasmonean--Priest 'zkings 

]-67 63

Pr i

BC

(Maccabees)
7.  Scr ibes g ihar isees 63 3 l -  AD

lno.ut t  Pol i t ica l  ru le)

The message to the seven church eras in

Revelat i -on could mir ror  a  s i rn i lar  message to

the seven eras of  Israel  '

Is rael  as a new nat ion began st rong and la ter

lost  i ts  r . * I t " ' -Ni " " ra i€ans are connected

i " - i . . f  wo rsh iP '  Judges  227 -LL '

The nessage to smyrna seems to typify the

f ragnrentea governinental period of the Judges '

There was a neginning of -  counter fe i t

re r i g ion .  t u * l i i l ; ; ;  ca l I ed  thense rves  Jews '

Shechem is  a modern area where the Sanrar i tan

re l i g ion  l s  s i i r r  ex tan t '  Du r ing  the  pe r iod

of  the Judges,- i  c t t ' tan i te  movement

i "r i i l t " i"a i i t t"  rsrael and attempted to

combi-ne r=tu" i i te  and canaani te  re l ig ion '

Kings rule Israel and the qovernment is more

o rgan ized .  i s i ae r  naa  a  * i t i t a r y '  The

;;;; ;9" to Pergamos uses rni l i tarY

terminology' 6ototo' '  brought idolatry and

i** . t . r i t ! -  in to  the nat ion '

Jezebel  ex is ted in  Israel  dur ing the d iv ided

monarchy. tf ' t i t  *u= also a remnant in

; i ;J;h;; t irne-wtto did not fol low false

re I  i g ion .

The  Jews  were  ve ry  l ax .du r ing - the  "T i ] : '
captivity u, ' i  t"t t" iut ion peiiod and had

f i t t t e  zea l  f o r  God '

The Maccabees were few,  had great . '?1I - l

overthret *[ i""nus npiphane!. '  t lg-::?:ored

Judah. They also conquered the Samaritans'

who c la imed to be Jews and rest r ic ted the i r

re l ig ious act iv i tY '

Phi ladelPhia



Laodicea The Jews became lax again.  However ,  some
s t i l l  had  zea l  and  became the  nuc leus  o f  t he
church.

L lngu is t i cs  o f  Pa les t i ne

Scholars c lass i fy  languages by fami ly  names.
The language fanily may or rnay not be
indicat ive of  race.

Semitic languages supposedly carne from Shem
and Hani t ic  languages,  prevalent  in  Af r i -ca,
came from Ham.

P r o .  1 1 4  :  l -

G e n .  3 1 : 4 7

Akkad spoke a semitic language. Abraham
probably  spoke seni t ic  Akkadian.  There vere
two pr inary d iv is ions of  i t :  one in  Assyr ia ;
the other  in  Babylon.  Akkadian became the
f i rs t  in ternat ional  language in  the Middle
Eas t .

People in  nor thern Palest ine spoke Ararnaic .
The language of  Canaan was Hebrew.  Hebrew is
a  Canaan i te  d ia lec t .

Egypt ian languages were Haur i t ic  in  or ig in .
Ancient  Egypt ian is  ca l led Copt ic .

Laban spoke Aramaic and Jacob spoke Hebrew.

Both languages were re la ted but ,  as shown
above,  were a lso d i f ferent .  Both use the
same a lphabet  and have s imi lar  d ia lects .

By the rn idd le of  the f i rs t  rn i l lennium,
Aramaic rep laced Akkadian as the language of
international conmerce.
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Languages in  Afr ica and^the Middle East  are

known u= tr,t  ; ; ; ;-Atiat ic or Hamito-semitic

language=. ' -H; i i i -  runguages are in  Af r ica

and Semit ic  languages rn the Middle East '

Coptic is the tenn for the language of

Ancienr  ug#; .  
- - i t  

was Hamit ic .  Today,  Egypt

$;;k; a. i i i"  which is a Senit ic languase'

Ancient Israel spoke Senit ic and could not

understand CoPtic'

Senit ic }anguages can be broken into eastern

and western '

Akkadian was an eastern d ia lect  and can be

further UroXen into Assyrian and Babyl-onian

d ia lec ts .

Ebe rcomes f romArphaxad .A rphaxadwas
re la ted  t ;  ; ; ;  eab l l on ians  ( cha rdeans ) '

Abraham came from Eber'

Chaldee is a King James term for Aramaic'

Aramaic is a western Sernit ic language corning

f rom SYr ia '

Western Senit ic can also be broket' t= 1tl to
northwest and southwest'  Aramarc IS

nor thwest ' - "HeUrew is  a nor thwest  d ia lect  and

is  a l so  . -  Cu t ' u tn i t e  d ia lec t  ( I sa  '  19 :  18 )  '

Syr ian,  Syr iac,  Aramaic,  Chaldee and Aramean

are aI]- tenns for Aramaic' Hebrew sornetimes

real ly  t " l " l -a iu tu i "  in  the N'T '  The Talnud

was mostiv writ ten in Aramaic' Many groups

use Aram. i . " i " ' i " i ig ious serv ices (as Lat in

i "  s t i l l  used bY Cathol ics)  '

B i b l e :

Leban called the place by an Aramaic name'

This i= ii!-ti i=t^ direct guote written in

Ararnaic in the canon'

Verse 11 is  wr i t ten in  a d i f ferent  language'

in Ararnai-, because the statement has

international irnPl ications'
J e r .  L O : 1 O - 1 2



I I  K i ngs  78 :26

N e h .  : . . 3 : 2 3 - 2 4

Targum

Ezra  4 :7

Ez ra  7 :12 -26

Dan .  2 :4b

Ma t t .  27 :46

Hebrew came
pr iesthood,
The genera l
Aramaic.

to  be the language
the scr ibes and ot
spoken language of

of  the
scho la rsh ip .
the Jews was

rrSpeak not  in  the language of  the Jews.  r r  The
average Jewish peasant  could not  understand
Aramaic at  the t inre of  the Assyr ian conquest
( c i r .  710  B . c . ) .

Jews were ass i rn i la t ing the languages of  the
people around . thern.  The nra in language of  the
Jews could have been Aramaic or  Hebrew at
t h i s  t ime .

The Law was read each Sabbath in the
synagogue publ ic ly .  The Law was read in
Hebrew,  but  rnost  o f  the people could not
understand i t  because they spoke Aramaic.
Thus a custom was establ ished that  as the Law
was read an in terpreter  would read a lso in
Aramaic.  Such readings l rere paraphrases of
the Law and were eventually writ ten down and
are known as Targums. Targums came to be
read a long wi th  the Law and were eventual ly
p laced in  the margins of  the Law.  The Targum
form used was the Targum Onkelos.

Verse 8 is  wr i t ten in  Ararnaic  by Ezra.  He
could have been quot ing the or ig ina l -
documen t .  Th i s  con t i nues  to  Ez ra  6 :18 .  The
people probably  bet ter  understood Aramaic.
When he cornpletes ta lk i -ng about  the temple
and  beg ins  to  ta l k  abou t  re l i g ious  bus iness
in  Ez ra  6 :19 ,  he  sw i t ches  back  to  Hebrew.

Wri t ten in  Ararnaic .  When Ezra prays in  verse
27,  he swi tches back to  Hebrew.

The guote is  wr i t ten in  Aramaic.  The book is
wr i - t t en  i n  A ra rna i c  th rough  Dan .  7 ;Zg .
Aramaic is  used to  speak to  the wor ld  at
large and Hebrew in  re l ig ious s i tuat ions or
rness ianic  prophecies .

Mat thew quoted Chr is t  in  Aramaic.  Severa l
words  i n  t he  N .T .  a re  t ransL i te ra ted  f rom
the i r  o r i g ina l  l anguage .
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Hamito-seni t ic  and Afro-Euras ian languages

are synonymous'

Harnit ic is the general term for al l  Afr ican

languages.

Canaan came from Ham' .However' 
the

Canaani tes 
"pof"  

Sern i t ic '  Thus '  Ianguage

tvrres are not  , , " " " "=u ' i ly  rac ia l .  Language

;#; ui .  uu="d on l insuist ic
cir i racterist ics, not race'

Dan ie l  has  two  pa r t s :  -  l - - 6  and  7 ' : . 2  '

Chapters 7-L2 u i "  p tophecy af ter  Danie l rs

l i fe t ine;  tnus l - "a i rs i - i tg  sLcular  scholars to

" ig" . - inat  
tne 'second hal f  o f  Danie l  was

wr i t ten rouch ' l " l ; ; - i=  t t t  h is tor ica l  account '

However, etu*l i t-f i t tX= the book from chapter

2 through ChaPter 8'

An example of  Hebrew-s lanted Aramaic '

This  passage is  more Aramaic than the account

i n  Ma t t . 27 "46 '

"Hebrew, '  in  the N.T.  may not  i l *? I : - :?^
Hebrew,  but  may be referr ing to  Ararnarc '

The Hebrew here is  actual ly  Hebrew'

, ,Hebrew, ,  could be refer l i lq  : " - : !?^ language
of the .r"r=-linicrt wourd P? At?tll: ' 

^ 
rhus '

iu,ri "",r1d 
have been speaking Aramarc'

An Aramaic reference'

rrAnathemarr is translated from rrmaranatharr in

Aramaic.  fn i=-could have been a gener ic '

recognizable term

Cunei forn was or ig ina l ly .  a  =y1] i ! : I '  language'

ia eventually evolved into a phonet'rc

language.

Hieroglyphics was a language of  g ig tograms'

I t becam" 'o ' " phone t i cas thep i c tu res
;;";i;;;d into 

-sounds 
and came to be known as

hieratic. iV the uriddle of the f irst

rni l lenniurn, iney developed a script cal led

;;; i i ; ,  thi"n ias used for securar and

fore ign af fa i rs '



Lam.  L -4

P rov .  31

Lam.  3

R e v .  1 : 6

R e v .  2 L :  1 3

The f i rs t  ev idence of  the a lphabet  goes back
to  1500  B .C .  i n  t he  S ina i  Dese r t .  The
peoples of  coasta l  pa lest ine are credi ted
wi th spreading the language.  The Hebrews are
not  g iven any credi t ,  a l though Solomon sure ly
helped to  spread the a lphabet .

By  200  A .D .  h id rog l yph ics  were  no  l onger
used .

Hieroglyphics were unable to  be t rans lated
unt i l  1798 when Napoleon d iscovered the
Roset ta Stone in  Rashid,  Egypt .  I t  was
wr i t ten in  three languages:  Greek,  Copt ic
and  h ie rog l yph ic .  I t  was  f i na l l y  t rans la ted
in  1822 .

Cunei form was not  ab le to  be t rans lated unt i l
the early 19th century when the Behistun
inscr ip t ion was d iscovered by Rawl inson.  I t
was an inscr ip t ion by Dar ius I  o f  pers ia
wr i t ten in  Old Pers ian,  E lami te and Akkadian
Cunei form.

Thus ,  i t  has  no t  been  un t i l  t he  l a te  Lg th  and
ear ly  2Oth centur ies that  scholars have had
enough  l i ngu i s t i c  i n fo rma t ion  to  se r ious l y
study and reconstruct  anc ient  h is tory .  Most
of  the i r  d iscover ies suppor t  B ib l ica l
accoun ts .

The Hebrew a lphabet  that  Moses used had 22
basic  forms.  Some chapters are l r r i t ten in
a lphabet ica l  order .  There are 8 verses for
each le t ter  o f  the a lphabet  in  psal rns 1L9.
The order of the Hebrew alphabet is thus
preserved there.  Such uses of  the a lphabet
in  l i terary arrangement  is  termed acrost ic .
Psa lms  25 ,  34 ,  37 ,  111 ,  i . I z ,  1L9 ,  and  145  a re
a I1  ac ros t i c .  Psa l rn  10  i s  pa r t i a l l y  ac ros t i c
and is terrned as broken acrostic. psalms 9
and 10 nay have been connected to make an
acrostic and are one psaho in the LXX.

These chapters are acrost ic .

This  chapter  is  acrost ic .

There are 66 verses 3 for  each le t ter  -  and
are arranged a lphabet ica l ly  wi th  3 verses for
each le t ter .

F i rs t  and last  le t ter

F i rs t  and last  le t ter



The Greek alpha and beta come directly from

the Hebr"w .f.f,n-i"a beth and the rest of the

.rpniu"t  i "  s i i r i tar '  Thus'  the language we

i=-"  toauy is ie lated to ancient Hebrew'



I* toabite Stone

2Kgs  3 :4 -5

R e v .  1 6

John 19

1 3
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Cunei forn tab lets  are somet imes referred to
as  s te1e .

A stone found in  Dibon,  Jordan in  1868 wi th
an inscr ip t ion f ron a k ing ment ioned in  the
B ib le  (a I so  known  as  the  Mesha  s tone ) .

( 850  B .C . )  The  s tone  t e l l s  Moab ' s  v i ew  o f  how
they threw Israel  o f f  o f  them. The language
is  very c lose to  b ib l ica l  Hebrew,  thus
showing that  anc ient  Moabi te  d i f fered l i t t le
from Hebrew.

r rArmageddonrr  is  a  Hebrew word spel led in
Greek.  The r rArr  should be an r rHr i l  but  Greek
has  no  l e t te r  r tH . r r

The Reshi ta  is  an Aramaic t rans lat ion of  the
N.T .  Some con tend  tha t  s ince  the  M idd le  Eas t
at  the t ine of  Chr is t  spoke Aramaic,  that  the
Arama ic  t rans la t i on  wou ld  be  the  bes t .
However ,  the Epis t les were wr i t ten in  Greek
to Greeks and God used the Greek language to
p rese rve  the  N .T .

r rGolgotharr  is  an Aramaic tenn.

r rGabbothaI  is  a  heavi ly  Aramaic ized Hebrew
word .

The s ign was wr i t ten in  three languages.
Most  anyone could have read th is  s ign.  The
Jews could have read it  whether the term
rrHebrewrr referred to the Hebrew language or
A rana ic .

The form of Hebrew letters have changed over
t ime frorn a Paleo-Hebrew script to a more
Aramaic-s ty led scr ip t  caI led r rsguare. r '  The
Jews adopted th is  s ty le  of  scr ip t  whi le  in
ex i le  in  Babylon.  Ezra forced th is  scr ip t  on
the Jews because Samaritans had set up a fake
re l ig ion and were c la iming to  be par t  o f  the
t rue re l ig ion.  He wanted the authent ic
scr ip tures of  the Jews to be wr i . t ten in  the
Aramaic script to set thern apart from those
of  the Sarnar i tans.

I 7



I J n .  3 2 2

J o h n  2 1 : 1 1

A c t s  2 L t 4 0

P s a  1 1 9

Je r .25z26

Je r .  51 :51

North Semit ic
(PaIeo-Hebrew)

Modern fngf i tn lroA"t., Hebrew

Our rnodern letters come from the Northern

Semit ic  language'

Letters l tere also used as numbers by the

c i " " f i  and Hebrews'  I t  canr t  be proved when

this system 
".t.  

into being' A11 numbers in

the o.T.  are g iven in  wr i t ten words '  not

; ; ; " ; i ;  d ig i t i -  rewish scr ibes would

somet imes a l ter  the spel l ing of  words to  get

.-nuneric equivalent'  The study of nunbers

in scr ip ture is  ca l led Genatr ia '  Such study

became a craze for  awhi le '

John  ca l l s  Chr i s t i ans  t ' ch i l d ren  o f  God ' r r  I n

t h "  o . r . ,  r r sons  o f  God t r  i s  used  f o r  God rs

peop le .

153 is  the nurner ic  equiva lent  to  r rsonrs of

Godrr  in  the Hebrew'

Syro-Chaldaic  is  another  synon)nn for  Aramaic '

A thbash i s the te rm fo r reve rs i ng theHeb rew
alphabet  -

The f i rs t  le t ter  becomes the last ;  the second

becomes the 2 ls t ;  the 3rd becornes the 20th '

e t c .

Jereniah seems to use th is  le t ter

substitut ion technique'

Sheshach (sh
for BabYlon

Sheshach =

Sh K,  in  Hebrew) is  the Athbash
(B B L in  Hebrew) .

BustroPhedon:
s t y l e .

BabYlon.

writ ing in the back and fourth

I t  l i tera l lY means r r a s  t h e  o x  P l o w s . r l



The Greeks began to wr i te  in  a le f t  to  r ight
fash ion  a round  500  B .C .

The Hebrev a lphabet  has no vowels.  Semit ic
language le t ters  in fer  the vowel  sounds,  thus
rnaking vowels unecessary.

Some vowel  le t ters  were used in  Ancient
Hebrew (soure appeared on the Moabite Stone) .
The Greeks began to inser t  vowels in  the i r
a lphabet .

Later  in  Hebrew,  vowel  po ints  (dots  and
dashes over  the le t ters)  were used to s ign i fy
the vowel  sounds.
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Southwestern semi t ic  languages inc lude-

; ;J i ; .  H inyar i t ic  and sahean are ear ly

Arabic  languages.

The ancient Ethiopian language is semet-ic and

i . fu t "a to  Hebrew-.  Ge'ez is  a  c lass ica l -

E th iop ian  d ia lec t .

Thus,  ear ly  Arabic  and ear ly  Eth iop ian are

r" f -u i .a  to  b ib l ica l  Hebrew and scholars use

these and other  languages to  gain ins ight

in to b ib l ica l  Hebrew'

Adis  Abbaba is  the capi ta l  c i ty  o f  Eth iop ia '

I t  means  r rnew f l ower ' t t  Te l  Ab ib  has  a

s im i l a r  mean ing .

Heb rew isab lun t , d i r ec t l anguage ' I ack ing
i "  .a lect ives and adverbs '  Thus '  to  re la te

e f fee t ,  Hebrew uses  many  co lo r fu l  exp ress ions

and f igures of  sPeech'

Greek,  however ,  is  a  very exPress ive

language .

The Greek language is  more phi losophica l  and

i " i i " . a  wh i l e -Hebrew i s  b lun t  and  d i rec t '

When the Bib le says Abraham was 99 years oId

i t  p robab ly  means  he  was  i n  h i s  99 th  yea r '

He  i as ,  t he re fo re ,  98  by  ou r  reckon ing '

Abram was probably  not  the f i rs t  born '

Terah d ied in  Haran at  225 years of  age '

Abram left Haran when Terah died' He lras 75

when he entered Canaan'

Thus,  consider ing an Exodus date of  : .443

B.C .  ,  430  Years  back  to  Ab rahamrs

" i rcu*c i ,s i -on 
when he was 98 = 1873;  thus he

en te red  Canaan  a t  75  yea rs  o Id  i n  1895  B ' c '

The f i rs t  born is  not  a lways l is ted f i rs t '

Abraham probably  le f t  Ur  in  1936 B'c '  when he

was  35 .

Jacob  fe f t  home in  : . 775  B .c '

I C h r  5 :  1
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God did not show P?:tl i l : l t- 
t" Israel when he

I i l t " - inem to be his.Ptonl :
He was workingoii ln-t irenr 

as part of his

overa l l  P lan '

God operates by choosing a. few to t ra in  in

his way u, 'a.t"ntt ' ' " ; ;-Y;l l9 
that chosen few to

br ing more rnto h is  fo ld '

Church  i s  a  l egacy  o f  I s rae l ' s  chu rch '

God chose them for  no-  expla inable reason'

They \tere to 
- i l"t i tr  

than any other people '

' : 443  B -C .  Godrs  cons t i t u t i on  to  I s rae l '

rhey were a ; i ;s;;;  ?f -: : i tsts 
'  " rheY were

to be .n 
"*u'n^pi;;-t  

glongering nation to

br ing otners 
- in to 

Godrs ford '

I f  they had appl ied the laws'  o ther  nat ions

would tave been aware'

The law was the only thing that set them

.pi t t  f rom other  PeoPIes '

God is dealing with the church today as he

was wi tn  Israel  then '

God is  fa i r  in  that  he deals  wi th  one nat ion

or people f irst and uses 
-int* 

to bring others

into tne roii '- Ti;; others are tried' because

they .t" 
"oi '-codi 

s chosen '  The chosen are

tried b..u'!'-iff l:l:.1; 1:1i ln'.1".?i3'i".
;*:: 

.'il"3"i tll'I J :!ii"t o- il-u'l- b' " u'.'' e a 1 I
are saved nY"giu" t  eventual lY '

Example as a reason to study Israel '

To ld speci f ica l ly  tp  look at  anc ient  Israel  '

The Bible is writ ten- frorn a foundation'bei-ng 
'

}a id  w i th  i ; . - ' i u ' ,  then ,T t * i l - in "  n i= to ry .o f  
.

a peopre *io*n-ua"ir '" luot and their success

an-a nbstlY f ailures '

Remember, to helP your prophecy.P"t:9t"tive'

Biblical ni=totf si iows toais ueing in charge

;:ffi";l'*:".nt"3liio.ur1y rec*"_g o' the 5th

day or tn!'i"Ii-;;;iil thi sacririce'. \  {' ' - - \ - ,
i



""".*|s,ETLlsTAErAugus t  31 ,  t ' r xaP lap

ffSuuotn*u lllfu.v ug.tt+,ffi ffi;$ff r,ffi u.,",r..
fi"l";l,t:,:a-tion co

K e v c h r o n o r o s i c a r 
" " 

j:'::'"*i; ";" Tl; : : $i;il':3" i l; j;i: li :' " "
rKgs  6 :1  

- - , u {un i r ks  
i n  t be  B ib re :

48O yea rs  t

;:lT:;'=U:i:;"ffi f .,t'.f l.r..,fJi"u.s|f ,.r,
ff"';"#&iiiii' d"fr'ff..7, .r. fsopr e r+ho
* : i fl: $-T'# f i;!;ft'i" #j "'i i, in" i3 .f . ;: : .j:;,i :"ffi +;:=rrij;_*r, ",

oif ] , t tu*e dsy'  in Hebrew neans , ,bone 
of  th is

'ry.'fliI ri:'= i t'.:rlxo, i,llo r""ars be rore th eu-i J' " i= "; n.f i n.;, ::ffi 1':. i,f 1 #; ifi.t. :, j:i.

Exo 72 : . 4O

uctJ_ .  3 :

. : _ L

16 -1  7
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Je r .52z3 ] -

I sa .  46 :1

Jacob vtere wi th  Laban for  20 years '

There was probably  another  20 years between

the f i rs t  fa  and last  6 ,  rnak ing h is  tenure in

the  a rea  40  Years -

Abraham l ived dur ing the Neo-Sumer ian per iod

o f  Akkad ian  c i v i l i za t i on  (2o7o  L960  B ' c ' )

and depar ted Ur  just  before i ts  c lose '

Sumer ian inst i tu t ions such as the base 50 and

thei r  lunar-so lar  ca lendar  surv ive t i l l  th is

day .  The i r  ca lendar  had  a  360  day  yea r ;  t hus

".r-.ty 
few years they interculated a rnonth '

Ur-Nammu was a famous Akkadian ruler during
the Neo-Sumer ian per iod-  Wi th in format ion
f rom the z iggurat  he bui l t  we can deduce that

the Akkadiant  v tere once a mounta in peopJ-e and
pic tured God dwel l ing on a mounta in '

The ru lers  of  Ancient  Ur  \^ /ere accompanied in

thei r  bur ia l  by the i r  s ta f f  and at tendants '

The Greatness of  Babvlon.

Conteneau states that  Mesopotamia was a very

harsh envi ronment  in  which to  l ive and
af fected i ts  people in  such a way as to  ca 'use

them to be harsh and lack ing humor '

(Anu was the Babylonian goddess of  Iove,
ier t i l i ty  and Oi=:  

- fh f - '  
eventual ly  developed

into-E t r iad of  gods consis t ing of  Anu,  Ea

and  En l i l .

Gly t." associated with the st-oqTr- god'

'Ga is associated wi,tlr-l{lsdom' Ea rnay be

ionnected with YHffii:- Ea was the father of

Marduk.  i i larduk eventual ly  is  ca l led (BaaI)

BeI MarduX.

Nabiv is the son of Marduk who is his
spokesman.

Theophoric names have god connected with
thern.

Evil  Merodach is connected with Marduk'

BeI Harduk and Nabiv are nentioned.
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There is  an ef for t  involved to  understand
any th ing  espec ia l l y  b ib l i ca l  ch rono logy .

The number 40 is  somet imes used as a
s igni f icant  number.

Moses le f t  Egypt  a t  40
40 years as shepherd.
Forty years as a Prophet.

Noah  l i ved  600  yea rs  be fo re  the  f l ood  and  350
years  a f te r ,  f o r  a  to ta l  o f  19  Jub i l ees .

Abraham l ived 75 years wi th  h is  fa ther .
I saac  l i ved  75  yea rs  w i th  Ab raham.  Thus  75
seems to be a pat tern.

The 400 years probably  began af ter  Abraham
died.  The dates for  the conquest  o f  Canaan
(1403 -1397  B .C . )  p robab l y  r e f l ec t  t he  above .

Some Judges ru led at  the same t i rne in
d i f f e ren t  a reas .  Thus  the  450  yea rs  i nc ludes
over lapping adnin is t ra t ions .

480  yea rs  f rom the  Exodus  un t i l  So lomon 's  4 th
yea r .

1104  B .C .

The civi l  year went from autumn to autumn and
the re l ig ious f rorn spr ing to  spr ing.  The
Jews fee l  that  T ishr i  t -  is  the day of
Crea t i on .  N issan  L  i s  t he  f i r s t  day  o f  Godrs
sac red  yea r .

Some want to use a Later date for the Exodus
(1290  B .C . )  and  say  t ha t  t he  480  yea rs  i n
I  K ings  5 :L  re fe rs  to  t2  genera t i ons  (us ing
40  as  a  genera t i on ;  40  x  t2  =  480 )  wh ich  d j . d
no t  l as t  480  yea rs .

Moses was the 4th generat ion in  Egypt .

Scholars use th is  verse to  suppor t  the I2gO
B.C.  Exodus date and contend i t  occurred
dur ing the re ign of  Ramses f I .

Egypt was not a threat to Israel unti l  the
5th year of Rehoboarn when pharaoh Shishak
invaded.

I  K ings  1 -4225
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Abraham had no ch i ld  by h is  own seed'

A non-b lood re la t ive would be h is  he i r '  I t

ro" fa  seem that  Lot  would be considered h is

hei r  s ince Lot  was a b lood re la t ive '

Sara i  wanted her  na id to  bear  a ch i ld  in  her

steaa.  The ch i ld  would be considered her

ch i td .  No t i ce  the  use  o f  r r l ' r l

Sarah d isassociates hersel f  wi th  Ishmael  '

Abraham is  uPset-

fshmael  would a lso become a nat ion '

Ab rahamsen th i so the rsonsawayw i t hg i f t s .

The above can be better understood by

examin ing the Nuzi  tab lets '

There is  a  t rend today to  de-enrphasize the

Nuz i  t ab le t s  because  the  e ib le  i s  v iewed  on l y

as l i terature-

The Nuzi  tab lets  date f ron the 15th century

B .C .  and  dea l  w i th  the  soc ia l  and  l ega l

t rad i t ions of  the Hurr ians '

Abraham, Isaac and Jacob l ived in  the 20th

18th centurY B.C.  in  Canaan'

The Nuzi  tab lets  are re levant  in  that  they

descr ibe the 1egal  and soc ia l  cu l ture f rom

vhich Abraharn hid cone' The Hurrians l ived

in Haran and are thus applicable to Abrahant

even though there is a gaP in Years'

These customs can be traced back hundreds of

years on ear l ier  tab lets '  AIso,  t rad i t ions

in the Middle East ,  even today,  change very

s1ow1Y.

Accord ing to  the Nuzi  tab lets ,  i t  was a

custorn t6 adopt a household rnernber to be an

n . i t .  The  de t i s i on  o f  choos ing  an  he i r  was

uasea on c loseness and not  necessar i ly  b1ood.

fne aaopted heir had to be born in the

nousetro ia,  thus,  s ign i fy ing a specia l .

c loseness.  For  the ch i ld  of  a  servant  born

i " - i t r s  nas te r r s  househo ld  had  h i s  i den t i t y

G e n . l - 5 :  1 - 3



G e n .  2 1 : 1 0 - 1 1

G e n .  l - 6 : 2

Gen .  30 :3

Gen .  27 :29

wi th that  household.  Servants lost  the i r
ident i ty  and came to be ident i f ied wi th  the
household in  which they served.

I t  was normal  for  the per iod that  i f  a
natura l  son were produced that  the r ights  of
inher i tance \ rere set  as ide and g iven to  the
b lood  son .

f t  was a custom for  a  barren r+ i fe  to  g ive her
husband a ch i ld  by her  servant .  The ch i ld
would be legaI Iy  a son of  the wi fe ,  not  i ts
natura l  nother .

Giving birth on the knees of another woman
was another  t rad i t ion.  I t  s ign i f ied a
specia l  c loseness between the adopted mother
and  new ch i l d .

fn  the above manner ,  one could create an hej_r
where there is  not  one.

Af ter  a  woman had a ch i ld  for  another  she
vould s t i I l  be a servant  but  could not  be
sold or  sent  away.  For  Sarah to  send away
Hagar  was a v io la t ion of  the custorns of  the
day .

A Patr iarch was considered to  be a patr iarch
because he led and ru led over  an extended
fami l y .  H i s  sons ,  t he i r  w i ves  and  h i s
daughters l rere a l l  under  h is  author i ty .  The
son who succeeded the Patr iarch took ru le  of
the fami ly  and household.

A ref lect ion of  the e ldest  son ru l ing the
ent i re  household.

For  a son to  leave the household he had to
have perrn iss ion f rom the Patr iarch.  Before
Abrahan d ied,  he d iv ided h is  inher i tance
among h is  sons and re leased thern to  go and
establ ished the i r  own households.  This  le f t
Isaac a lone to  receive the promise.

The f irstborn probably received a double
por t ion because he had added responsib i l i ty
i n  t ha t  he  had  to  take  ca re  o f  h i s  f a the r rs
househo ld  ( i . e .  h i s  mo the r ,  he r  na ids ,  h i s
s i s te rs ,  e t c ,  )  .

The Law of Moses conforrns with the cultural
t rad i t ions of  the t imes in  nany instances.
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Wor ld events at  Chr is t ts  second return wi l l
be  s i rn i l a r  t o . t hose  a t  H is  f i r s t  coming .

Four  Impor tant  Jewisb Ci t ies:

Sa fed .
T iber ias--scr iba l  act iv i ty  took p1ace.
Jerusaleru.
Hebron--Abraharn was buried there.

These cit ies are important to modern Jews
because they have been j-nhabited throughout
h i s to ry  un t i l  t he  p resen t .

Hebron was eventual ly  g iven to  the Levi tes.
I t  a lso was for  a  t inre the capi ta l  o f  Judah
dur ing the d iv ided MonarchY.

Jews  g i ve  da tes  i n  B .C .E .  (Be fo re  Common Era )
and  C .E .  (Common Era )  .

Jewish fo lk- lore says that  the last  10 t r ibes
are somewhere in  a h idden land and wi l l  be
reunited with Judah under the sceptre j-n the
las t  days .

Nunbers In  Tbe Bib le:

Someth ing that  happens three t imes s ign i f ies
the establ ishnent  of  some order .

Things are organized in  3rs  and then broken
into -:- gertsl-------

Ecc l  4z1-2 3 has s t rength.

The O1d Testament has three parts broken into
7 books each.

Deut  l -5  3 seasons of  HoIy Days.  There are 7 h igh
days .

Hos.  2  3 bet rothals  and 7 aspects  of  the betrothals .

t  has some s ign i f icance.  Chr is t  d ied at  the
ninth hour .

4 has s ign i f icance wi th  the ear th.  4
d i r ec t i ons  N .S .E .W. ;  4  co rne rs ;  4  wo r l d -
ru l ing empires.



The i l femin ine ' r  is  a lso enphasized.  The land
is  | t she r r r  t he  na t i on  i s  r r she . r r  The re  a re  4
mat r i a rchs  and  3  pa t r i a rchs ,  t o ta l i ng  7 .
There were 2 other  handmaidens rnak ing 9.
There were 4 mothers of  the 1,2 sons of  Jacob.

Abrahan Is1am cal ls  Abraham the f i rs t  Moslem. The
modern Jews look back to Abraham.

Ga I .  327 ;
Ac t s  7 : I - 4 ;
Gen.  2625 A sunmary of  Abraham as ve iwed by God.

:19  He  wou ld  pass  on  a  he r i t age  to  h i s  ch i l d ren .
There ! /ere 4 r ighteous generat ions of  h im:
Abraham, fsaac,  Jacob and Joseph.

Gen .  13 :5 -9  Ab raham gave  to  the  o the r  pe rson ,  show ing  h i s
generos i t y .

Gen .  18 :1 -8  Hosp i ta r i t y  i s  i u rpo r tan t  i n  t he  M idd le  Eas t .
They date the i r  t rad i t ion back to  Abraham.

Gen.  22 Abraharn d id codrs command in  a cru ick and
d isce rn ing  manner .

Gen.  19 Abraham pleads for  Sodom and Gomorrah.  He
took r isks for  o thers.
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Gen .24

Gen .  22
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fsrael  is  somewhat  unique in  that  he remained
monogamous.

Israel  d id  not  leave the 1and.

By b less ing,  fsaac assumed the ro le  of  a
prophet .

f rnp l icat ion is  that  he was pray ing.

fsaac was not  a  ch i ld  and could have res is ted
h is  fa the r  i f  he  chose .  C in .  22  i s  a  t ype  o f
the  Fa the r  and  Chr i s t ,  and  the  c ruc i f i x i on .

JACOB

He wrest led \ r i th  God.  This  shows tenaci ty .

Jacob was in  bondage to Laban,  which was a
type  o f  I s rae l t s  bondage .  Upon  ga in ing  h i s
f reedom, he made an a l tar  and ordered h is
house  to  ge t  r i d  o f  f a l se  gods  and  i do1s .

Jacob was a prophet  in  that  he b lessed h is
son .

Jacob was to ld  to  go to  Egypt .  There he
would see Joseph.

I.IATRIARCES

The rnother \ras irnportant and was thus
ment ioned.

Mother is rnentioned.

The nother  p layed a rnajor  ro le  in  ra is ing the
chi ld  and the re ign of  a  k ing was a
ref lect ion upon the motherrs  t ra in ing of  that
k ing i  be i t  good or  bad.

Tirnothy was taught by his mother and
grandrnother.

Sarah d id the job.  Abrahanr  had conf idence in
he r  ab iL i t i es .

Sarah had fa i th .

fKgs 14

fKgs 1-5:2

Pro. l- :  8

2Tim L : 5

Sarab

Gen .18 :

3 l_

Heb .  11 :  L1



G e n . 2 4

Rebekah

G e n .  2 4

Rom. 9

Leah

L e v .  1 8

G e n .  2 9

G e n .  3 0

1 8

RacheI

Gen .  3O

Gen .  31

Mat t  2 :  ) -7

6 7 She had a good re lat ionship wi th  fsaac.

1-7-21 She was hospi tab le and a hard worker .

57 -58  She  wen t  vo lun ta r i l y .  She  became a  t ype  o f
the church vho marr ies Chr is t  unseen.

10 -12

34-35  She  p ra i sed  God  fo r  he r  ch i l d ren .

14-1-7 She was very devoted to  h in .

20 Pra i se  fo r  t he  s i x th  son .

22 -24  Joseph  i s  bo rn  to  Rache l .

3 0

Reuben ,  S imeon ,  Lev i ,  Judah ,  I shacca r ,
Zebulon are her  ch i ldren.  Both the
priesthood and scepter came through her.

Z i lpah,  her  handnaid,  had Gad and Ashur .

Prohib i t ion on marry ing two s is ters .

The gods were not  so nuch a re l ig ious issue.
They were symbol ic  o f  pass ing on the fan i ly
inher i tance.  Therefore,  Rachel  was
protect ing her  husband by ensur ing an
inher i tance f rom her  fa ther .

descendants wi l l  re turn to  the i r  Iand.

This  prophecy is  appl ied to  Herodts massacre
o f  t he  ch iLd ren .

Je r .  31 :15 -17  A  p romise  i s  made  to  Rache l  t ha t  he r
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The organizat ion of  Patr iarch ia l  leadership
f i l tered down to the organizat ion of  the
t r i bes  o f  I s rae l .

Patr iarch ia l  Organizat ion

G e n .  4 2 36 The power of a parent over a chi ld was always
assumed.  Such approaches are not  fami l iar  to
us today.  The parent  could exerc ise the
pol rer  o f  l i fe  and death.

Gen .  43

Gen .  19

Gen .  22

G e n .  3 1

Gen .  38

Gen .  38

5 - 8

2

24

8

32

: . .2- ] -4  The father  made the decis ion.

The parent  could do such in  that  soc iety .  He
had t rernendous power over  h is  daughters.

Abraham loved fsaac. God does not reguire
human sacr i f ice and used th is  instance to
show that and later condernns it  throughout
the  B ib1e .

Governnent  was loosely-kn i t  in  Canaan,
consis t ing of  c i ty-s tates.  The Patr iarch was
the  f i na l  sou rce  o f  a jud i ca t i on .  No  h ighe r
law vas appealed to .

Power to  order  h is  daughters '  death.

A Levirate marriage hras when a brother
marr ied the widow of  a  deceased brother .  The
inher i tance would pass through the or ig ina l
husband's  l ine to  any new chi ldren born.

3 l -8  servants in  h is  household.

Rahab ts  fan i l y  became pa r t  o f  f s rae l r s
na t i on .

G e n .  1 4 : 1 4

J o s h  6 : 2 5

Matt  l - :5  Rahab was in  the l ine of  Chr is t .

Gen.  41:45 rnher i tance came through Joseph-- the rnan.

Exo .  2z2 I  Moses '  ch i l d ren  became  I s rae l i t e .

Ruth,  a  Moabi tess,  is  inc luded in  the l ine of
Christ because she becarne part of fsrael- when
she marr ied.  A11 l ineage passed through the
father .



Organ iza t i on  o f  f s rae l

Josh  4

Exo .  13

At'I

2 S a m  L

Goy

G e n .  1 0

I s rae l  e ras  o rgan ized  i n  a  f i ne - fo ld  pa t te rn .

r rA rned r r  can  be  t rans la ted  i n , r r f i ves t r  o rT 2

1 8

t 7

t ' f  i f  t h s .  t '

t ' O r d e r l y  r a n k s t i  =  i n  I ' f  i f t h s . r l

I r : , " T 4 c r &  )
s ' l {  \

"2
' : L t  ' t ! r

.  7 s r . : , r r  L .  i  I  t -  t ' d a '

Is rael  is  re ferred to  as the r rpeoplet ,  (Heb =
rramrr)  when v iewed in  a re l ig ious,  cu l tura l  or
soc ia l  perspect ive.

Peop le  :  f ram.  r l

f s r a e l  i s  r e f e r r e d  t o  a s  a  n a t i o n  ( t t g o y t t  i n
Hebrew)  in  tenns  o f  i t s  po l i t i ca l
a p p l  i c a t i o n .

Nat ions  t tgoy .  t t

The roo ts  o f  t rGent i le t '  i s  in  the  Hebrew
t t g o y .  t t

Gaba l ,  D t .  5 :22  The  peop le  a re  a l so  re fe r red  t o  as  an
assenb l y  (Heb .  -  gaha l ) .

Qobe le tb  r reohe le th '  i s  t he  one  who  ca l l s  an  assenb ly .
The Greek word r rek les ia i l  comes f rom
rrQoheleth.  r r

Eda,  Num. rz2 The word r redat f  is  used when referr ing to  the
congregat ion as a church or  re l ig ious body.

Tbe Twe1ve Tribes

trArnphictyony,, is the Greek rvord for the
useage of  twelve in  cyc les.

Gen .  22 :20 -24  Twe lve  i s  an  impor tan t  nunber  i n  B ib l i ca l
organizat ion.  I \ rse lve ch i ldren are ment ioned
here.  These nay be twelve Aramean t r ibes.

Gen.  2522 Abraham had s ix  sons by h is  concubines (s ix
i s  I / 2  o f  twe l ve . )

Gen.  25:L6 Twelve pr inces came f rom fshmael .

Gen.  35:10 There were th i r teen sons f rom Esau.  Arn i lech
rs a son of  a  concubine and became a separate
nat ion la ter  on,  The remain ing tweLve do not
become separate nat ions.

F i rs t  is  the nat ion and second is  the t r ibe.



Deut  33

2Chr 6

7

Josh 7

Two terns are used for tt tr iberr: t tshebetrl

refers to the sceptre; rrMattehrr (=branch)
refers to  the geneologica l  s ide '

4-6 i lshebetr t  is  used because i t  is  re ferr ing to
government or rule-

7I -72 ' rMat teh i l  is  usbd here.

Within the twelve tr ibes were 57 different
c lans or  fan i l ies.

Then the clan is broken into the rrfatherrs

houseft or household.

Then it is broken into the rnembers of the
househo ld .

A c lan of  Judah,  a household,  and a man.

Nat ion-- t r ibe--c lan--household--nan is  the
f ive- fo ld  breakdown of  the nat ion-

L2
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Tr iba l  Et ructure 1.  Nat ion
2 .  T r i be
3 .  Ex tended  Fan i l y  ( c1an )
4 .  Fa the r rs  House  (househo ld )
5.  Males in  household were responsib le for

l eadersh ip .

Two Approaches to Clans

1.  L i fe  in  genera l ;  Hebrew mishpahah which
eguals  farn i ly  or  c lan.

2 .  E laph  =  d i v i s i on  (n r i l i t a r y
organizat ion)  .

Mishpahah Mishpahah-- r rextended fan i ly t t  or  r rc lan. r l
A1so ,  f a the r rs  househo ld .

Jud .  l - 8 :2  I ' Fam i l y . r l

E leph  E leph - -m i l i t a ry  d i v i s i on .

fSam 1O:19  Ga the r ing  toge the r  by  c lans  o r  t housands .
For  instance,  how d id the Israel i tes rn igrate
to  N .W.  Eu rope?  By  t r i bes  o r  c lans .

Num.  17  :6  r rFa the rs  I  houses .  r l

Josh  7z16 -1 ,7  "Fami l y "  o r  m ishpahah  o f  Judah .

Nas i  Nas i - - r rp r i nce , r r  one  e leva ted  to  l eade rsh ip
ro le

Exo  22228  Sha l l  no t  cu rse  t ' nas i r t  o f  you r  peop le .

Num.  1 -z4  Leaders  o f  you r  f a the r rs  house .

I3z2 A ru ler  among thern.

34 :18  P r ince  o f  eve ry  t r i be .

Marriage and tbe Passiug on of Inheritance

Luke  1 :5  zachar iah  and  E l i zabe th  o f  p r i es t r y  t r i be .

Common background preferred for mates
However ,  in-breeding is  not  good.



E x o .  6 2 2 3 Line of  Lev i  narr ies l ine of  Judah.  (Aaron
marr ies El izabeth-- ->of fspr ing become
pr i es t s .  )

Judah and Benjamin marry- -David and Saul rs
Caughter  Michal .

Samson  o f  Dan  seeks  Ph i l i s t i ne  as  w i fe - - ->h i s
parents protest .

Prohib i t ion of  seven d i f ferent  nat ions f rom
marry ing Israel i tes.  L ine drawn between
Godts covenant  PeoPle and others.

(Jubi lee system--evety I /2  century,  fami l ies
could return to  the i r  land--never  to ta l ly
Iost .  Jubi lee system hlas never  re inst i tu ted
af ter  capt iv i tY.  )

Hez ron ,  Ca leb rs  fa the r ,  (no t  t he  Ca leb  o f
la ter  prominence)  at  age 60 took a wi fe  f rom
the ealt bank tr ibes which shows certain
f lex ib i l i ty  in  the system. His  grandson
inher i ted f rom his  wi fers  east  Manasseh
inher i tance,  not  h is  grandfatherrs  t r j -be of
Judah.

God reveals to Moses the sYstern of
inher i tance i f  there are no sons.

I f  the daughters marry  in to another  t r ibe,
the inher i tance would be lost !  So in  th is
case,  Moses says the daughters must  marry
wi th in  the i r  own t r ibe.

two t rans lat ions of  h is  name:  r rSee,  a sonrr
or 'r the Eternal has looked uPon mY
a f  f l i c t i on . t l

Involved in  pol i t ick ing wi th in  harem--st icks
up for his rnother Leah. Gives her mandrakes
for  favor  of  h is  fa ther .  Resul ts  in
I ssachar t s  b i r t h .

Reuben wanted to make sure Bilhahts status
d idn t t  ra i se  above  Leahrs ,  a f te r  Rache l r s
death,  so he s leeps v i th  Bi lhah to  br ing her
down.

I S a m  1 8

J u d .  1 4

Deut

IChr

Num.  27

Reuben

Gen .  29
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The Caleb ment ioned here is  not  the Caleb of
h is tor ica l  fame.  The Caleb of  the Exodus is
men t ioned  i n  ICh ron ic les  4 :L5 .

Reuben is the f irstborn but is unable to
contro l  h is  other  brothers.  Reuben should
have been the leader  and protected Joseph.

29 Reuben in tended to return to  the p i t  and
rescue h is  brother ,  but  they had a l ready so ld
h im .

37

3 -4

Reuben had a very ernotional nature.

Reuben had dignity and power, but was
uns tab le .

Reubenrs  descendan ts  were  i nvo l ved  i n  Ko rah rs
rebel l ion.  Reuben desi red more of  a
leadership ro le .  (He lost  h is  r ights  to  the
f i rs tborn 's  i -nher i tance and leadeish ip ro le
as a resul t  o f  h is  5 leeping wi th  Jacob- 's
concub ine .  )

46 ,500  men  i n  Reuben .

43,7 30 rnen in  Reuben.  Thei r  numbers were
reduced probably  due to  war  and rebeLl ion.

Reuben would a lways have a fu ture f i l1ed wi th
warfare.  Reuben set t led on the east  bank of
the Jordan and was thus more exposed to
conf l ic t  and surrounding nat ions.  This  a lso
tended to separate them frorn the rest of
f s rae l .

Reuben, Gad and Manasseh were instructed to
help the rest of fsrael conquer Canaan even
though they dwel t  in  Trans-Jorda.  Af terward,
they erected a landmark to show their
par t ic ipat ion in  help ing the t r ibes west  o f
the Jordan to conqluer the land.

The erection of this monument was seen by the
res t  o f  I s rae l  as  an  i do la t rous  ac t .

2T
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Jug .20 :8

Jug .  5 :  15 -15

fChr  5 : ] -9 -22

IChr  5

Simeon

J o s h  1 9

Gen .  42

Gen .34

G e n .  4 2
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They,  in  fact ,  erected i t  as a wi tness o l
tr ibal unity and the fact that theY
worshipped YHWH.

Reuben was g iven a c i ty  o f  re fuge.

Reuben was cr i t ic ized for  not  get t ing
involved in  the bat t les of  Deborah.  Thei r
res id ing in  the iso lat ion of  the Trans-
Jordan,  away f rom the rest  o f  Israel ,  gave
thern the sense of being a separate entity
f rom the rest  o f  the t r ibes.

They  ca l l ed  fo r  God ts  he lp  and  rece i ved  i t .

I n  745 -727  B .C .  Reuben  was  taken  cap t i ve  by
Tig lath-Pi l leser  because of  the i r  vu lnerable
posi t ion in  the Trans-Jordan.  They were the
f i rs t  to  be invaded.

The 10 ]ost  t r ibes are accounted for  by
Joseph having a double por t ion.  Judah,
Benjamin and Levi  were not  1ost .  But ,  S imeon
is  never  ment ioned as a t r ibe la ter  in
I s rae l ' s  h i s to ry .  Th i s  wou ld  l eave  on l y  n ine
lost  t r ibes i f  s imeon were not  a  par t  o f
f s rae l .  However ,  S imeon  was  i n  I s rae l .

S imeon was surrounded by Judah and inher i ted
wi th Judah.  How ! /ere they par t  o f  the lost
10 t r ibes then? I t  seems that  they le f t
Judah and resett led in the Northern Kingdom.
Ezra and Neherniah never rnention any tr ibes
other  than Benjamin,  Judah and Levi  as
rese t t l i ng  the  1and .

Simeonrs name is  s i rn i lar  to  the name of  the
of fspr ing of  a  hyena crossed wi th  a wol f .
Such an animal  would be very dangerous.

Joseph s ing led out  S imeon.  He was probably
the r ing- leader  in  want ing to  k i l l  Joseph.

Simeon was a leader  in  the Dinah inc ident .

S imeon was very vo lat i le  and rash as was
Lev i .

S imeon was so vo lat i le  that  they were
scattered among the tr ibes as a hot spice i-s
scat tered throughout  a meal .

S imeon is  not  nent ioned.  I 'Hererr  is  probably
inc lud ing Simeon in  Judah.

25
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Jug.  1:1-3 When the land was conguered,  S imeon and Judah
took the lead.

, ' '  S imeon ts  popu la t i on  dec l i ned  f r om 59 ,300  a t
(1  the  Exodus  to  22 ,2OO a t  t he  end  o f  t he'  

wonder ing.  Many may have le f t  and migrated'  
e l sewhe re .  - . :

Num.  2526-7 ,  ! 4  The  man  w i th  the  M id ian i te  woman  was  o f
Simeon. l . lany of Sirneon could have been
k i l l ed  fo r  ac ts  o f  rebe l l i on .

rchr  4:24-43 s ineon increased rapid ly  and expanded
eastward as far  as petra.
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L2 Tr ibes

The tr ibes were gathered together in a
location that would become the city of
Shechem. It  l ies between Mount Ebal and
Mount  Ger iz im.  Ut .  Ger iz im la ter  became the
holy mountain of the Sarnaritans.

Blessings occur on i lount Gerizirn and cursings
on  Mt .  Eba l .

The tr ibes carried out the blessings and
curs ings.

The tr ibes on the mount of cursing could be
more involved in the end-tirne beast power
than the others.

Dan was guicker to get involved with paganisrn
than the other tr ibes.

Jonathan was a Levite priest, not a
Manassehi te ,  who was set -up by Dan as a pagan
priest. frManassehtr is probably an emendation
of rrMosesrr and should be rendered as rr l{osesrl
in  the text .

When Israe1 was taken captive, any people who
would have f led Israel were assini lated into
Judah wi th  no d is t inct ior  o f  t r iba l  ident i ty .
However ,  the pr iestsr  oF : r ibe of  Lev i ,  were
kept separate.

God viewed Israe1 in three categories:
Pr iests ,  Lev i tes and the rest  o f  the nat ion.

Paul had knowledge that he was of Benjamin.
That dist inction would soon fade within
Judaism.

The Levites and priests have kept their
d is t inct ion among the Jews t i I I  th is  day.

The Feasts of God were established as r i tuals
to help Israe1 keep the Law when they entered
the Iand. t 'Hagtt is the Hebrew for trfeastrr
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Judah

G e n .  3 8 2 8 - 2 9

G e n .  4 9

Gen .  42 :22

Gen .44z I8 -34

Gen .  49 :  l -O

Acts  22 :3
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which means a gathering together. The
Ievites had the responsibi l i ty to ensure the
gathering of the people and the preservation
of  the Law.

The priests kept a physical copy of the Law,
It was read to- the entire congregation every
seven years.

The Levites were given 35 cit ies throughout
Israel .  These c i t ies were points  of
instruction from which to disserninate the
Law.

The sons of Aaron were given L3 cit ies j-n and
around Jerusalem.

Prophets were usually Levites, but many were
not of Levi, however.

Judah was by far  the largest  s ing le t r ibe.
Judah means rrpraised. rr

Judah had children with Tamar from which two
branches arose:  Perez (Breach)  and Zerah.
In  the Bib le,  the focus is  on perez.  Zerah
evident ly  le f t  Is rael  and assumed leadership
in  other  lands.

The Jews have always had people in
in f luent ia l  pos i t ions of  the nat ions in  which
they were taken captive.

Scepter wil l  not depart from Judah. Judah
was not  a  k ing,  yet .

Reubenrs apology.

Judahrs in tercessor  for  Benjamin.

Chr is t  (Shi loh)  was the one to  u l t inate ly
inherit  the scepter. David inherited i t  as a
prel ininary .

Judah was used as a national term, not just
t r iba l .  I t  a lso refers  to  Benjanin and Levi
in a national sense, because they were a part
of  the nat ion of  Judah.
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Ac ts  13 :21  Sau l  re igned  fo r  40  yea rs ,  f ro rn  1048-L008
B .C .  '

David hid frorn Saul at En-gedi in the
wi lderness of  Judea.  There was a spr ing
there.  The wi lderness is  a  hot ,  dry  deser t .

Saul  t r ied to  k i I l  David in  Gibeah.  He then
fled to Ramah to see Samuel.

The Psalms g ive an account  of  David 's
exper iences.

At Ramah, SauI and his soldiers came to
capture David but cane under the inf luence of
the spir i t  and joined in vith the singing
serv ices then being held.  Saul  took h is
c lo thes of f  and sang naked for  two days.

Lsarn 2A David then f led to Nob where he ate the
shewbread.

lSam 2l -  Doeg,  Saul rs  shepherd and an Edoni te ,  v iewed
what  happened.  As a resul t ,  Saul  ordered
every pr iest  and the i r  fan i l ies to  be
s laughtered.

lSarn 21:10 David then f led to  Gath to  get  away f rorn
SauI .  Gath was a Phi l is t ine c i ty .  They knew
that David was the anointed king. They
thought that by helping David they could gain
future inf luence with hiru when he became
king.  David began to fear  for  h is  l i fe  and
f led the area by fak ing insani ty .

lSam 22 ' .2  He f led to  the cave at  Adul lan.  The poor  and
oppressed sought him there. His family was
the re  a l so .

David then took his fani ly to Moab for
protect ion.

According to tradit ion, the king of }toab
turned Davidrs parents over  to  Saul .  Saul
then k i l led then.

l{oab was the f irst country David decinated
upon gaining the throne.



Upon leaving ltoab, David f led to Hasada or
the ' rs t ronghold. t r  The prophet  Gad came and
to ld h i rn  to  leave Masada,  and he thus 1ef t .

David and h is  nen went  to  Kei lah and helped
the c i ty  defeat  the phi l is t ines.  But  Oavia
later  learned that  the Kei lah i tes hrere
planning on turn ing h iur  over  to  Saul .  The
lone surv ivor  of  Nob,  Abiathar ,  came to David
the re .

He then f led to  Haon.  Saul  was get t ing
closer to hin. Jonathan came and
strengthened hirn there.

SauI  ahnost  captured David 's  forces.  But
Saul  had to  leave the area and f ight  an
invading Phi l is t ine anny.

David then f led to En-gedi on the Dead Sea
coast and dwelt in a cave. There were
natural springs there.

was in this cave that David cut off part
Sau l  r s  robe

David then f led to l lasada and then to Carrnel.
There,  David and h is  men protect  Nabal  and
his  f locks f rom invaders.  Nabal  then turned
on David and David was going to  k i l l  h im,  but
A-b igai1,  Nabal  t  s  wi fe ,  in tervened.  Naba1
later  d ied of  a  s t roke and David took Abiqai l
as  a  w i fe

He then f led to Ziph where he chanced upon
the  fo rces  o f  Sau1 .  God  pu t  a I I  o f  Sau l r s
forces to  s leep and David and h is  nen walked
r ight  up to  Saul  and h is  genera l  and sto le
Saul rs  water  gourd and spear .

He then f led to Gath to stay. The
Phil ist ines gave hin a city fron which he
could operate. David carried out raids
against  Phi l is t ine c i t ies in  Judah f rom
there. The Phil ist ines thought he was
raiding Jewish towns. He remained there
un t i l  he  l ea rned  o f  Sau l r s  dea th .

r t
o f
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The book of  Psalms is  ca l led "Tehi l l i rn"  which
means  r rpsa l rns .o f  p ra i se .  r l

Judah means pra ise.

Take -o f f  o f  p ra i se .

Shi loh probably  refers  to  a person.  Shi loh
may be a phraseology and mean: rrHe whose
r ight  i t  is .  r l

A  re fe rence  to  Sh i l oh :  i l . . .whose  r i gh t  i t
i s . t '  The  Hebrew he re  i s  c lose  to  r r sh i l oh . "

When the kingdon spli t ,  the entire tr ibe of
Judah and any other peoples of any other
t r ibes there (speci f ica l ly  Iev i  ana nenjarn in)
became the nat ion of  Judah.  Jew,  thus,
became a national tern for anyEne ih the
nJiion of Judah regardless of g".,"ufogy.

Some, however, remembered the original tr ibe
from which they came. Anna was of Asher.

Paul  was of  Benjarn in.

PauI  ca l led h insel f  a  Jew.

Mordecai  was a Benjarn i te .

Issachar  refers  to  i lh i re . r r  f t  a lso can be
rendered trhe who brings reward. f l

Issachar increased in population during the
wi lderness wander ing.

(12L1  L l - 9L  B .C . )  The re  was  20  yea rs  o f
Canaani te  oppress ion.

Issachar helped to overthrow the Canaanite
oppress ion.

fssachar  contr ibuted a Judge to fsrael .

fssachar  ra l l ied around David.

5

3
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2Chr  3O :9 -18

Zebulun

f sa .  9 : l _

2Kgs  3 ,4  :25

Judg  5 :14

Judg  12 :1 t

G e n .  4 9 :  l - 3 - 1 5

Deu t  33 :  l _8 -19

Some from fssachar could have come to Judah
out  of  fsrael  f lee ing Assyr ian oppress ion.

Zebulun and fssachar  seems to have c losely
associated wi th  one another .  They were the
last  two sons of  Leah.  Zebulun could meanI 'dwe11ing.  r r  .

The region of Zebulun was taken captive by
Assyr ia  and was a lso an area of  fore ign
conquest .

Gath-Hepher was an area of Canaan given to
Zebu Iun .

Jonah could have been of Zebulun and could
represent the character of the tr ibe.

Zebulun played a najor role in the campaigns
of Deborah.

During the wilderness wandering they
increased in  s ize s I ight1y.

Zebu lun  p rov ided  a  Judge  (1073  L0d3  B .C . ) .

r rSt range Para l le ls i l  was a book which
speculated that the Dutch were descendants of
Zebulun.

Issachar  tended to s tay put  in  the i r  own
land. Zebulun l/as more outward looking and
engaged in trade and conmerce. The tw6,
thus,  mutual ly  benef i ted f rom one another .

Both are mentioned together in one verse.
They worked together as a unit.  The Jews
have looked at the two as a cultural rnodel
where one group would special ize in trade and
another in studies.
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The Hertz Commentary is a Jewish commentary
prepared by the off icial Rabbi of the Brit ish
Srnpire. The Jews have 54 readings to read
chroughout the year each week known as the
rrHaphtarah. rr Along with the Haphtarah
readings, there are addit ional prophetic
readings.

Gad

Gen .  30 :10 Gad rneans r r t rooptr  or  r r for tune. t t

Gad and Asher  were the sons of  Z i lpah.

Gad had 45,000 people at  the Exodus,  but  lost
population during the wandering.

Gad helped the rest of the Israel to conquer
the  1and .

Deut  33:20-21 Gad r+ouId be increased.  They would seem to
have a par t icu lar  ta lent  for  adrn in is t ra t ion
and judging.

Josh 22:1-4 Gad returned to Trans-Jordan af ter  herp ing
the  res t  o f  f s rae l .

l -chr  5 :18-22 These people were descendants of  rshrnaer .

Lchr  5:25-26 Gad was invaded by Assyr ia  under  T ig la th-
P i l ese r  ( 745  727  B .C .  )  f r om 742  734  B .C .

J o s h  4 : 1 2

2Sam 2

2chr )-2

2Sam 17

2Kgs 10

Asher

8

8

32

fshbosheth was set up as a king in Gad.

Gadites supported David.

24-29 David was received in  Gad.

Gad was conqluered by Aram in 840 B.C.

Asher  means t thappinessr t t  r r for tunater t t  or
t rb lessed.  r l

Ashe r  i nc reased  f rom 41 ,000  to  53 ,000  du r ing
the wander ing.

Asher did not drive out al l_ of the Canaanites
as they were instructed.

30Judg L



Judg 5

l-Chr 27

Epbrain

G e n .  3 5

G e n .  4 8

T 7 Asher was reluctant to real1y become involved
in the conquest of the 1and.

having a leader .

Ephrath means . f t f  ruit ful .  r l

Rachel was buried in Ephrath.

Ephrath was an older name for the Bethlehern
area. Bethlehen means rrhouse of bread. rr
rrr€hemrr is the Hebrew rvord for bread.
Bethlehem is a fruitful agricultural area
where grain is grown.

Samuel was an Ephrathite of the tr ibe of
Levi, not an Ephrairnite.

Jeroboam was an |tEphrathiter not necessari lv
an Ephrainite. Ephrain was the doninant
t r ibe in  the nor th.

Ephraim was born in Egypt. Joseph received
the f irstborn inheritance and palsed it  on to
h i s  sons .

There was confl ict between Ephrairn and other
t r i bes .

A-bdon was from Ephrain.

L6-23 Gad and Asher are not mentioned here as

1 9

7

lSam 1

l K g s  1 1 1 2 6

Gen .  41

Judg 7

Judg 12

50-52 Ephra in is  born.

Ephra i rn lost  about  lorooo nembers dur ing the
wander ing.

Joshua was from Ephrain. Ephrain played a
rnajor role in the conguest of the 1ana ana
was p laced in  the centra l  par t  o f  Israel .
Shiloh and Shechern were in their borders.

24-8:3 Ephra i rn helped Gideon to f ight .

1

1 3
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Israel  re fused to enter  the promised land and

wished theY ltere back in EgYPt '

Ko rah rs  Rebe l l i on '

Israel  was a rebel l ious PeoPle '

YHWHcommanded l s rae l t owea rapa r t i cu l a r
type of garment to help them rernember who

iitlv or"16. such was piobably commandeo

U""i,-,=" of thei-r rebell ious nature'

They were commanded to wear special garments

to iernind them who theY were '

The Holy  Spi r i t  sets  Chr is t ians apar t '  not

tassel -s  on oners garments '

s ince  God  i s  se t  apa r t  (ho l y )  H is  peop le  were

to be set  aPar t .

The same pr inc ip le  appl ies to  Chr is t  j -ans '

Pagan re l ig ious cu l ts  marked the i r  bodies in

some manner  as par t  o f  the i - r  r i tua l is t ic

ac t i v i tY .

Some d id se l f -nut i la t ion whi le  mourn ing '

Verse 27 is  used by the Orthoc lox Jewish

community t"auy-to- justi fy their men growing

the extr lnely i""g l i 'd"buttns and ear locks '

Th is  passage is  ind icat ive of  God not  want ing

; ; ; ; " - ; ; r i6 i -o"= r i tua ls  pract iced bv rsrael  '

The aEctr=ep}-pgical 'discoveries of Ras Shamra

" i-ugir i , t  
[" i"- iaa"a immenserv !? -Bibrical

s"noiut=hip.  The boi l ing of  a  k id  in  i ts

ro ln" t 's  n iu< was a canaani te  re l ig ious

r i tua l  accord ing to  the f ind ings '

God did not want the above ri tual included in

the Passover .

2 8

l_9

E x o .  3 4 2 2 5 - 2 6



Kosher  Foods The Phar isees took th is  to  the ext reme in
that  they prohib i ted the mix ing of  meat  and
dai ry  products .  This  Jewish pract ice is
ca l l ed  Kosher .

G e n .  1 8 : 7 - 8 This verse seems to underrnine the kosher
phi losophy.  .The Jews expla in th is  by say ing
that they ate the dairy products before
eat ing the meat .

Ephra im (con t td )

r sa .  9 :20 -21  God  fe l t  t ha t  r s rae l  shou ld  coopera te .
However, they fought one another.

God wil l  have mercy on Ephraim.

Manasseh increased in  populat ion dur ing the
wi ldeness wander ing.

One-ha1f  of  Hanasseh was in  the Trans-Jordan.

The Trans-Jordan community was carried off by
Assyr ia  ear l ier  than the rest  o f  the Tr ibe.

Je r .  3 l - : 20

Manasseh

lChr  5 1 8

2 6

L 4

l-9

l C h r  7

l C h r  1 2

Judg I

. T r r A a  o

2Chr  30

l -Chr 5

Manasseh suppor ted David.

22 -23  G ideon  was  o f  Manasseh  and  re fused  to  be  a
k ing  ove r  f s rae l .

G ideonrs  son ,  Ab i rne lech ,  was  se t -up  as  a  k ing
af ter  h is  death.  Abimelech re igned for  3
yea rs  f rom 1112- l_ l_09  B .C .

fsrael  was to  be tested for  390 years and
Judah  fo r  40  yea rs .  390  yea rs  f rom I I12  B .C .
goes  to  722  B .C .  wh ich  was  the  fa1 l  o f  f s rae l
to  Assyr ia .  Ezekie l  sa id that  fsrael  d id  not
have a r ighteous k ing for  390 years.

Par t  o f  Manasseh par took of  the passover .

The f i rs t  capi to l  o f  Israel  was T i rzah in
Manasseh .

Judah received the scepter and Joseph the
bi r thr ight .

Judah was chosen for  the scepter .  The Temple
i t se l f  was  l oca ted  i n  Ben jan in .

Prophecy of the Ternple in Benjamin.

: 2

Deut  33 L2



God leved Rachel an-d gave her chi ldren,
( J_gE.eplr and _€srnj-aIgn, treryenQous blessings .

The birthright went to Joseph. Benjamin was
the* f-ocaE-l-o-n-for the tenp_Ie. Benjamin also
had an opportunity with Saul and through a
marr iage wi th  Davidts  l ine to  be par t  o f  the
scepter
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Eze .  38  t rRosh r r  means  i l head . t t  Thus ,  i l p r i nce  o f  Rosh r t
can  mean  r rhead -  p r i nce .  r t

Benj 'min (contrd)  Benjamin was a buf fer  t r ibe between Judah and
Joseph .

Psa -  8o :1 -2  Ben jamin  and  Joseph  a re  cons ide red  as  a
branch of the nation because they v/ere
Rache l r s  on l y  two  sons .

Benjamin increased in  s ize dur ing the
wiLderness wander ing.

Judg 20 The events of  chapter  2o took p lace c .  1360
near  the beginning of  the Judges per j -od.

Judg 1-9 A Levite with a concubine came to Gibeah in
Benjamin.  The men were so s ick that  they
demanded to have sex with the party.

:22-25 The man gave them his  concubine instead and
she  was  sexua l l y  assau l ted  un t i l  she  d ied .

:29-30 He d ismembered her  and sent  her  throughout
f s rae l .  I t  was  the  mos t  dev ious  deed  I s rae l
had  seen .

J u d g  2 O : I - 2 A11  o f  f s rae l  came aga ins t  Ben jamin .

fsrael  was going to  revenge Gibeah.

Judg 3 2o-2r  The Benjami tes were famous in  war fare because
they could f ight  wi th  e i ther  hand.  Ehud
evident ly  had h is  r ight  hand imnobi l ized.

They could use the i r  le f t  hand

Benjamin was anbidext rous,  they could use
both hands.

Judg  2o :44 -48  r s rae l  des t royed  Ben jamin  and  on l y  600  were
le f t .

Benjamin bui l t  up i ts  populat ion over  the
years .

Israel  swore not  to  1et  the i r  daughters marry
any of  the 600 rnen le f t

Judg 20

lChr  ) .2

10

1 6

r-2

2 C h r  1 4 : 8

Judg 21-z I



: 6
i 8-1,2

:  1 8 - 2  1

fs rael  gr ieved.
Israel  dest royed Jabesh Gi lead because i t  d id
not  jo in  thern in  f ight ing Benjamin,  but
spared the i r  v i rg in  women and gave them to
Ben j  am in .

Benjamin received 200 addi t ional  wives by
t rcatch ingrr  women f rom a fest iva l .

The wives frorn Jabesh Gilead were probably of
Manasseh and the 200 caught from the festival
h'ere probably of Ephraim. Thus, descendants
of  Rachel  narr ied descendants of  Rachel .

Benjamin remained with Judah and David rather
than jo in ing the i r  nor thern brothers when the
k ingdom spl i t .

Saul  was a Benjami te and was chosen to be
Is rae l f s  f i r s t  phys i ca l  k i ng  because  Ben jamin
was such a small tr ibe that a king from there
would not  pose a threat  to  the other  t r ibes.

Benjamin was g iven the oppor tuni ty  to  leave
Judah  be fo re  i t  f e l l .

When  Sennacher ib  came in to  Judah  in  701  8 .C . ,
par t  o f  Benjamin was taken to  Assyr ia  and met
the  same fa te  o f  t he  res t  o f  f s rae l .  Thus ,
in  Bib le  prophecy,  to  f ind Benjamin one
should look to  the wander ings of  the lost
t r i bes  o f  f s rae l .

The Br i t ish fsrael i tes used Benjarn in to
suppor t  ant i -Sern i t ism.  They say the ear ly
Chr is t ians were of  Benjanr in ,  not  Judah.

J e r .
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Lebanon, though not a nrajor power
ment ioned many_t i rnes in  the b iUfe
a ro le  in  end- t ime events.

today ,  i s
as  p lay ing

R e v .  L 2 . . 6

O b a .  1 9

J o s h  1 7 : 1 4 - 1 8

E x o .  3 1 : l _ - 7

L e v . 2 4 : I I

Dan
G e n .  3 0 : 6

G e n .  4 9 : 1 6

: 17

Deu t  33222

Judg  5 :17

l_ch r  l _2 :35

The Church f led to the area of Armenia.
Armenia is in the news today.

Many areas not  o therwise powerfu l  wi l1  p lay a
ro le in  end- t ime events.

Benjamin wi l l  possess land in  the t rans-
Jordan area.

Some t r ibes had c i t ies in  the ter r i tory  of
other tr ibes

Ephra im and Manasseh cooperated at  f i rs t  when
enter ing the land.

There was a t r iba l  ba lance wi th in  Israel  to
keep any one t r ibe f rom gain ing contro l  o f
the ent i re  nat ion.

A I /2  Egypt ian and I /2  Dani te  was cauqht
b laspheming.

Dan means , , judgs .  t t
advocatJ -ng .

I t  has the connotat ion of

Dan wi l l  judge.  One of  the most  famous
judges.was Samson f rom Dan.  Dan ev ident ly
had  th i s  t a len t .

They t /ere very v ic ious mi l i tar i ly .

Dan l -ocated i tse l f  nor th of  the Jordan. .  f t
would a lso leave there.

They also dwelt on the coast where thev
became involved in  sh ipping.

They were involved in  Davidrs army.

Dan and Naphtal i  were the two sons of
Rachel rs  handmaid and had a specia l
re la t i onsh ip .

I



2Chr 22] -4 A Dani te  r r ras marr ied to  an outs ider  f rom
Tyre.  Thei r  son,  Huram, was very ta lented
and ass is ted Israel  in  the area.

lKgs 7 2J.3-J 4 Here,  the above woman is  sa id to  have been
frorn Naphtal i .  She could have been from the
c i ty  of  Dan,  gf  could have marr ied someone
f rom Naph ta l i . '

Naphtal i  Naphtal i  lost population during the
wander ing.

Gen .  30 :8  Naph ta l i  means  I 'w res t l i ngs . t '

Judg 426 Barak was of  Naphta l i .

lChr  1-2234 Naphta l i  was involved in  Davidrs army.

l -Kgs L5:20 Naphta l i  was exposed to invas ion because i t
was near the border. Ben-Hadad of Syria
(Ararn)  invaded Naphta l i .  The Jews conspi red
wi th Ben-Hadad against  Israel .

f sa .  9 : I -2  The  a rea  o f  I s rae l  where  Naph ta l i  was  l oca ted
was a lways in  danger .

2Kgs 15:29 Assyr ia  took Naphta l i  capt ive before the rest
o f  t he  na t i on  fe I I .

Eze.  48 The f ina l  rea l lo t rnent  o f  the t r ibes is
d i f ferent  than the or ig ina l  one.  The
chi ldren of  the wives are in  the center  and
the ch i ldren of  the concubines are on the
s ides .

Numb 1 The l ine-up of  the t r ibes of  fsrael .  They
l ined up in  groups of  farn i l ies based on the i r
mothers.

fsa.  58:8 Three t r ibes were the rear  guard as per  the
Numbers 1 arrangernent.
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2Kgs  6 :6

Textural Errors

Fa I l  o f IsraeI
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The Law was Godrs const i tu t ion wi . th  Israel - .

Israel agreed to the terms of the
const i tu t ion.

Later ,  Israel  wanted a k ing and received one.
The k ingst  l ine went  through the l ine of
Dav id .

Because of  s ins,  the k ingdom spl i t  in to  two
nat ions;  Israel  in  the nor th and Judah in  the
south.

Israel  was involved in  an a l l iance against
Judah .

Hebrew le t ters  or ig inated wi th  the paleo-
Hebrew scr ip t .  However ,  over  t ime the scr ip t
changed to resemble Aramaic script and came
to  be  ca l Ied  r r squa re . r r  I n  sguare  sc r i p t ,
many of  the le t ters  are s imi lar  and are thus
con fused .

Many t rans lat ional  d i f f icu l t ies ar ise f rom
the fact  that  some of  the le t ters  are
s i - rn i -1ar .

In  a reverence to  preserve or ig ina l  scr ip t ,
the Jews p laced marginal  notat j -ons to  be read
aloud instead of  the or ig ina l  text  that  was
fe l t  to  be in  er ror .  The marginal  note is
ca l led a t tqa3str  :  that  whj -ch is  read.  The
textura l  d i f f icu l ty  is  ca1led the t t6c;6 i5t t  :
that which is writ ten.

I n  722  t he  cap i t a l  o f  I s rae l ,  Samar i a ,  f e I I .
In  721 the depor tat ions began

Two Assyrian rulers $/ere involved in the FaII
o f .  Israel .  Shalmaneser  @V ru led unt i l  722
and  p robab ly  fe I I  Samar ia .  Sa rgon  f I  Q t .8
705  B .C . ) took  c red i t  f o r  t ak ing  the  peop le
away capt ive.

Af ter  Sargon I I ,  the next  ru ler  was
Sennache r i b  ( 705  682  B .C . ) .  He  ha r rassed
Judah.  Esarhaddon was the next  ru ler  (681
670  B .C . ) .

Assyr ia
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greatest  re l ig ious reformat ion ever  seen in
Judah. Ternple worship was henceforth
consol idated in  the Jerusalem Temp1e.

2ch r  34 :32 -34  The  covenan t  was  made  in  the  sp r ing  j us t
pr ior  to  the Passover .  Thus 622 marks the
beginning of  .covenant  renewal .

Eze.  1 :1 The 30th year  could be the renewal  o f  the
covenan t  i n  622  B .C .

Eze .  4 :6  The  40  yea rs  may  go  f rom 622  SB2 .

The key to  the decl ine of  Judah was the death
of  Jos iah who d ied at  an ear ly  age.
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As Judah became weak, factions vithin the
country  looked. to var ious nat ions for
a l l i ances .

The Masoretic text is the tradit ional Hebrew
text ,  hav ing the Q' rers  and Kth ibts .

Josiah became king at a young age and began a
re l ig ious reformat ion.

The fa1l of Judah had an inpact on the Jews
that  is  fe l t  to  th is  dav.

- - .
(Idolalrf and tbp,6abbath regulate a nationls
relatioirehip wil f  God. rhu6, after the
captivity, the Jews took great concern to not
violate the Sabbath or partake of idolatry.

The ark was not even in the Ternple at that
t ime .

The Egyptians had an al l iance with Assyria
against  the Neo-Babylonian Empire (Nineveh
had fa l len in  61-2) .

fn 6l-0 the Chaldeans pushed the Assyrians to
Haran and took the c i ty .  In  609,  the
Assyrians and Egyptians atternpted to take it
back.  The Assyr ians were f ina l ly  defeated at
Carchemish.

The Pharoah at  Jos iahts  t ine was Necho I I
(609  594 ) .  As  he  na rched  to  he lp  Assy r ia ,
he k i l led Jos iah at  Megiddo.

Part of the book of Larnentations could have
been wr i t ten as a resul t  o f  Jos iahfs  death.

Jehoahaz became king of Israel. The prophet
Jeremiah thereafter was considered dangerous
to the state. The Chaldeans respected him
more than Israel. He ruled three months.

In  608 B.C.  Jehoiak im aras made k ing by
Pharoah Neco. fn 607 Egypt nas confined to
its os/n land by Babylon.



2chr  36:9 There was a pro-Cha1dean fact ion which wanted
2Kgs 24:8 to  set  up Jehoiachin,  a  grandson of  Jos iah

r t tho was only  e ight  years o ld,  as k ing.  He
ru led about  B-LO days.  L0 years la ter ,  he
ruLed three months.  His  to ta l  ru le  was thus
three nonths and LO days.

2Kgs 24i l .  By about  Ooo ngipt  could not  exerc ise fur ther
inf luence over Judah. Judah became a
t r ibutary of  Babylon f rom 605-  602.

z2 Jehoiakim was taken captive by the
Babylonians and Judahrs enemies were sent  to
ra id  the  l and  i n  604 .  Th i s  began  a  25ZO yea r
period in which the throne of David no lonqer
contro l led Jerusalem unt i l  L9] -7.

Jehoiachin was taken pr isoner  in  597 B.C.
after rul ing only three months.

. Zedekiah was then instal led by Babylon as
k ing .  He  was  Jeho iach in rs  unc1e ,  no t  h i s
son .
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The dynasty of  Onr i  ushered in  a l ine of
rulers steeped in paganism. King Ahab and
Jezebel were the worst of this dynasty.

Ahajiah was the son of Athaliah, the daughter
of Ahab, the son of Onri.

The forty-two years l isted here is the age of
the dynasty of Onri, not the age of the king.
He was 22 when he ruled.

In  604 B.C.  the Chaldeans came against
Jehoiak im.  In  598 he was taken capt ive.

He was taken captive and carried to Babylon.

He d ied there.  Jehoich in then re igned.

Coniah is  another  name for  Jehoiachin.  No
hei r  o f  h in  shal l  ever  s i t  on the throne-
Joseph came through h is  l ine.  Mary d id not .

Ezek ie l  was  taken  cap t i ve  i n  l a te  599  B .C .
Danie l  was taken capt ive in  606-605.  Danie l
was of  the royal  l ine,  Ezekie l  o f  the
Lev i t i ca l .

Je r .  29

2Kgs  24

Eze .  L

Eze .  40

I2

4-l-0 Jereniah advised those in captivity to
cont inue on vi th their  1 ine.  In 70 vears
they would return.

The captivity was the beginning of the
D iaspora .

Jehoiachin r ras taken capt ive in  598 B.C.

D. J. I{ iseman translated the Babylonian
Chronicles which give inforaation about this
pe r iod .

On  March  16 ,  5g7  8 .C . ,  Jeho iach in  was  taken
capt ive.

30 years af ter  Jos iahrs restorat ion.

rrour captivity. t t  I t  was written while
Jehoiachin was in  capt iv i ty .  Both Ezekie l
and Jehoiachin lrere captives, thus the term

l_

1



2Kgs  24

2Kgs  25

L 7

1

I tour  capt iv i ty .  t l

Zedekiah was taken capt ive.

The Chaldeans came against  Jerusalem in the
w in te r  o f  588  B .C .

fn 561- Jehoiachin is released from captivity.

The Jews established various fasts in
conmemoration of the events in the faII of
Judah

22

3-5 fn  Ju ly  of  587 the wal ls  were broken through
and the anny retreated. They were overtaken,
however.

Zedekiah was taken capt ive.

z8-I2 From the seventh day to the tenth day of the
fi f th nonth, the city was plundered and the
Tenple and palace were destroyed. The people
were taken captive, but some were left
beh ind .

Gedaliah, a Jew, was nade a governor by the
Chaldeans over those rernaining in Judah.

Rebel l ious Jews assassinated Gedal iah in  an
atternpt to overthrow the Chaldeans.

The rebels went to Ammon to regroup and f ight
the Chaldeans.  They eventual ly  f lee f rom the
Chaldeans to  Egypt .

The  assass ina t i on  o f  Geda l i ah  i n  582  B .C .
ends  the  40  yea rs  o f  Ezek ie l  (622 -592  B .C .  )  .
Judah no longer  ex is ts  af ter  SB2.

Ezek ie l  i s  t o ld  tha t  Je rusa lem i s  f a l l i nq .
This  is  the s iege of  January 588.

Jerusalen fe1 l  dur ing a year  of  re lease.

J e r .  4 l -

Eze .  24

2Chr .  36 :21

:  31_

Zecn'  8 :  L9

t0

Je r .  52 :29 -30  The  cap t i v i t i es  occu r red  i n  587  and  i n  sB2 .
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FROM ANCIENT EGYPTIAN RECORDS . . .
PHARAOHS OF THE TIME OF THE EXODUS

by Mr. Keith Stump

In 1898, local felaheen--Egyptian peasants--drew the attention of Loret, the French
archaeologist, to a remarkable find in the Valley of the Kings.

It was an ancient tomb, carved long ago into the sandstone cliffs of the Theban hills
opposite Luxor by the Nile.

As an exci ted Loret entered the tomb, he found a corr idor,  rough and undecorated,
leading downward, deep into the hi l ls.  Fol lowing the sloping corr idor,  Loret eventual ly arr ived
at what proved to be a false burial  chamber, created by ancient archi tects to confuse tomb
robbers.

In the floor of this chamber, the archaeologist found a stairway descending into the
actual tomb chamber, a large room supported by six pillars.

The false burial  chamber had obviously fai led in i ts purpose, for the stairway had been
uncovered in ancient t imes bv tomb robbers.

As he entered the funerary chamber, Loret found a magnif icent quarzi te-sandstone
sarcophagus (stone coff in).  The sarcophagus was al l  that ancient grave-robbers had lef t  when
they plundered the chamber long ago.

Inside the sarcophagus lay a mummy, festooned and garlanded. Loret quickly read the
hieroglyphs to discover the identity of the mummy.

This was the tomb of ,Amenhotep II, a pharaoh of Egypt's Eighteenth Dynasty!

The f ind was signi f icant.  I t  was the f i rst  tomb ever opened in which a pharaoh was
found where he had been laid,  undisturbed by tomb robbers. And the burial  chamber proved
to be one of the most beautiful and impressive in the entire Valley of the Kings.

Few scholars suspected the ful l  s igni f icance of this monumental  discovery. For,  unknown
to Loret and his colleagues, the French archaeologist had entered the tomb of the Pharaoh of
the Exodus--the very king who confronted Moses more than 33 centur ies earl ier!

Needless Confusion

Much needless confusion exists regarding the histor ical  sett ing of the bibl ical  Exodus.

Most Bible scholars, ignoring or reject ing the expl ic i t  chronological  information of
I  Kings 6:1, have not properly understood the t ime scheme of the Exodus. They have placed
that great event around 1290 B.C. or somewhat later,  dur ing the reign of Ramses the Great of
Egypt 's Nineteenth Dynasty--a ful l  century and a half  later than i t  actual ly occurred! This
late date must be rejected.



A careful consideration of all biblical and extra-biblical evidence reveals that the Exodus
occurred in the middle of the l5th century B.C.--specifically, in the year 1443, during the
reign of Amenhotep II, whose tomb Loret excavated. He was the pharaoh who ruled from
Thebes in Upper Egypt when the Egyptians would not let Israel go.

This date--1443--was 430 years after the covenant with Abraham, made in the spring of
1873 B.C. (Genesis l7:1, Exodus 12:40-41, Galat ians 3:17).  And i t  was in the 480th year
before the laying of the foundation of the Temple in Solomon's fourth year (964 B.C.), as
required by I Kings 6:1. An Exodus date of 1443 also harmonizes nicely with the Amarna
Letters of ancient Egypt, which tell of "Habiru" (Hebrew) incursions into Canaan around 1400
B.C.--after the 40 years of wandering in the wilderness.

Now not ice what Egypt ian records say about this remarkable king and his dynasty.

Eighteenth Dynasty

The dynasty that enslaved Israel is known in Egypt ian history as Dynasty XVII I ,
inaugurated by Pharaoh Ahmose about 1570 B.C. Amenhotep I I--a descendant of Ahmose--was
the sixth pharaoh of this dynasty.

Moses (born in 1523) was brought up as a pr ince of this rul ing family.  The "daughter of
Pharaoh" (Exodus 2:5) who raised him would therefore be known in Egyptian history as
Hatshepsut. She was the daughter of Pharaoh Thutmose I, a son-in-law of Ahmose.

Notice that the word mose--meaning "child" or nson of---often appears as a part of royal
names of this dynasty. Ahmose, for example, means nson of Ah" (the god of light). Thutntose
means nson of Thoth' (the moon god).

The Hebrew child drawn from the Nile by Hatshepsut was called simply Mose or Moses--
for his parentage was unknown.

Amenhotep (the Greek form is Amenophis) was the son and successor of the great
empire-bui lder Thutmose I I I ,  " the Napoleon of ancient Egypt. '  Thutmose--perhaps the greatest
of the pharaohs of ancient Egypt--would therefore be the bibl ical  "pharaoh of the oppression."

In 1483 B.C.,  Moses was exi led from Egypt by this Thutmose upon the death of
Hatshepsut, Moses' foster mother and protector. Hatshepsut (Thutmose III's aunt) had
governed as regent for Thutmose III while he was a minor. But Thutmose and his aunt had
been bi t ter r ivals.  Upon the death of Hatshepsut,  Thutmose I I I -- in a fury of revenge--purged
her name and image from everything she had bui l t  throughout Egypt.

I t  was during Thutmose' long reign that Moses l ived in exi le in distant Midian, tending
the flocks of his father-in-law Jethro.

"The Lord of Glor ies"

In the lat ter part  of  1453 B.C.,  as the long-l ived Thutmose I I I  fel t  his strength fai l ing,
he named his son, Amenhotep I I ,  as his co-regent.  Their  reigns thus overlapped somewhat.



Upon the death of Thutmose in 1450, Amenhotep assumed the sole leadership of the
country.  By his side was his beaut i ful  queen Taa. Egyptologist  Sir  Fl inders Petr ie (1853-1942)
estimated that Amenhotep was about l8 years of age at the time of his accession.

Now see what the ancient records reveal about this pharaoh. Amenhotep was a worthy
son of the great Thutmose III. Physically, Amenhotep was a powerful man. Inscriptions
reveal that no one in Egypt was his equal.

To illustrate: Amenhotep had a great bow, a bow so powerful that none of his soldiers
was strong enough to use it. Only Amenhotep himself could draw it. This symbol of the
pharaoh's unparal leled strength remained at his side throughout his reign, and was buried with
him upon his death in 1425 B.C.

The fact of  his unrivaled strength goes far in i l luminat ing the character of this pharaoh
who refused to "knuckle under" to Moses'  God. Never in his l i fe had Amenhotep been
required to submit to anyone! He was accustomed to getting his own way. He was second to
none. A man of great pr ide and given to boast ing, he is referred to in ancient inscr ipt ions as
"the lord of glories."

Amenhotep's upbringing was careful ly planned by his warr ior father.  Great emphasis was
placed on athlet ic development and ski l ls of  warfare. Amenhotep was an apt pupi l .

Supremely conf ident in his strength and ski l ls as a warr ior,  the newly crowned
Amenhotep quickly set out to establ ish his renown. He personal ly led his forces in batt le.
Two campaigns to quell uprisings in Palestine occurred early in his reign. During the first
campaign, the proud Amenhotep displayed his archery skills before the people of Kadesh on
the Orontes, a key north Syrian city.

These and other of Amenhotep's personal exploi ts are chronicled in the Temple of Amon
at Karnak. We are informed that Amenhotep "was as a terrible lion" against his enemies.
Scenes of him slaying his foes are found on numerous monuments. A scarab inscription calls
him "the good god, l ion over Egypt,  lord of might,  giv ing l i fe l ike the sun."

Hard Heart

God, of course, knew of this great pr ide and stubbornness of Amenhotep. In Midian, God
warned Moses, nI am sure that the king of Egypt wi l l  not let  you go" (Exodus 3:19).  I t  would
be necessary for God to reveal Himself  and His power and authori ty to this unresi l ient
pharaoh in a series of devastating plagues.

Time and again, Amenhotep grudgingly conceded to Moses'  demands--but only temporari ly.
His pr ide and stubbornness would quickly reassert  themselves and he would change his mind--
"harden his heart," as the Bible says.

The carnal mind is indeed nenmity against God; for it is not subject to the law of God,
nor indeed can be" (Romans 8:7).  And Pharaoh Amenhotep was carnal!  From his earl iest
youth, his pr ide and glorying were in the f lesh-- in his physical  prowess, in his ski l ls of
warfare.



Stubborn Amenhotep refused to humble himself. Only the death of his firstborn son got
his full attention. With his once proud and powerful nation shattered, Pharaoh at last ordered
the Israelites out. But even then, he afterward changed his mind and pursued them to the
Red Sea.

As mentioned earlier, the Exodus occurred in 1443, 40 years after Moses' exile in 1483
(Acts 7:30). This was at the beginning of Amenhotep's lOth year (as counted from his
appointment as co-ruler in 1453).

The destruction of Amenhotep's armies in the sea at that time is indirectly reflected in
the Egyptian records. Not surprisingly, there are no further records of foreign wars following
the time of the Exodus. There is little information of any kind about Amenhotep's later
years.

"Of the remainder of his reign we know nothing," Petr ie observes. Egypt is s i lent about
its great defeat by a "foreign god." The Egyptians obviously did not wish to record their
misfortunes.

NIore Corroborat ion

The events of that momentous year are wel l -known from the bibl ical  record, and need
not be recounted in detai l  here. But a few addit ional histor ical  notes wi l l  prove of interest.

Egyptian history reveals that Amenhotep II was not himself a firstborn. Likewise,
Amenhotep's son and successor--known to history as Thutmose IV--was not Amenhotep's
firstborn. Thutmose IY was not at first designated to be his father's successor.

Histor ians do not know why Thutmose IV--a second-born son--succeeded to the throne
instead of his elder brother.  The Bible reveals the answer. Amenhotep's f i rstborn son died in
the l0th and f inal  plague on Egypt-- the death of the Egypt ian f i rstborn on the night of  the
Passover (Exodus 12:29 -30).

Also of interest f rom a bibl ical  standpoint is a wal l -paint ing dat ing from early in
Amenho.tep's reign, found in the tomb of the high-ranking off ic ial  Rekh-mi-Re in the Tombs
the Nobles at Thebes. The remarkable painting shows captive foreign laborers--including
bearded Semites--making mud br icks (compare Exodus 5).

Pharaoh's Future

Contrary to the common not ion about the Pharaoh of the Exodus, Amenhotep I I  did not
drown in the Red Sea with his army. Read careful ly Exodus l4:23-31. Ancient records reveal
that Amenhotep II's reign lasted no less than into his 26th year. (This has been corroborated
by a wine jar docket dated in his 26th year that was discovered in Egypt near the beginning
of this century.) Sixteen of those 26 years followed the Exodus.

Upon Amenhotep's death in 1425, he was interred l ike his ancestors in the Val ley of the
Kings. There he lay undisturbed unt i l  Loret 's discovery in 1898.

o f



A controversy then arose as to whether Amenhotep's mummy should be left on site or
whether it should be removed to the Egyptian Museum in Cairo. It was.finally allowed to
remain in situ, but with an armed guard to protect it.

But three years later,  in November, 1901, when the guards'backs were turned, the tomb
was rifled and the mummy was damaged by looters seeking overlooked treasures in the folds
of the cloth wrappings. Amenhotep's body--much the worse for wear--was then quickly
removed to Cairo, where it rests to this day.

His limbs, now thin and withered, were in life robust and muscular. One day, just over
a millennium from now, those limbs will regain their former vigor and Amenhotep will again
walk the earth. The Word of God wi l l  be opened to his understanding (Revelat ion 20:12).

He wi l l  be shown the error of his ways and offered the gi f t  of  God's holy spir i t - - the
power to overcome his sel f-wi l l  and obst inacy--by a merci ful  God who holds no grudge aga. inst
him for his past rebellions!

Yes, one day Amenhotep and Moses wi l l  have the opportunity to again stand face to
face--as fr iends and brothers in the Familv of God. r



TEE CSRONOLOGICAL RECORD

The fol lowing chart records a tentative l ist of the dates
f rom the creat ion of  Adam. The conmon mode of  reckoning (8.c .
and A.D.)  are used and in  addi t ion,  the years f rom the creat ion
of  Adam are labeled A.M.  creat ion week apparentry  occurred in
the autumn of  398i  B.c .  The f i rs t  year  f rom creal ion therefore
extends f rom the autumn of  3981 B.c.  to  the autumn of  39Bo B.c.
To s inpr i fy  mat ters ,  w€ rn ight  des ignate 3980 B.c.  as the f i rs t
year after creation, remembering that i t  commenced the previous
autumn (Tishri r-) .

Adam created

Adam 130 ,  Se th ' bego t t en  (Gen .  5 :3 )

Se th  105 ,  Enos  bego t ten  (Gen .  5 :6 )

Enos  90 ,  Kenan  bego t ten  (Gen .  5 :9 )

Kenan  70 ,  Maha la lee l  bego t ten  (Gen .  5 :1_2 )

Maha la lee l  65 ,  Ja red  bego t ten  (Gen .  5 :L5 )

Jared l-62 , Enoch begotten (Gen. 5 : J-8 )

Enos  55 ,  Me thuse lah  bego t ten  (Gen .  5 :21 )

Methuselah L87,  Lamech begot ten (Gen.  5225)

Lamech J-82,  Noah begot ten (Gen.  5:28)

F lood  dec reed  (Gen .  5 :3 )

Noah  500 ,  Japhe th  bego t ten  (Gen .  Sz32)

Shem begotten (Gen. 1J- : 1-0 )

Noahrs  600 th  yea r .  *The  F lood  beg ins .

Noah rs  6o1s t  yea r ,  F l ood  t e rm ina ted  (Gen .  8 :13 )

Shem 100 ,  A rphaxad  bego t ten  (Gen .  11 :10 )

Arphaxad  35 ,  Se lah  bego t ten  (Gen .  1_1_ :12 )

Se lah  30 ,  Ebe r  bego t t en . (Gen .  LL :14 )

Ebe r  34 ,  Pe leg  bego t t en  (Gen .  1 t - : 16 )

A . U .  B . C .

0  3 9 8 1

1 3 0  3 8 5 1

2 3 5  3 7  4 7

3 2 5  3 6 5 6

3 9 5  3 5 8 6

4 6 0  3 5 2 L

6 2 2  3 3 5 9

6 8 7  3 2 9 4

8 7  4  3  t - 0 7

1 0 5 6 .  2 9 2 5

L 5 3 5  2 4 4 5

1 5 5 6  2 4 2 5

1 5 5 9  2 4 2 3

1 6 5 6  2 3 2 5

1657 2324

1 5 5 9  2 3 2 2

1 6 9 4  2 2 8 7

1 , 7  2 4  2 2 5 7

1 7 5 8  2 2 2 3

*Ac tua l  yea r  o f  F l ood  i s  1656 ,  t ha t  i s  2326 -2324?
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fn the days of Eber the earth was divided among the sons of Noah
(Gen .  10  225 )  .

Pe leg  30 ,  Reu  bego t ten  (Gen .  11 :18 )

Reu 32 ,  Serug begot ten (Gen.  11- :  2  0 )

Serug 30,  Nahor  begot ten (Gen.  : . I :22)

Nahor  29 ,  Te rah  bego t ten  (Gen .  LJ " :24 )

Te rah  70 ,  Haran  bego t ten  (Gen .  1L :26 )

Abraharn born when Terah is l-30 (Gen. LLz32i
cen. L2z4) Year l- of, Abram is 2OL6-2OL5

Sarah  bo rn  (Gen .  17 :17 )

Terah d ies at  2O5,  Abraharn is  75 (Gen.  l -1-z32;
Gen .  1 -2  z  4 ;  Ac ts  7  :2  ,  4  )

Abraharnic Covenant (age 99)

Abraham L00 ,  I saac  bo rn  (Gen .  21 :5 )

I saac  50 ,  Esau  and  Jacob  bo rn  (Gen .  25226)

Abraham d ies  (Gen .  25 :7 -8 )

Joseph  bo rn  (Gen  41 ,246 ,  53 -54 i  4526 ,  11 ;  4728 -9 )

Joseph becomes assistant ruler of Egypt

Joseph sends for Jacob

Joseph d ies

Aa ron  bo rn  (Ex  7 :7 )

Moses  bo rn  (Ex  6 :L6 -2O;  727 )

The  Exodus ,  t he  Law g i ven  (Ex  L2 :4L i  Ga I  3 :15 -17 )

Year  40  o f  t he  Exodus  (Deu t  1 :3 )

Year  # f  i n  Canaan  (Josh  4 :19 )

A . M .  B .  C .

1788 2 ] -93

1 8 2 0  2 I 6 L

l_850 2I3]-

t 8 7 9  2 L O 2

1949 2032

. 2009
2019

2084

2  108

I972

1-962

L897

1 8 7 3

2 I O 9  L 8 7 2

2 ] - 6 9  1 8 1 2

1 7  9 7

2260 1 ,7  21

2 2 9 0  1 6 9 1

2299 L682

2 3 7 0  1 6 1 1

2 4 5 5  1  5 2 6

2458 t523

2 5 3 8  1 4 4 3

2578 Beg ins
L 4 0 4

2 5 7 9  1 4 0 3

From here to the giving of the Law, the chronology is not
consecutive. Therefore, God sums up the period by reckoning
430  yea rs  f rom th i s  da te  ( sp r ing  1 -873  B .C . )  t o  t he  Exodus .
Ga I .  3z I7  i  Ex .  L2 :40 -4L .
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PERIOD OF JUDGES

the period of the Judges, there is no consecut ive chronology.
sum is  there fore  covered in  I  K ings  6 :L  as  the  480th  year .

Canaan conguered (spring to spring reckoning)

Joshua  d ies  (1LO yea rs  o1d ,  Josh .  24229)

Elders judge Israel  22 years

Chushanrishathaim or Mesopotarnia Oppression
(8  yea rs ,  Judg .  3 :8 )

O thne i l  j udges  (40  yea rs ,  Judg .  3 :L1 )

Eg lon  o f  Moab  Oppress ion  (18  yea rs ,  Judg .  3 :14 )

Ehud  judges  (80  yea rs ,  Judg .  3 :30 )

Shamgar  ( Judg .  3 :31 )

Jabin and Canaani te  Oppress ion (20 years,
Judg .  422 ,  3 )

Deborah  j udges  (40  yea rs ,  Judg .  5 :3L )

M id ian i te  Oppress ion  (7  yea rs ,  Judg .  6 :1 )

G ideon  o f  Manasseh  judges  (40  yea rs ,  Judg .  8 :28 )

Ph i l i s t i ne  Oppress ion  (40  yea rs ,  Judg .  13 :1 )

CoNTEUPORARy, LOCAL EVENTS

EI i  l i ved  98  yea rs  ( I  Sam 4 :1 -5 )
Judged  40  yea rs  ( I  San  4 :L8 )

Samue l  bo rn  ( j udged  I s rae l  a l l  h i s  l i f e ,  I  Sam 7 :

Samuel dies

Sarnson'  judges (20 years dur ing Phi l is t ine
Opp ress ion ,  Judg .  L5 r2O,  16 :31 )

Ab ime lech  re igned  (3  yea rs ,  Judg .  9222)

To Ia ,  o f  I s sacha r  ( 23  yea rs ,  Judg .  L0 :2 )

B .  C .

L 4 0 3  t 3 9 7

I379

1379 L357

1357

L349

1 3  0 9

t29 r

L2IL

t19  t_

1 1 5 1

L l . 4 4

1 1 0 4

L1-82
t]-52

l s )

1 0 8 4

1 1 1 2

1 L 0 9

1 ,349

13  09

r29 t

1,2LT

l -19 t_

1 1 5 1

L I 4 4

1 1 0  4

l_0  64

B .  C .

1 0 8  4
L L 1 2

1 1 0  6

1 0  1 0

L 0  6 4

1 1 0 9

1 0 8  6
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Ja i r ,  G i l ead i t e  ( 22  yea rs ,  Judg .  10 :3 )

Ammoni te Oppress ion (18 years,  Judg.  3-0:8)

Bedan  ( f  Sam.  12 :  LL )

Jephthah,  Ephra i rn i te  (6 years,  Judg.  3-2: .7)

Ibzan,  Beth lehern i te  (7 years ,  Judg.  12 :  9  )

E1on ,  Zebu lon i te  (10  yea rs ,  Judg .  12 :1L )

Abdon ( 8 years, Judg. 1"2 : 14 )

KINGS OF TAE IINITED KINGDOIT{

1 0 8  6

1 1 0 4

L08  6

108  0

1073

l_063

I

A .  M .

( A c t s  1 3 : 2 1 )  2 9 3 4

2 9 4 4

297  4

3  0 l -3

3  014

3  0L7

3024

l _ 0 6 4

l_08 6

L 0 8  6

1 0 8  0

L O 7 3

1 0 6 3

1 0 5 5

B .  C .

1 0 4  8

L 0 3  8

1 0  0 8

9 6 9

9 6 8

9 6 4

957

(Autumn to autumn)

Saul rs  f i rs t  year  - -  re igned 40 years

Dav id  bo rn  ( I I  Sam.  5 :4 )

Davidts  f i rs t  year  - -  re igned 40 years
( f I  Sam.  5?4 ;  I  K i - ngs  2 :10 -11 )

Dav id t s  40 th  yea r

Solomonrs f i rs t  year  - -  re igned 40 years
( I  K ings 2z1-2)

Solomonrs four th year ,  Temple begun
( I  K ings  6 :L ,  480 th  yea r  a f te r  t he  Exodus )

So lomonrs  LL th  yea r  ( I  K i ngs  6 :38 )

The Ternple f inished after 6\ years. Construction commenced
in spring of the 4th year, and ended in the 8th nonth
(autunn)  near  the beqj -nnincr  o f  Solomonrs l - l - th  year ,  958 B.C.

So lomonrs  40 th  yea r 3  053 9 2 9
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KTNGS OF DIVIDED KTNGDOU

JUDAE

Kincr

Rehoboam

Abi jan

Asa

Jehosaphat

Jehoram

Ahaziah

Athaliah

Joash

Reiqned

17 yrs

yrs

yrs

yrs

yrs

yr

yrs

40  y rs

Nadab

Baasha

Elah

Zinr i

omri

Ahab

Ahaziah

Joram

Jehu

Jehoahaz

yrs

yrs

yrs

days

yrs .

yrs

Reigned
B .  C .

928-9Lr

9 2 8 - 9 0 6

9  1 L - 9  0 8

9  0 8 - 8  6 7

9 0 7  - 9 0 5

9 0 6 - 8 8 2

8 8 3 - 8 8 1

8 8 1

8 8 2 - 8 7 0

8 7 1 - 8 5 1

8 7 0 - 8 4 5

8 5 1  - 8 4 0

8 5 1 - 8 5 0

8 5 0 - 8  3  9

8 4 0

8 3 9 - 8 3 3

8 3 9 - 8 1 1

833'-7 9 4

8L2-795

ISRAEIJ

Kincr Reigned

Jeroboam 22  y rs

3

4 L

2

24

2

7

I2

22

25

8

t

6

2 yrs

L2 yrs

28  y rs

L7 yrs
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TSRAEL

Kinq Re igned

JUDAII

King

Arnaziah

Uzzian.

Jotham

Ahaz

Hezekiah

Manasseh

Amon

Josiah

Jehoahaz

Jehoiak im

Jehoiachin

Zedekiah

FaI I  o f  Judah

Reiqned

29 yrs

52 yrs

L6 yrs

1-6 yrs

29  y rs

55 yrs

2 yrs

31-  yrs

3  mo .

11 yrs

3  mo .

1-L yrs

Joash

Jeroboam If

Zechar iah

ShaIIum

Menahem

Pekahiah

Pekah

Hoshea

Fa I l  o f  I s rae l

(poss ib ly  inc ludes
the years of the
rrusurpersrr  )

L6 yrs

41  y rs

6  m o .

L  m o .

L0 y rs

2 yrs

20 y rs

9 yrs

Reiqned
B .  C .

7 9 7  - 7 8 L

7  9 5 - 7  6 4
7  9 2 - 7  5 L

7 8 7 - 7 3 5

7  5 0 - 7  4 9

7 4 9

7  4 9 - 7  3 9

7 3 8 - 7 3 6

7 3 6 - 7 3 0

7  4 9 - 7  3 3

7  3 2 - 7  1 6

7 3 1 - 7 2 2

7  1 5 - 6 8  6

7 1 8

697 -642

6 4 2 - 6 4 0

6 4  0 - 6 0 9

6 0 9

6 0 8 - 5 9 7

597

597 -587

587

582Assass ina t i on  o f  Geda l i ah  ( Je r .  41 )
(Judah,  in  ef fect ,  d isappears as a
pol i t ica l  ent i ty)

(p robab le  da te )
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1. Jerusalern

2 .  Beth lehem

3 .  G a t h

4 .  E k r o n

5.  T imnah

6.  Beth-Shemesh

7 .  Z o r a h

8 .  A i j a l o n

9.  K i r ia th -Jear in

L 0 .  G i b e o n

L L .  G i b e a h

1 2 .  R a m a h

l - 3 .  M i z p a h

14..  Bethel

1 5 .  J e r i c h o

1 6 .  G i l g a l

L 7 .  S h i l o h

1 8 .  S h e c h e m

1,9 .  Joppa

2 0 .  G e z e r

MAP OF AIICIENT ISRAEL

2L. Ashdod

22 .  Ashke lon

23 .  Gaza

24 .  Lach ish

25.  Hebron

26 .  Beer -Sheba

' 
27. Rabbath Ammon

28 .  Jabesh -G i lead

.  29.  Dan

30 .  Ty re

3L .  Hazo r

32.  Chinnereth

33 .  Acco

34 .  M t .  Tabo r

35 .  Jez ree l

36 .  Meg iddo

37 .  Samar i a

38 .  T i r zah

39 .  Tekoa

40 .  Nebo
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THE HOME OF ABRAHAM

By K. J. Stavrinides

Students of the Bible know that Abraham was from the city of (Jr, now clearly located
in Lower Mesopotamia.

What is not often realized is that the location of Abraham's city of origin was not
known until the 20th century.

Between 1922 and 1934, the British archaeologist Sir Leonard Woolley excavated Tell al
Maqayyar (Mound of Pitch), as it was known to the inhabitants (a place repeatedly ravaged by
treasure hunters), with a serious intention of discovering the civilization that lay beneath the
mound.

Sir Leonard soon realized that he was excavating the site of the biblical home of the
father of the Hebrew nation.

The result of his long arduous work was the removal of the biblical patriarch's birthplace
from the list of unknown locations and its placement, for the first time in history, on the
map of Sumer by the Persian Gulf.

Some critics questioned the accuracy of Sir Leonard's conclusion that the southern Ur
was the home of Abraham. As Genesis 24:4-10 mentions Haran in the north as Abraham's
ncountry" and 'land of his kindred,' they preferred to seek a northwestern location for Ur.

The reference to Haran as Abraham's "countryn and 'land of his kindred," however, is
not a strong objection to Sir Leonard Woolley's discovery. Given either location for Ur, it
would have been natural for ABraham to visit Haran, as long as his kindred were there.

In favor of the southern location, it can be shown that the archaeological evidence from
Sir Leonard's excavation indicates a high culture in the southern Ur, with laws that fully
account for Abraham's behavior with respect to legal inheritance, burial customs and general
conduct.

The First "Archaeologists"

The river civilizations first came to the attention of Western scholars in the lTth
century. In 1625, Italian nobleman and explorer Pietro della Valle returned from a visit to
Mesopotamia, bringing with him tablets written in an unknown script that needed deciphering.

Neither this first explorer nor many who came after him--from Denmark (1761), France
(1845) and Britain (1854)--understood scientific excavation. The expeditions conducted during
these three centuries were no more than searches for museum pieces that would attract the
attention of visitors.

More often than not, the "excavations" that were carried out by these groups did serious
and permanent damage to valuable relics that had been safely buried for millennia.

I



The Early Culture of Ur

The whole area encompassed by the Tigris and Euphrates rivers, which is now known by
the Greek name Mesopotamia ("land between the rivers'j, became a focal point for
archaeologists only during the end of the lgth century anA at the beginning of the 20th.

Excavations at the lower part of the city revealed flint implements and a mud-hut
culture that Sir Leonard woolley placed in pre-Flood times.

The implements and the dwellings revealed a community whose mainstay was farming and
husbandry. Fishing was also an essential part of life (the coastline was closer to the city at
that time than it is today). Since the loom, too, was already in use, the inhabitants were not
necessarily dressed in skins. At the same time, they were not what we might term a civilized
society. The Sumerians moved into Ur at a later time with an advanced culture. They were
skilled in the use of metals, and surviving records show that they excelled in the art of
writing.

The invading Sumerian tribes captured IJr, along with surrounding areas, rebuilt it with
burnt brick and constructed a wall around it. The archaeological finds lrom this period
include the wheel, and the examination of the pottery reveali that the potter's arr, even at
that time, included the use of the wheel.

Like their predecessors, the Sumerians were farmers, but they also conducted trade with
other peoples as far east as the Indus valley and as far west as Egypt.

By far the most important discovery at Ur was the vast number of written documents.
The Sumerian language is the oldest known to us with surviving records.

No similarity has yet been established between this language and any other in the world.
It is a known language, however, and has been classified among the agglutinative languages.

The Sumerian language was such an established feature of culture at Ur that even afterthe city declined--with the rise of Babylon--this language continued to be the means of
expression for arts and letters.

A modern parallel is the literary role of Latin in European culture. Latin was so
established in Europe that, as late as the l6th century, literature was written exclusively inLatin, even though countries used their own ranguages in daily life.-

Scribes in Sumeria were specialists who had devoted much time and effort to the art ofwriting. The Sumerian name for scribe (rupshar) meant none who writes on tablets.n

The City Plan

Sir Leonard woolley was able to draw up a plan of the city, incorporating details thathad come to light during the excavation. The city of the patriaichal times had narrow,
winding, unpaved streets. Its houses were slightly raised off tn. ground, p"rhup, * 

"practical precaution against inundations from the-river. Its temples and shrines were inprominent places.



There was, of course, a cemetery, which has yielded most of the information we have
today about Sumerian culture, and the whole city was surrounded by walls.

The architecture of houses and other buildings is impressive, given their historical setting
of four millennia ago along with the desert conditions and the total lack of stone for building
purposes. The lower part of the houses was constructed with burnt brick, which provided
strength. The upper part of the houses was of ordinary (mud) brick.

The Sumerians were artistic enough to realize that the combination of two types of brick
was unsightly and in need of hiding. Houses, therefore, were covered with plaster and
whitewash.

Far from all expectation, the houses consisted of two levels and comprised l3 or l4
rooms carefully arranged around an open courtyard. In one corner of the courtyard were the
stairs, which led to the upper level. The rest of the courtyard led to a kitchen, reception
rooms, servants' quarters, a chapel and rooms used for storage.

The condition of these relics was not as bad as might have been expected. Some of the
ovens, for example, were soon restored and used for baking fresh bread for the archaeologists
working on the site.

The large amount of evidence that came to light from these excavations moved Sir
Leonard to make a profound statement regarding the culture in which Abraham spent his early
years:

'We must revise considerably our ideas of the Hebrew patriarch when we learn that his
earlier years were spent in such sophisticated surroundings; he was the citizen of a great city
and inherited the traditions of an ancient and highly organized civilization. The houses,
themselves, bespoke comfort and even luxury" (Ur of the Chaldees, Sir Leonard Woolley,
Pelican, 1938, page 90).

Law and Government

If Sumerian houses bespoke comfort and even luxury, the legal and governmental
structures of Ur were very advanced, even by 2Oth-century standards. The numerous clay
tablets provide us with the full text of laws and the governmental system.

At the head of the government was the "lugal" or "prince." He was a monarch--not an
absolute monarch like those of Europe, but, at the same time, not a figurehead either. He
was a powerful ruler and the ultimate authority for all appeals of the community. Under the
lugal was a cabinet of ministers of war, communications, agriculture and finance.

A vital aspect of the governmental structure was the function of the scribes. The
scribes were highly specialized in keeping records. It was their duty to kdep the calendar up
to date, to proclaim the month by each new moon and to intercalate an extra (l3th) month
whenever it became necessary. It was also the duty of the scribes to keep track of the
receipts deposited in the temple by all citizens.



Religion at Ur

Among the religious edifices that made the greatest impression on archaeologists are: I )
The ziggurat--a tower about 200 feet long, 150 feet wide and 70 feet high, 2) the temples and
shrines to various gods and 3) the Royal Cemetery.

The religious significance of these finds lies in the conclusion that the civilization of Ur
was dominated by religion. The evidence overwhelmingly supports the biblical statement that
Abraham's ancestors worshiped many gods (Joshux 24:2).

It is generally accepted that the Sumerians, who captured Ur, brought a worship of the
"high places' with them; they must have come from areas that afforded mountain habitations
for their gods. The mesopotamian area, however, afforded no such luxuries, and this natural
deficiency prompted them to build towers that would function as high places.

The ziggurat was called "Hill of Heavenn or nMountain of God'and was a standard
feature of every Mesopotamian city. The steps of the ziggurat led up to a shrine that may
have functioned as a post for the observation of the stars. The ziggurat was an impressive
structure, not unlike the Egyptian pyramids, by its sheer size.

The ziggurat at Ur was built by Ur-Nammu and stood by the main temple, which was
dedicated to Sin. Its four corners pointed to the four points of the compass, possibly as an
indication of an extensive influence in the world.

At the base of the ziggurat were temples dedicated to various deities. The main temple
was also the king's palace; he was, after all, the vice-regent of heaven. Here, in the temple,
was his cabinet of ministers and, of course, his harem. The harem has persisted through
history as a privilege of eastern kings and other potentates, the temples and the shrines speak
for themselves in all cultures and the ziggurat has developed into the minaret and church
steeple.

Excavation at the Royal Cemetery

The excavation of the Royal Cemetery has had the most profound effect on our
understanding of the religious life at Ur. Here are some brief extracts from Sir Leonard's
own description of the excavation in the Royal Cemetery:

"We found, in another part of the field, five bodies lying side by side. . . . Below them,
a layer of matting was found and tracing this along we came to another group of bodies. . . .
We found the earth side of the pit in which the women's bodies lay and could see that the
bodies of five men were on the ramp. . . .

'Following the pit along, we came upon more bones which at first startled us by being
other than human. . . . In front of the chariot lay the crushed skeletons of two asses with
the bodies of the grooms by their heads. . . . At the foot of the ramp lay six soldiers,
ordered in two ranks, with copper spears by their sides and copper helmets crushed flat on
the broken skulls. . - .



nAgainst the end wall of the stone chamber lay the bodies of nine women wearing the
gala head-dress of lapis and carnelian beads from which hung golden pendants in the form of
beech leaves, great lunate earrings of gold. . . the whole space between them and the waggons
was crowded with other dead, women and men" (ibid., pages 23-51).

It is known, now, that the custom in the city of (Jr was that a royal person had to be
accompanied to the grave by his entire staff in perpetual attendance. The king, in this case,
was accompanied by 65 men, and the queen by 25 people in all.

The order with which the dead were arranged around the royal person and the decency
evident in their dress indicated to Sir Leonard that they probably had been marched down to
the grave (perhaps in a drugged state) and their bodies arranged accordingly before the pit
was filled in and the soil was trampled down on top of them.

The clear division of the royal tombs into different levels and floors showed that the pit
was fil led in stages and with appropriate ceremonies. These ceremonies included a human
sacrifice at each level, until the top was reached.

Discoveries show the religious life of the inhabitants included magic, interpretation of
dreams, astrology and fertil ity rites. This is suggested even by jewels in the shape of ears of
corn, pomegranates and bulls.

Significant Finds

Sir Leonard's discoveries from 1922 to 1934 are an important benchmark for biblical
studies. IJr was placed firmly on the map of historical cities, and clearer light was shed on
the early life of Abraham.

Abraham emerges, on the strength of the discoveries, as a man with a background of
refined culture, an heir of a body of literature and an artistic tradition and a product of a
society that understood law and order and strong government.

The archaeological discoveries have at last provided a cultural framework that can be
valuable in developing a deeper understanding of the home, life and mission of Abraham.



EOIY TIIE FINDINGS AT I]R REIATE TO US TODAY

I The Tigris and Euphrates rivers are mentioned by
name in the opening chapters of the Bible as proceeding
from the Garden of  Eden (Genesis  2:L4) .

I Sorne of the most influential cultures in the history
of the world f lourished on the banks of these rivers:
Sumerian, Assyrian, Hitt i te, Babylonian and others.

I Suneria has begueathed its cultural legacy to the
modern world in nany ways. An example is the sexa-
gesimal systern, by which the day is divided into 24
hours, each hour into 60 minutes, each minute into
50 seconds and the c i rc le  in to 360 degrees.

I Mesopotamia, and Sumer in part icular, was the f irst
culture to establish commerical banking, to standardize
weights and measures, to make lega1 contracts and to
codify civi l  laws and statutes in writ ing.

I Sone 2Oth-century rel igious buildings had their
beginnings in Abrahamrs city, including the church
steeple and the minaret. .
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CITTES OF T"IAJOR II'IPORT.AJCE

1 .  Je rusa lem
2.  Be th lehem
3 .  Socoh
4 .  Azekah
5 .  Ga th
6 .  Ek ron
7 .  T imnah
8 .  Be ' ,h -Shemesh
9 .  Zo rah

10 .  A i j a l on
11 .  K i r i a t h - Jea r im
12 .  Lbwer  Be th .  Horon
13 .  Upper  Beth .  l ioron
14 .  G ibeon
15 .  G ibeah
15 .  Ramah
17 .  l t i  zpah
' 1  t r  P o - h o l

19 .  L i
20 .  Geba
2 I .  Je r i cho
22 .  G i19a I
? ?  c h i l a l r

24 .  Shechem
25 .  Aphek
26 .  Joppa
27 .  Geze r
28 .  Ashdod
29 .  Ashke lon
30 .  Gaza
? 1  C o r = r

32 .  Lach i sh
33 .  Ma reshah
34 .  Adu l l am
35 .  Heb ron
36 .  z i ph
37 .  A rad
? R  R a o : - Q h o h :

?  C  r n - 1 : o A  i

40 .  A roe r
41 .  D ibon
42 .  Jahaz
4 3 .  l ieshbcn
14 .  Beze r

45 .  Nebo
46. Rabbath Arnnron
47. l lahanaim
48 .  Penne l
49 .  Succo th
50.  Abel -Meholah
51 .  Jabesh -G i lead
52. Aphek
53 .  Dan
54 .  lY re
55 .  Kedesh
55 .  Hazo r
57.  Chinnereth
58 .  Acco
59.  Achz:-b
60.  1 ,1t .  Tabor
61.  Shunern
62 .  Jez ree l
63 .  I b leam
54 .  Taanach
55 .  Meg iddo
55.  Jokneam
67 .  Do r
58 .  A runa
69.  Samar ia
70 .  T i r zah
71 .  Bezek
72 .  Rehob
73 .  Be th -Shan
7 4.  Zare ' rhan
75.  l ' lo rasheth 'Gath
76 .  Tekoa
77 .  Medeba
78.  Gibbethon
79 .  G i t t a i n
80 .  Socoh

a
o
\?



'-.'.':'::'

i - \ '  :

{,--t'-..
/  

|  r .  

. . ' t i i ;

i i '; '-..i 
' ' i: i



o
cr

I

\

\

r.l
!l|

,"-'{" -
, l

I
t

t
t

,
I
a

I

I
I
a
l- a1

. -.t"7". -- - 
\- 

-. '-../; 
" 

;"-.:.\ -
l - -  -  - - - A f o

t --{ .-t
- - { - - " r s

\1,

11 - - -  -  - - - l t - . ' r - l

t'1
I

I
I,
a

I
I

I t .-co_------- I

I

fn
N

,'^t.

, ' "

\
I
I

t
I
I

t
I
I

,
I

C

I
I
t
I
l
I
I
I
I
t

"<\f-  . ' - l € it  - r  I
F a '
r o l

;
I

-- :  -

, . .  \ 9
a
I

( \ l

a
I
I
I
t
t
I
I

1
t

F
F

.o\
s
I

I
I

I
I
I

I

t
a
I
I
I
t
t

I
I

I
I
I

I
t
a

$
a
a
I
I

I
I
I
I
I
I

,
t
I

t
,
I
a
I
l

I
I

I
,

!|t\o

I
t
t
I

I

I
,
t
,
t
,

l
,
,

t
t
t

t

t

,
t

t



Reuben

Gad

lr  Manasseh

rJ {JLre' l I

Ephrairn

l" lanasseh

Benj  amin

S imeon

Zebulun

Issachar

Asher
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Joshua
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Bib l ica l  Geography

Borde rs  o f  t he  T r iba l  I nhe r i t ances

Joshua  13 : I 5 -23

Joshua  13 :2  4 -28

Joshua  13 :29 -3 I

Jos .  13 :32  l l oses
Dist r ibuted

19 :51  Joshua
Dist r ibuted

21 :1 -4 I - - c i t i e s  and
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Joshua 13
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A NEW LOOK AT AN OLD PROBLEM:

THE DATE OF THE EXODUS

Evangelicals don't always agree on everything, and the date of the exodus is a case in point.

Many dates have been proposed, but many people would affirm (with, for example, W. Fields,
Exploring Exodus [College Press, 19761; W. Smith, Old Testament History, revised edition [College
Press, 19791), that the exodus occurred about 1445 B.C. They do so primarily--though not
exclusively--on the basis of I Kings 6:1, which states that 480 years elapsed between the release of
the Israelites from Egyptian slavery and the laying of the foundations of Solomon's temple.

Others would just as strongly insist that it took place around 1290 B.C. (with, for example,
Eerdmans's Concise Bible HandbooklY'lorld Wide Publications, 19801; J. Bright, A History of Israel,
a third edition [\Yestminster, l98l]; J. P. Hyatt, Exodus [Eerdmans, 1980]; J. K. West, Introduction
to the Old Testament, second edition [Macmillan, l98l]). They do so primarily--though again not
exclusively--because of Exodus l:ll, which says the Israelite laborers built a store city called
Rameses, which was named after the famous Egyptian pharaoh Rameses II.

Still others are uncertain on the issue (with, for example, G.W. Ramsey, The Quest for the
Historical Israel [John Knox, l98l]; M. Woudstra,The Book of Joshua [Eerdmans, l98l]), ti lt ing now
toward 1445, now toward 1290. They have found it difficult to commit themselves absolutely to one
date or the other because of the complexity of the evidence as well as the powerful arguments and
ingenious explanations marshaled by both sides. The 1290 touters, for example, keep faith (so they
say) with I Kings 6:l by interpreting the 480 years as l2 generations--not of 40 years each (a more
realistic figure). And the 1445 proponents handle (as it were) the Rameses reference either by
finding the name Rameses used of lesser personages in Egyptian documents of the fifteenth century
B.C. or by declaring Exodus l:l I a later editorial updating (not a bad idea, incidentally, since Genesis
47:l l--which also refers to Rameses--is surely to be so understood).

For many years I was a contented advocate of a 1290 exodus, because the archaeological
evidence for the Israelite conquest of Canaan seemed to be consistently in favor of the later rather
than the earlier date. Recently, however, three evaluations of the available data (some old, some new)
have caused me to change my mind.

l. David Noel Freedman, a prominent Near Eastern studies specialist, has proposed that
Abraham lived much longer ago than is assumed by those who hold to the late date for the exodus.
Freedman's suggestion is based on the Ebla tablets as well as on recent excavations near the southeast
end of the Dead Sea. The new evidence implies that Sodom and Gomorrah existed in the third
mil lennium B.C. and were destroyed near the end of i t .  Since Exodus l2:40 impl ic i t ly t ies the exodus
date in with the dates of the patriarchs, pushing Abraham's life and times back in history means that
the exodus must be placed earlier as well.

2. Hans Goedicke, an eminent Egyptologist, suggests a date of 1447 B.C. for the exodus
on the basis of novel interpretations of the Great Speos Artemidos inscription from Middle Egypt and
of the effects of the volcanic eruption that destroyed the Mediterranean island of Santorini early in
the f i f teenth century B.C. (see CT, June 12, 1981,p.42).  The inscr ipt ion and the erupt ion combine
to provide evidence of an enormous tidal wave that may have been the secondary means used by Cod
to divide the waters of the Red Sea as well as to drown the Egyptians who were in pursuit.
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3. John J. Bimson has produced a new attempt to reconcile the biblical and archaeological
evidence in an important volume entitled Redating the Exodus and Conquest (Sheffield, England:
Almond Press, second edit ion l98l  [ f i rst  edi t ion 1978]).  What makes Bimson's treatment so
compelling is that he treats every Old Testament passage in any way related to the subject at hand
as well as every conceivable archaeological report or synthesis bearing on the exodus and conquest
narratives. In a brill iant excursus on the dating of bichrome ware--the single most important type
of pottery for dating the transition between the Middle Bronze age (MBA) and Late Bronze Age
(LBA)--he demonstrates that the LBA started much later than formerly thought. This in turn means
that the MBA ended (midfifteenth century B.C.) much later than was formerly believed possible.
Bimson then interprets the archaeologicallyverifibd destruction of numerous MBA cities in ialestine
as the result not of Hyksos invasion (as many scholars conjecture) but of the Israelite conquest of
Canaan under Joshua beginning about 1430 B.C.--which of course means that the exodus occurred
about 1470 8.C..  

.1
All of the above proposals are controversial to a greater or lesser degree, but the three scholars

have one thing in common: their findings all imply that the exodus took place at least 25 years earlier
than even the early-date theorists allow. Bimson, who deals with this problem head-on, says that the
480 years of I Kings 6:l is indeed a round number--but for a figure slightly larger than 480 (rather
than smaller, as the late-date theorists propose), hence is critical of the 1445 date. But he is even
more critical of the 1290 date, insisting that its advocates can produce scarcely a single biblical site
that was destroyed by burning in the Late Bronze Age.

When all is said and done, however, must evangelicals seek a consensus on this matter?

Frank Gaebelein several years ago said to me, nI don't think that one's opinion concerning the
dating of the exodus should determine his theological orthodoxy." True enough; but it is always
interesting to see which way the evidence tilts us on controversial matters such-as these.

Reviewed by Ronald Youngblood, professor of Old Testament and Hebrew at Bethel Theological
Seminary, West Campus, San Diego, California.

Christianity Today. YoL26 #58, 12, Dec. 1982.
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MRP Session V

Archaeology and the Bible

Dick Paige

PALESTINE: KNOWN BUT IvIOSTLY UNKNOWN

l Paut w. rapp )
The American School ol Oriental Reseirch, Jerusalem, Jordan .

Palestine (West Bank Jordan and Israel today) is perhaps the most excavated land
in the world. Certainly the archaeological history of no country is better known.
Since the beginning of archaeological work in Palestine at Tell el-Hesi in lE90 there
have been few periods when there were not several expeditions in the field. The most
complete survey of current archaeological work in Palestine is the 'Chronique" of the
Revue Bibliquc. The 1962 'Chronique" mentions nearly fifty sites at which archaeo-
logical discoveries were reported, mainly in 1960 and 1961. More than half these sites
have been subjected to substantial excavation.

How Much Do lVe Know?

With some knowledge of the scope of archaeological activity in Palestine visitors in
Jerusalem frequently ask Are there still new sites to dig? Are there still exciting
finds to be made in Palestine? One might go on to ask Isn't our knowledge of
biblical times fairly complete? Don't we have a picture of daily life at the time of
Jesus which can be modified only in detail by future discoveries? The confidence with
which archaeological cohclusions are frequently drawn and the long books devoted to
daily life in Palestine at the time of Jesus might suggest an affirmative answer.

My viewpoint here is that such a tiny fraction of the archaeological material has
been excavated, and such a small fraction of that satisfactorily published, that even the
most itssured archaeological conclusions must still be considered far from final. This
does not mean that all archaeological conclusions must be basically vague and noncom-
mittal. Our knowledge of Palestinian archaeology has been built step by step, from the
best hypothesis explaining evidence available at an early stage of exploration to the
best hypothesis to explain evidence currently at hand. Without the discipline of
continuous updating of hypotheses as new evidence comes to light chaos would prevail.
The nonspecialist would find it much more difficult to judge among interpretations than
is now the case. All that is stressed here is that in view of the vast amount of
unknown material, archaeologists will be forced to modify or reformulate many, if not
all, their hypotheses regarding the development of Palestine as the flood of new
evidence continues to grow. Palestinian irchaeology may be past infancy but has hardly
gotten beyond childhood.

There are some 5,000 recorded antiquities sites and monuments in Palestine and
Transjordan. Supplement No.2 to the Palestine Gazette Extraordinary No. 1375 of 2a
November, 1944 listed some 3,500 spots as coming under the provisions of the then
effective Antiquities Ordinance. Nelson Glueck has dealt with well over a thousand
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sites in Transjordan, and this study was not entirely comprehensive.r If the new sites
among the 400 in the Negeb examined by Glueck,z and other sites more recently
discovered are added, a total of approximately 5,000 sites is reached.

Even this number will be steadily, though not rapidly, increased from year to year.
This year, for example, the American School in Jerusalem has just excavated in two
cemeteries north of 'Ain Simiyeh. Neither of these had been listed as archaeological
sites, and at least three other unrecorded cemeteries have been noted in the vicinity.
The cave in the Widi ed-Diliyeh from which the Samaria Papyri were recovered and the
nearby cave inhabited in the Middle Bronze I period had not been previously noted (see
Dr. Cross' article this issue). The annual topographical studies by members of the
German Evangelical Institute usually bring to light yet unrecorded sites, and this year
was no exception.

Scientific excavations, including small soundings and clearances, have taken place
at some 150 sites, or about three in a hundred. The Westminster Historical Atlas to the
Bible (1956), plate 18, records nearly a hundred excavated sites, and the total recorded
in the oxford Bible Atlas, page 96 (to 1958), is some forty higher. of these, the

1 Nelson Glueck, 'Explorations in Eastern palestinc, fV;. Annual of the
American Schools of Oriental Research, XXI/-XXVIII,Pzrt I (1951), pp. xviii-xix. Only
about three-quarters of the sites in North Gilead were included and some sites near the
mouth of the Yarmuk had not been examined. To these sites in an area between
Amman and the Jordan River as well as a few not easily accessible on the east bank of
the Dead Sea may now be added.

til 6' l'lrc dobh rirc Tcll .!bn Khrre sir! tho lorv noud of Tcll cl.lllcqbcrch ia fmnt of ir,
ucori6cd by Ncbn Glsl sirh biblicrl tebcrh-jilcrd. Phoro by Nilpn Gluck.

2 Nelson Glueck, Rivers in the Desert (1959), p. x.
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Westminster Atlas records major excavations at 26 sites, the Oxford Atlas at fifteen.
This means that roughly one site in 200 has been the scene of major archaeological
work. To be sure, many of the sites on record would not merit extensive excavation,
but if only one in four were promising, major excavations have till now been carried
out at only two percent of the potential sites.

More or less adequate records of surface finds and extant monuments exist for the
recorded sites mentioned here, especially those in Transjordan and the Negeb studied by
Nelson Glueck. Substantial historicd conclusions may be drawn from this mass of
evidence from surface exploration, but :uguments from silence are always dangerous
when dealing with this material, even-when minor excavation has-been carried out. AL
'Araq el-Emir, for example, surface exploration failed to recover any evidence of Iron I
occupation, and yet excavation exposed impressive rennants of an lron I fort. In a
first campaign two five-meter squares were excavated to bedrock, but it was not until
the second season that any evidence of occupation in the Chalcolithic and Early Bronze
periods came to light. Even after three campaigns only a few sherds and coins
purchased from the villagen suggest that Penian and Early Hellenistic stratification, the
excavator's main concern, may yet appear in a future campaign.

As the home of Amos, Tekoa has attracted many visitors in Palestine with biblical
interests. The visitor will hardly forget the barren, rocky mound with hardly enough
dirt covering it to justify much of an excavation. Today convincing evidence of Middle
Bronze II tombs appeared. Yesterday beautiful Middle Bronze I pos from there were
offered for sale in Jerusalem. Two weeks ago I visited the site to record the tomb
from which a beautiful seventh century B.C. tomb group was taken, and while there
Architect David Voelter was able to plan an Early Roman tomb just discovered during
the building of a new house (by Ta'lmireh bedouin with money they earned from
manuscript purchases). Obviously this site is ripe for a major tomb search and
excavation project. Tekoa and 'ArAq el-Emir are just two current examples of the
wealth of material which might be awaiting the excavator at any one of 5,000 sites--of
which there may be no hint in surface exploration records. [Dr. Lapp wrote this
paragraph on September 25, 1963--Ed.l

True, one may think, but certainly the chief biblical sites and the richest and most
promising areas have already been excavated. This is true only to a small degree. A
number of important biblical sites are stil l untouched, Jabesh-gilead (Figure 6), Ramah,
and Hebron, for instance, though excavation at the last site may commence next year.
Two of the host of untouched spots with minor biblical connections may be noted in
Figure 10. Many ancient cities and villages have been disturbed only slightly by
excavations. Bethlehem, Bethel, and Bethany are among these. Especially to be
emphasized is the fact that at every site of a major excavation much more remains for
the future than has been so far unearthed. The area dug during the three current
seasons at Jerusalem added to that disturbed by almost countless past expeditions
together accounts for only a tiny fraction of the surface of historical Jerusalem. Even
Jericho, one of the most fully excavated sites in Palestine, could still keep a large
expedition busy for many years. In fact, Miss Kenyon has planned her excavations so
that substantial portions of the tell will remain available for future excavations when
archaeological methodology has been improved and new techniques and analyses
developed and refined. Only at Megiddo was there an attempt to strip a tell layer by
layer, and there the plan wu$ soon abandoned.
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There need be little fear that the constant flood of new and interesting artifacts
coming to light through excavation and appearing in antiquities shops wilt begin to ebb
in the foreseeable future. 'Flood' is hardly an exaggeration. In the past two months
on the Jordan side of Palestine, besides the Tekoa finds, the Jerusalem excavation has
turned up enough inscribed Hebrew weights to double our evidence on the subject; the
Taanach expedition has unearthed several hundred artifacts in a cult context (Figuie 7)
including a unique Astarte figurine mold, plus a Canaanite cuneiform tablet pro;iding-
the best evidence yet on writing in twelfth century B.C. Palestine; Roman tombs in
Jerusalem have produced spectacular jewelry and one of the finest collections of bone
pins known; the richest Late Bronze burials yet discovered in Palestine have been
excavated at Pella; some 35 Middle Bronze I tomb plans have been recorded at Dhahr
Murzbaneh, several with large intact tomb groups; important structures and ostraca of
the first and second century A.D. are reported from Herodiunr; important finds in a
sounding at Shiloh have led to plans for resuming major work iherl; topographical work
has led to a number of cogent new identifications of biblical and historical sites; and,
as usual, more ancient documents are appearing on the mirrket. News reports indicate
that comparable discoveries have been taking place in Israel within the same period.

A Coordinated Stretegy:

. The last paragraph might give the impression that the flood of evidence pouring in
is rathe_r spontaneous and quite uncontrolled. Such an impression is perfectly correct.
Apart from the practically complete lack of contact between archaeologists working in
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Israel and those digging in Jordan, there is practically no coordination of excavation
aims or plans between and among the separate expeditions. The Departments of
Antiquities have no schedules of the ten most crucial sites in need of excavation.
Responsible expeditions are free to select a site of their choice, and, unless there are
other claims on the site a license can usually be obtained without difficulty. [n Jordan
competent American expeditions usually seek association with the American Schools of
Oriental Research, but expeditions failing to meet its standards have little difficulty
obtaining excavation permits. Indeed, recently royal patronage has been secured for
such projects as the quest for the treasures mentioned in the Copper Scroll from
Qumran Cave 3, diving for the cities of Sodom and Gomorrah under the Dead Sea, and a
search for the.body of Moses.l*

Interested persons with an orderly frame of mind have often asked how a more
systematic proSram of excavation could be introduced, and archaeologist colleagues have
discussed coordination of the activities of the Departmens of Antiquities and the
various archaeological schools at work in Palestine. Some countries such as Turkey are
quite strict about gr:rnting permits, and the choice of sites is quite limited in terms of
the resources and plans of the expedition and the long term plans for is archaeological
sites by the Department of Antiquities. To be sure, permission to excavate in Palestine
should be based on such conditions as demonstration of a competent staff, evidence of
resources adequate to carry on an excavation in keeping with the nature of the site,
and assurance of high standard scholarly publication. Certainly no excavation should be
licensed without a carefully trained and experienced archaeologist. Beyond this is a
long range or coordinated program of excavation possible or desirable?

Underlying an answer to this question is the observation that it is impossible to
provide satisfactory solutions to most of the problems of archaeologiss concerned with
history either by excavating according to the principle of random sample or by a
calculated study of surface and literary evidence. If you were an archaeologist
interested in gathering evidence on cult practices in the Early Bronze age, you might
wish to put the names of sites at which Early Bronze sherds occur in a hat and select
three at random. Chances are good that one of the sites is covered with masses of
Byzantine and Roman debris, another is the site of a modern village, and the third is
located where there is not an adequate labor force or water supply. In any case,
excavators are not usually in a position to consider work at more than one site at a
time, and if they have funds in hand for the next season, they consider themselves
fortunate.

If, on the other hand, you studied each Early Bronze tell with care, were well
acquainted with all pertinent material excavated in Palestine and neighboring lands, and
came to the conclusion that precisely this spot on this mound is the most promising in
Palestine for recovering Early Bronze cult material, most experienced Palestinian
archaeologists would probably offer generous odds against your finding what you were
looking for. Perhaps what you seek will remain hidden a few feet from your
excavation; perhaps cult remains had been entirely razed in the later occupational
history of the telt perhaps this site had no special cult area. Even if you were to
discover clear cult remains, could these be considered a representative find or could
they represent a unique pilgrimage center or the seat of a wizard with his own ideas?

s lvar Lissner, "The Tomb of Moses Is Still Undiscovered,' BA XXI/1.3 (1963), pp.
106-  l0E.
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In this instance, as in many similar problems, there is hardly enough comparative
material to decide what could be consider typical or representative.

Under these circumstances most larger excavations in Palestine approach a mound
with a series of aims and objectives and are open to the responsibilitiei of careful
excavation and publication of whatever the pick brings up. These aims are such that
only one or a few mounds may be considered completely satisfactory for a given
expedition. An expedition digging for the first time in Jordan this summet **
interested in a large tell x,ith fairly continuous occupation in the Bronze and lron ages
and as little later debris as possible. The group wanted a site with biblical connecti;ns,
one offering possibilities of. epigraphic- finds, one-with .potentialities for several* ---
campaigns, and one which could be excavated during the summer. The last requirement
eliminated sites in the Jordan valley, and there was one tell which held out far more
promise than any other, Ta'annek. In fact, after Ta'annek the next most promising
sites were in Syria.

Many of the minor excavations in Palestine have been prompted by chance
discoveries, some by a scholarly concern with a particular problem; and 

-others 
are

salvage operations. The clearance of the lYAdi ed-Dtliyeh caves was prompred by the
discovery of the Samaria Papyri there. (This find, incidentally, provides some
justification for the Jordan government's closed-eye policy on some of the illegal
digging for antiquities by bedouin. These documents would certainly never have been
discovered by an archaeologist!) The excavation at 'ArAq el-Emir was undertaken
primarily to secure stratified remains of the fifth and fourth centuries B.C. A sounding
was undertaken at Tell er-Rumeith to gather evidence on its identification with Ramoth-
gilead and to see if it offered promise for a large excavation (Figure 8). One of the
aims of the Jerusalem excavations is to "salvage; the remains iro- open areas of
Jerusalem which are about to be covered with modern structures, and a dig is proposed
for Gibeah (Tell el-F0l) next spring to glean information from its antiquiti-es before the
proposed palace for King Hussein is built there.

What all this suggests is that it is quite unlikely under present circumstances that
any imposed program of excavation could improve upon the present flexible situation, in
which expeditions are free to select sites in terms of their intirests and qualifications
while at the same time competent groups are available to handle urgent archaeological
projects. With such vast amounts of material to be dug and such immense gaps in our
knowledge, any competent person willing to devote time toward filling in tlie'gaps
should be welcomed and encouraged by all interested in palestine's past.

The factors discussed above are important elements in the perspective with which
any reader should want to approach reports on archaeological work in palestine.
Interpretations and conclusions about excavated material ire commonly based on a tiny
fraction of the potential evidence, and the represenurtive character of this is often
impossible to determine. As archaeological methodology is refined and digging tends to
become more and more meticulous, the extent of an eiiavation will tend i-o- decrease in
proportion to the size of the staff and amount of technical equipment required. As a
result the body of material on Palestine will probably not grow at a much faster pace in
the near future than it is at present. Palestine will remain mostly unknown for many
years to come unless some modern device such as the magnetometer is perfected to the
point that a clear picture of the contents of a mound ."n be secured without the
tedious processes of excavation.
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Interpreting end Reporting

In view of the above discussion, specifying limitations in archaeological reporting
is especially crucial. In the social and physical sciences, comparable human or labor-
atory circumstances may be repeated to test a given hypothesis, but an archaeologist
cannot easily make another slice through his mound to test his hypothesis about, let us
say, an unusual Late Bronze building. An ideal final archaeological report should make
it possible for the reader to reconstruct the layers and associated structures and
artifacts as they existed before excavation, but up to now this goal has not been
approached even by the best archaeological publications. No one is in as advantageous
a position as the archaeologist himself to understand the limitations of his evidence, and
it is crucial that he report them.

The treatment of the Sacred Area in the preliminary report of the latest campaign
at Shechem (a model of prompt and detailed reporting) may prove instructive at this
point.' The chief hypothesis is that the structure under the Fortress Temple forecourt,
previously designated a palace, is now to be interpreted as a courtyard temple'like'- -

Temples I and II at Bogazk0y. From a table summarizing the history of the Sacred
Area the conclusion might be drawn that the sacred character of the courtyard phase is

{ L. E. Toombs and G. E. Wright, BASOR, No. 169 (Feb. 1963), esp.pp. 17-18; cf.
Wright, Illustrated London News, Aug. 10, 1963, pp. 204-208.
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as :rssured as that of the Fortress Temple. Such a conclusion would seem dubious, since
the Fortress Temple lies completely exposed for all to see while important parts of the
courtyard phase, not specified clearly on the plans, remain unexcavated. As is common
in a preliminary report, the hypothesis seems to be set forth in the most favorable
light. The Bogazkdy parallels are considered remarkable, but differences such as the
separation of the chief cult room from the central court are not specified. possible
objections to the hypothesis such as the lack of cult objects and installations, the
occurrence of domestic jar burials and ovens in the temple, and the presence of a
noncultic structure within the sacred temenos are not considered.

The archaeologist is constantly tempted or forced to expand theories upon a small
evidential base. He builds his hypotheses on the small excavated portion of a building
complex or installation or on tatten of buildings disturbed by later occupation. He
frequently uses arguments from silence based upon the absence of certain phenomena or
artifacts when he has excavated only a tiny fraction of a mound or merely from surface
finds. He has to describe nearly all structures without benefit of literary evidence or
epigraphic finds. Sometimes whole building complexes leave little trint of their function.

There comes to mind immediately the well-known story of the archaeologist who
related evidence of a large silt layer covering the area he was excavating to the grear
flood only to discover later on that the 'great flood" had destroyed only i small part of
his mound. Even more distressing is the way in which his original aonouncerent of
finding the flood has been perpetuated in the popular volumeJ which report
archaeological finds to the public. In digging a Middle Bronze I cemetery this past
month the first week was occupied with clearing some ten tombs in cemCteries with
evidence of some 85 tombs visible from surface exploration. On the basis of this
compar:rtively large sample we could have concluded that all the tombs were either
robbed or their contents covered with'heavy roof fall, but, happily, results of the
second week belied that conclusion.

The shaded portion of the general plan of the Taanach excavations (Figure 9)
illustrates what a small part of that tell was investigated in the 1963 campaig--n with a
comparatively large staff and labor force, and only a small part of the shadi'd areas was
actually excavated at bedrock. The other excavated areas shown on the plan are the
work of three campaigns carried out by the German scholar E. Sellin in 1902-1904.
With the less rigorous methods of digging in vogue at the beginning of this cenrury
nearly a fifth of the mound was excavated. Even these extensire olerations did not
provide sufficient evidence for Sellin's conclusions that there were no more important
structures to be found on the site and that the city had never been surrounded by a
fortification wall, for both were found in this season's excavation.

. The wall fragments in the 'Cult Area'of the Taanach plan point up the problem of
interpretation involved when only portions of buildings are preserved. The excavator
would like to be able to propose a recor$truction for the building and indicate how the
inhabitants under Jeroboam | (922-g}l B.C.) were using the building before.it wzts - -
violently destroyed in the late tenth century, possibly by Pharaoh Shishak in 918 B.C.
Important for the interpretation are the finds from the bestruction layer inside the
building (Figure 7). They include objecs of a cultic nature such as over a hundred pig
ankle bones and an Astarte figurine mold, as well as noncultic objects including many
large jars' some containing grain, over fifty large loom weights, about a dozen iron
weapons and implements; and several weights. A detailed study of comparable material
has not yet been made, but any attempt to complete the lines oi ttre *"il fr"grnunts
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along lines of what might be a similar cult structure should be undertaken with extreme
caution. In fact, to be at all convincing the attribution of the function of the building
will have to account for the noncultic as well as the cultic artifacts. [t has been
suggested that these remains provide background for the cultic and commercial activities
of an enterprising group of priess who combined the sale of grain and loom weights
with that of amulets and figurines, but this merely represents one of several
possibilities. Perhaps this was the residence of the local medium or witch and perhaps
the materials were not for sale at all but part.of a sanctuary store.
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The Late Bronze I complex at Taanach is a well-preserved series of rooms covering
a fairly large area. It illustrates the problem of interpretation facing the archaeologist
even when his evidence is left fairly undisturbed by later occupation. The complex so
far excavated consisted of six rooms and an open court with a tramped earth floor.
Five of the rooms had plastered floors and the floor of the sixth consisted of two large
slabs of soft limestone. Two of the rooms were only four by four feet. Besides the
usual masses of sherds, only a few nearly intact bowls and jugles, a broken water pipe,
three fragments of a new type of plaque Astarte figurine, and a curious stone-lined
circular pit plastered with a red clayey mortar were left by the ancient inhabitants to
offer clues as to the function of the building. Even considering the poverty of
comparative material from fifteenth century B.C. Palestine, the preliminary conclusion
that this complex served "some industrial or stomge purpose' is far from satisfying.

There is another aspect in the background of archaeological reporting which is too
delicate to attempt to illustrate but is nevertheless an important factor for the reader
of archaeological accounts to consider. It involves the pressures which commonly face
archaeologists when they write their reports--pre$urca towatd glossing over the
limitations of the evidence and the weak points in hypotheses and toward inflating the
importance of finds and maximizing interpretations. With a disappointing campaign the
morale of the expedition staff might disintegrate; patrons might be less inclined to
future generosity; colleagues might accord the expedition reduced prestige. When space
is limited, what archaeologist, having reached bedrock at the end of an exhausting
campaign, would not stress the exciting finds thirty feet down rather than that only
three square yards of bedrock were uncovered? Pressed for an immediate report or
news release at the end of a dig, it is difficult for an archaeologist to avoid piecing
together creditable hypotheses, unsubstantiated interpretations, and experienced guesses
into a'story' in which the reader frequently is at pains to distinguish a substantial
hypothesis from a guess. An archaeologist would be as foolish to deny that such
pressures exist as to claim that such pressures have had no influence on his reporting.

uqabcb (tlcrod dr Grcrr't .ljcnodrir
oI thc lorden. Pboro by Ncloa Glu:cL
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While we must content ourselves with interpretations of archaeological material
which are for the most part far from satisfying, the flood of new evidence, bringing
with it new and developing hypotheses and emerging pictures of ancient Palestine,
makes Palestinian archaeology an attractive and challenging discipline for archaeologists
and biblical scholars alike. Another writer on the scene dealing with the archaeo-
logical potential of Palestine would have used other il lustrations, but the dominating
impression could hardly be changed: Palestinian archaeology is in its childhood with a
wide open, promising future.

The Second Season at Ancient Ashdod

David Noel Freedman
Pittsburgh Theological Scminary

The second season of excavations at ancient Ashdod commenced on June 2, 1963,
after several weeks of preliminary work at the site. Full-scale operations continued for
two months, while the staff, assisted by a skeleton crew, carried on specialized
activities until termination of work at the tell in the middle of August. The Ashdod
Project is sponsored by two American institutions in cooperation with the Israeli
Department of Antiquities. Professor David N. Freedman of Pitsburgh Theological
Seminary is the Director of the Ashdod Project, while Dr. James L. Swauger of the
Carnegie Museum is the Associate Director. Dr. Moshe Dothan of the Department of
Antiquities is the Director of the Excavation.

The Philistines played a major role in the early history of Israel, and are well
known to us from the vivid stories in the books of Judges and Samuel. Nevertheless,
they remain an enigmatic and elusive people, whose perennial fascination for scholar and
layman alike is enhanced by the mystery surrounding their origins, their language and
culture, their sudden appearance on the Palestinian littoral, and their successful
domination of the country and its inhabitans. Until the present undertaking at Ashdod,
however, none of the famous cities of the Philistine Pentapolis (Ashdod, Ashkelon, Gtza,
Gath, and Ekron) had been excavated on a large scale. During the first season of
digging (1962, see BA XWI [l9631, 30-32), which was mainly of an exploratory nature,
it was possible to determine the general stratigraphy of the site, and to gain an
impression of its great size. The current campaign has provided much more extensive
and detailed information, confirming and correcting earlier views. By means of a series
of trenches, it has been possible to determine the extent of the tell, and the range of
occupied levels at Ashdod. The acropolis or upper city occupied an area of
approximately 70 dunams (a dunam is 1,000 sq. meters, roughly a quarter of an acre); it
was surrounded by a series of massive walls, varying in thickness from about eight to
thirteen feet. The lower city included several large populated areas, likewise surrounded
by thick walls. One section of the lower city has proved to be a densely populated
industrial quarter, bearing witness to the commercial importance of Ashdod in the Iron
Age. In addition a number of suburban areas outside the walls must be reckoned to the
city-state of Ashdod, making the total extent of the city several hundred dunams.
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Approximately twenty levels of occupation have been identified at various points on
the tell. The following provisional list may be given: l. Byzantine; 2. Roman (2nd to
4th century A.D.); 3. Herodian (lst century B.C. and A.D.); 4. Hellenistic (4th to 2nd
century B.C.); 5. Persian (from the second half of the 6th to the first half of the 4th
century B.c.) ;6.  -  9.  I ron I I  ( l0th to 6th century B.C.);  lo.  -  14. I ron I  ( l2th -  l l th
centur ies B.c.) ;  and 15. -  19. Late Bronze age ( l6th to l3th century B.c.) .

We may safely date the beginnings of Ashdod as a great commercial and military
center to the earliest phase of the Late Bronze age. The discovery of a few sherds of
the Early Bronze age (ca.3000 - 2100 B.C.) during the last week of digging suggesrs
that there may have been much earlier settlements at the site. Further excavation will
be required to determine the nature and extent of this occupation, however. The
discovery of a cylinder seal inscribed with Old Babylonian cuneiform signs (to be dated
in the fint half of the 2nd millennium B.C.) may bear upon the questio; of a Middle
Bronze occupation of the site (2lst to l6th century B.C.). The context in which the
seal was found sugSests rather that an ancient heirloom was brought to Ashdod in much
later times.

The founders of Ashdod in the Late Bronze age also established a seaport for the
city at Tell Mor on the Nahal Lachish (the Wady Suqreir, a perennial stream until it
was drained a few years ago, which passes close to Telt Ashdod on its way to the sea).
Thus goods could be carried by water from Ashdod to the port, and then trans-shipped
along the Mediterranean coast to the trading centers of the world. The modern city of
Ashdod, planned as the largest seaport in Israel, is rising at the same location (about 4
miles from ancient Ashdod), and will encompass three ancient sites, all of which served
as ports for the old city at different times in is history (in addition to Tell Mor, they
are Minat Isdud, the Ashdod-yam of Israelite and Assyrian times, and Nebi yunis, named
after the prophet Jonah, and dating from the same general period).

The establishment of the Ashdod complex of settlements as a great commercial and
military center may be credited to the vigorous monarchs of the tSth dynasty of Egypt
(from about 1580 to 1350 B.C.). They expelled the Hyksos ar the beginning-of ttre-i6trr
century, pursued them through Palestine and Syria, and regained possession of the
Asiatic provinces of the empire. Crucial to the success of itre Egyptian armies was
control over the great maritime highway which ran along the Palestinian coast from
Egypt, and then crossed eastward to Syria and Mesopotamia.

"Retyped for clarity"
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CHRONOLOGICAL CHART OF SIGNIFICANT EYENTS IN BIBLICAL
FROM ABRAHAM TO THE CAPTIVTTY OF JUDAH

Dick  Pa ige

HISTORY

Dates

20th century/
l9th century B.C.

Event

Abraham and Isaac

l9th cenrury B.C. Jacob

Desccnt into Egypt

EGWT

Israel's

sojourn

in the

C A N A A N

Rebel l ion
Againsr
Egyptian

Rule

Amarna
Letters
from

Canaanite
K ings

(MBA p .36)

1504
B.C.

THUTMOSE III
c. l4E2 B.C. Military Campaign

(MBA ep.32-33)

c .1450
B.C.

AMENHOTEP II

lst Military Campaign
2nd Military Campaign

(MBA p. 34)

c.  l4E3 B.C.

Moses
in

Sinai

Exodus 1443
B.C.

THUTMOSE IV

c .  l 4 l 4
B.C.

I  37t
B.C.

AMENHOTEP UI
Wildprness

1403 I Conquest
B.C.

AMENHOTEP IV
(Ikhnaton)

I 367
B.C.

TUTANKHAMUN
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EGYPT

HOREMHEB

' lz9g
B.C.

' t2E9 Military campaign .---;,
B.C.  (MBA e.37)

SETI I

tt27g

'Papyrus Anastasi I" ___+

t2t3
B.C.

Dick  Pa ige

C A N A A N

B.C.

t1275 Military campaign Battle at Kedesh
(MBA p. 3g) against Hitt ires

RAMESES II

Othniel

Monumenr of Seri  I
at Berhshean

records a victory over
Ap i ru  a t

'  Mount Yarmuta
(bibl ical  Jarmuth)
alloted to Issachar

(Joshua l9:21, 2l:29)
( M B A  e . 3 7 )

Ment ion  o f  the
'Chief-  of  Asher
opposing travel

(MBA p .  39)

l20E Military campaign ____4
(MBA p. 39)

Victory poem:
"Israel is desolate"

MERNEPTAH

t203
B.C.

c. I190 Deborah

c .  I140 Gideon

c. 1090 Jephthah &
Samson

c. 1050 Samuel
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c. 1040 - c.  1007 B.C.

ARCHAEOLOGY AND THE BIBLE

Saul - King of Israel

Dick  Pa ige

I  Samuel  9  -  3 l

c. 1007 - c. 1000 B.C. Ishbosheth - King of Israel
David - King of Judah

2Samue l  2 -4

2 Samuel  5

I  K i n g s  l 4

l-*"1
Rehoboam

c. 1000 - c. 967 B.C. David - King of Judah and Israel

late 900's
B.C.

1"."*1
Jeroboam I

.967 - c.927 B.C. Solomon - King of Judah and Israel I  K ings  I

Division of the Kingdomsc. 927 B.C.

late 900's
B.C.

c. E40 B.C. ,.nu < l-Eilr-l
I nssyria I

l 0
l l

Athal iah 2 Kings
2 K ings

Asa I  K i ngs  15

c.  850 B.C. Ahab
Mutual Alliance

and Alliance
with Tyre

Jehoshaphat  I  K ings  l6 -
I  K ings  22

early 700's
B.C.

Jehoash Amaziah 2 Kings 13
2 Kings 14

760 B.C. Jeroboam II
Mutual Altiance

and Alliance
with Tyre

Azariah/Uzziah 2 Kings
2 Kings

l 4
r5

WEALTH AND PROSPERITY

T

i-l PERroDs oF ExcEPrroNAL
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c. 745 B.C.

ISRAEL

ARCHAEOLOGY AND THE BIBLE

JUDAH

Dick Paige

2  K ings  15
Menahem 

@

Pckah

Alliance with Rezin,
King of Damascus for
athck on Judah

Assyria seizes
Israelite territory
& deports population
of Galilee and Gilead

Ahaz

734 B.C.

732 B.C.

)
L

2

Kings l5 :37
Kings t6

Kings t 5:29

72t B.c.

Hoshea

Assyria conquers Samaria
Mosr of remaining people
in Israel deported

2  K ings  l 7

714 B.C.

701 B.c.

Hezekiah

Great Passover

Inva:ion of Judah
by Assyrian King
Scnnacherib

2 Chron.  30

2  K ings  t8
2 Chron.32

Josiah

c. 525 B.C. Book of the Law
found in Temple

609 B.C. Ki[ed fighting
pharaoh Neco at
Megiddo

2 Kings 22

2 Kings 23
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2 Kings 23

Judah

Jehoahaz

609 B.C. Removed from
throne by

.Pharaoh Neco

I ruaar' a I
I Vassal of

I Egvpt I

@
I Vassal of I
I sauvlon I

Jehoiakim

609 B.C. Appointed by
Pharaoh Ncco

604 B.C. Confirured on
throne by
Ncbuchadnezzar

c.601 B.C. Rebels against
Nebuchadnezzar

2 Kings 23

2  K ings  23

2 Kings 24

Jehoiach in

59E-597 B.C. Taken into
captivity in
Babylon by
Nebuchadnezzar

2 Kings 24

Zedekiah

5E6 B.C. Jerusalem
destroyed by
Nebuchadnezzar

END OF THE NATION OF JUDAH
RESTORED BY CYR

2
2

Kings 24
Kings 25
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c. 587 B.C.

c. 597 B.C.

late 600's

ARCHAEOLOGY AND THE BIBLE

ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROFILE OF ARAD

First fortress builg gate in
northeast corner; c:Nenate

Dick Paige

Destroyed by

Destroyed by

Time period of

Destroyed by

Time period of

Destroyed by

Time period of

Destroyed by
&_

Time period of

Destroyed by

Time period of

tri:t=;ttt*t=;tt!+i*r3ttrt*t! * r* 8-r!8===#=iaL+t=!:1=L

Fortress rebuilg new
VI IRON IIc plan with casemate walls;

Archive of commander,
isr__

*-F=;;;F= =t==:t=*=r3 ===a=8==8= tl,ltgl*l1l*:*1+!*:t:::*

n.
slight differcnce from

VU IRON IIc .Level yIIf fortress
. rinilar to Kadesh-barnea

and Negev; no temple

early 600's

701 B.c.

late 700's

c. 734 B.C.

early 700's

c .  813  o r
c. t42 B.C.

mid-E00's

c.922 B.C.

mid-900's

1000's

I100's

XI IRON IIa

IRON trc No fortres

**r{**r*******+r**ra*t# **f *r**r*+r*r*+++*+*:r*** *rr*+I
Reconstruction of older
fortress on similar lines;

VIU IRON IIc temple is rebuilt, but

Rebuilding of fortres
IRON IIb with only minor changes

from fortress of Level X -

New fortres with new plan;
IRON IIb solid walls, gate in centir oi

east wall

IX

x

walls; many towen; Templc with
dtar and Holy of Holics with
stelac

XII IRON I Smdl scrtlcmenq altars; non-
Israelites (Kcnites?)

OCCUPATIONAL
GAP

NO
REMAINS

c. 2700 B.C.



3 l

MRP Session V

c .734
B.C.

mid t00's

III

ARCHAEOLOGY AND THE BIBLE

ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROFILE OF MEGIDDO

New construction in radical
new style with different

Dick Paige

Administrat ive
center of the

Destroyed by

Time period of

Destroyed by

Time period of

Time period of

Destroyed by

Sett led by

Settled by

Destroyed by

Destroyed by
Merneptah

seocraohical orientation
========= ====================- t======= 

=

Major rebuilding with construction
similar to that at Hazor;
Inset-offset xall;rvA

B.C. Large monumental constnrctioq
qrscncnt wall with triple gate

mid 900's YA/IVB conplex simita, to those ai
Hazor and Gezar; very prosperous city

Buildings poorly constructed
and modest in size; no sign of
town olanninr: UNFORTIFIED

-=================a======-==-========a3=

VIA
New, extensive public buitdings;
some fortifications; gate similar
to those in Anatolia and Aegean

c .1050
B.C.

c .  I  t 25
B.C.

VIB

\rB

c. 1000
B.C.

Buildings of poor construction;
UNFORTIFIED; Sacred area used
all durinr EB- MB and LB unused

=====================-======-= i========

Large public buildings;
rich treasure; samc population as inVIIA

r2oE
D.L .

VnB lVealthy ciry - though in dectine

VIII Large public buildings; rich
,, ,, ,, , treasures found in thc ciw
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MRP SESSION V

ARCHAEOLOGY AND THE BIBLE

Richard Paige

MEGIDDO STABLES OR STOREHOUSES?

I. The Debate Continues

The evidence rr'as puzzling. There were these long, narrow rooms--three to a
building (see illustrations). Each of the two side rooms was separated from the center
room by a row of stone pillars, rather than a wall. Holes had been cut through the
cornent of some of the stone pillars. Between the stone pillars were squared-off blocks
of stone into the top of which shallow basins had been cut (see illustration).

Two complexes of these puzzling buildings were found at Megiddo. In all, pars of
at least 14 such buildings were excavated (see reconstruction). In front of one of the
complexes was a large open space. In the center of this open space the excavators
found a structure of sun-dried mudbrick about seven feet square which had been sunk
into the ground about six feet deep, thus giving the appearance of a deep square pit.
The pit was lined with a layer of mud plaster. The pit w:rs zrs puzzling as the building
complexes.

The Megiddo excavators frankly did not know what to make of it. One warm
evening in the late 1920's the senior staff of the excavation was discussing the problem,
when one of the men came up with a startling suggestion that seemed to pull everything
together. The buildings were found in a stratum the excavators had identified as
Solomonic--the buildings were nothing less than Solomon's Stableslt

It fit. It fit beautifully. It fit perfectly. The pillared side rooms were just the
right width for horses. The side rooms--or horse stalls as they were immediately
designated--were paved with rough stones, in contrast to the fine lime plaster which
invariably covered the floor of the center room. The rough stones which paved the
floor of the horse stalls prevented the horses' hoofs from slipping--naturally. The holes
in the pillars were for tethering ropes, of course. The shallow stone basins between
the pillars were mangers or feeding troughs. And what of the pit in the courtyard?
That was probably a water tank for the horses.

It was not long before the archaeologiss were talking of cavalry horses and
officers' horses, a veterinary establishment and a harness store, a paddock and a parade
ground--all designations which ultimately found their way into the expedition's published
reports.

Not only did the archaeological evidence fit together so well, but this
interpretation of the evidence was supported by the Bible itself. In I Kings 9:15, we

f lhe sotc surviving part icipant in this discussim cmfinns that i t  took ptace, but
dectines to attor. his nane to be used.
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are told that Solomon raised a levy of conscripted labor to build Megiddo. Later in the
same chapter of Kings, we learn that Solomon built cities for his chariots and horses ( I
Kings 9:19). The next chapter tells us he had 1,400 charios and 1,200 horses which he
stabled in his chariot-towns (l Kings l0:26; see also 2 Chronicles l:14). The inference
was too much to resist. Here indeed was specific archaeological confirmation of a
Biblical text--and the physical remains, when properly interpreted, were more romantic
and breathtaking than the Biblical references would have led anyone to imagine.

Unfortunately for this theory, later excavations at Megiddo by Yigael Yadin
established to the satisfaction of almost all scholars that the stratum in which the
"stables" were found were not Solomonic at all. The "stable" stratum dates from the
ninth century, not the tenth century B.C.; the buildings were probably built by King
Ahab rather than King Solomon (see BAR, Vol.  I ,  No.3, pp. l6-17, September 1975).

This took a good deal of the romance out of the identification: 'Ahab's Stables'
simply doesn't have the same ring as 'Solomon's Stables". [sic] Moreover, it could no
longer be argued that the Bible supported the interpretation of the buildings as stables.

This led Professor James B. Prirchard of the University of Pennsylvania to reassess
the whole question--were the buildings stables after all?

In 1970, Pritchard concluded that the buildings were not, and could not be, stables.
Indeed, the excavators' own reports showed that the artifacts found in the buildings
were associated with human occupation, not animal occupation. This was, as the
excavators had recognized, something of a problem. Twenty-two bowls, l0 storage jars,



jugs, a lamp, a flask, amulets, beads, a bronze chisel, a hair pin, three spindle whorls
were found in the buildings--but nothing associated with horses. As Pritchard argues,
"When one considers the ornate fittings depicted on the reliefs of Assyrian cavalry of
the ninth century, it would be reasonable to expect something in the way of these
trappings in an area given over to the housing of horses.' But there was nothing.

All of the evidence which the excavators cited in support of their "stable"
hypothesis, Pritchard found unpersuasive: The so-called tethering holes or halterholes
were sporadic, not consistent features of the pillars. In one of the two complexes of
these buildings, out of 54 pillars, only 20 were pierced with holes in the corners. The
other complex of buildings had no such tethering holes in the pillars.r Even in columns
with holes, the holes were sometimes pierced on the'stall" side, rather than on the
center-room side of the pillar. The so-called'water tank' would not hold water, as
anyone who has seen the effect of a few heavy rains on mudbrick would know; the mud
plaster which lined the pit would have quickly dissolved if the pit had been filled with
water. lmpermeable lime plaster--used on the floor of the center rooms of the
buildings--was easily available, yet it was not used to line the 'water tank". [sic]
Finally, the rough stones in the'stalls'would have had an adverse effect on the horses
hoofs; the lime plaster of the center room would have been better. So Pritchard
argued.

lVhat of the mangers, or feeding troughs, which, as Pritchard recognized, seemed
the clearest evidence for the buildings' use as stables? Pritchard's answer was that the
depth of the'mangers' was far too shallow to serve the attributed purpose, especially
since the stone mason who chiselled out the basin could easily have made it deepen
"The stone mason had cut the block to a depth of only about one-fifth of the thickness
of the stone. It is obvious that such a shallow trough--only six inches--would scarcely
be the most practical container for grain or other food for a horse.'

Professor Pritchard made these other telling points:

--With all the information we have from the ancient Middle East, is there anything
to suggest that horses were kept in stable buildings rather than in open enclosures?
"As far as I know," says Professor Pritchard, "there is no evidence in the ancient Near
East for stables.'

--The plan of the Megiddo buildings are peculiarly impractical for use as stables,
something the excavators themselves noticed. Each building has a single entrance into
the center room only (see plan). Each of the side rooms may be entered only from a
single passageway from the center room, near the entrance to the building. This means
that the horses would have to be led into the center room and then, in single file, led
from there into the side stable rooms. The removal of the horses would be especially
difficult, for they would again have to be led single file from the side stable rooms
through the center room and out the single exit of the building. ltorse stil l, the entire

fsmtirns, but not atrays, thc ebsencc of tethcring hotce can bc exptaincd on the. '
grolrd thtt thc pitl,ar had mt becn preserved to a height st r*rich thc holc routd
sppcar. Pritchard sr€gcsts that the hotcs my have bcen used to rccurc drag ropes to
haut the hearry pit tars frm the qr€rry to thc buitdirf  si te. But the inconsistency of
thc sppcrr8rcc of the hotes is as nrch a probten for this cxptanatim as for the

swgestiar that they rcre tethering hotes.



line of horses would have to be removed in order to get at a horse at the far end of
the stable room. In short, the heavy stone imangers' between the pillars prevented the
horses from being removed between the pillars.

--Building with similar features at other sites suggested that these Megiddo
buildings were not stables. At Hazor, Yigael Yadin had found a very similai long
narrow building divided into three long rooms by two row[s] of pillais. Between the
pillars of the Hazor buildings, Yadin found evidence of shelves built of two rows of
rubble stones, analogous to the 'mangers' at Megiddo. Yadin concluded that the Hazor
building was a royal warehouse. It could not be a stable because the only entrance to
the building was in the corner (see plan). The stabling of horses in the fa, ,oo* oo
the opposite side of the door, would have been impractical, if not impossible.

Tbo Magiddo otctvrton' raconetnrction of ono of thc tteblc conplcres.

Professor Pritchard had himself found a pillared building in his own excavation at
Tell es Sa'idiyeh. It had similar shelf installations between thJ pillars, but the building
could not have been a stable as evidenced by ia size and shape. The shelf installations
must have served some domestic purpose as yet unexplained.

Professor Pritchard concluded that the Megiddo buildings were probably storehouses
or barracks for soldiers, but certainly not stables.

After Pritchard published his reassessment of the Megiddo buildings, the excavators
of Beer-Sheva, led by Professor Yohanan Aharoni of Tel .l,viv Univetsiiv, published plans
of similar buildings which they had found in the last few years at Tell Beer-Sheva (see
plan). _Zeev Herzog, the member of the Beer-Sheva excavition team responsible for that
area of the dig, wrote an article in which he concluded that the Beer-sheva.buildings; .
as well as those at Hazor, Megiddo and other sites with parallel structures, were all
storehouses. True, the Beer-Sheva buildings had three outside entrances to the srreer
which might have made it easier to use as a stable. Except for this difference,
however, the plan of the Beer-Sheva buildings was remarkably similar to those at other
sites--buildings with three long narrow rooms, divided by rows of stone pillars. The
spaces between the pillars at Beer-Sheva were filled with unhewn stones and silt. Near
the pillars, the stones were piled higher; thus a kind of compartment was created



between each set of pillars. As at the other sites, the side rooms were paved with
unhewn stones, while the center room was paved with plaster.

The similarity in plan suggested to Herzog that the buildings at all of these sites
must have had the same function. And that function must have been as storehouses.
This conclusion he based on the rich pottery finds discovered in the Beer-Sheva
buildings. The evidence of the finds is particularly striking in that almost all of the
pottery was found in the side storage rooms, rather than the center room which was
used for loading and unloading. The center rooms were almost devoid of finds--just a
few incidental sherds. By contrast, in the side rooms of one Beer-Sheva building were
found 136 intact vessels, which included bowls, cooking pots, storage jars, flasks, jugs,
juglets and a strainer. A variety of provisions such as flour, oil and wine must have
been stored in these roonu!. The variety of vessels suggests that buildings were in
constant t$e. Products were brought in, measurEd, prepared and then taken out
according to the needs of the administrative unit (civilian or military) for which they
were intended. The center room served as a passageway for the transportation of
goods. So suggess Herzog.

Herzog reconstructs the Beer-Sheva storehouses ar indicated in the illustration (See
also the illustration of the Beer-Sheva buildings). Since there was a common wall
between the several storehouse buildings (see illustration), there could be no windows in
the storehouse roonur. Herzog reasons that light for the siderooms [sic] came from
clerestory windows above the center room; that is, the windows of the building were set
in the two raised sides of the center room. The rows of pillan allowed passage of
light and air to the side rooms. Structurally, the pillars supported the roof of the low
side rooms and served to raise the ceiling of the center room.

Herzog identifies these storehouses with the Mishkenot or storehouses mentioned in
2 Chronicles 32:27-29: "Hezekiah built for himself . . . storehouses for the harvests of
corn, new wine and oil.'

However, Herzog is still bothered about some of the evidence that the Megiddo
buildings were used as stables--like the holes in the pillars and the 'mangers" between
the pillars. In Herzog's opinion, the provisions to be stored in the side rooms, both at
Megiddo and Beer-Sheva, were brought into the center room by donkey. At Megiddo,
the donkeys were tied up through the holes in the pillars. The mangers at Megiddo and
the basin installations between the pillars at Beer-Sheva, were indeed used as feeding
troughs for the donkeys while they were being unpacked and loaded, says Herzog. (It is
less clear why the center room at Beer-Sheva would have been used as a donkey
passageway since each of the side rooms had its own outside entrance for loading and
unloading.)

But the real support for the Megiddo buildings :ls stables comes not from Herzog,
but from the most unexpected of sources--from the man who destroyed the notion that
the Megiddo buildings were Solomonic, from thg man who excavated the parallel
buildings at Hazor with their corner entrances, from the man who regards the Hazor
buildings as storehouses--Yigael Yadin. The Megiddo buildings, he says, are stables.

According to Yadin, Pritchard is wrong when he says that there is no evidence
from the ancient Near East that horses were housed in stable buildings. Pritchard is
also wrong, says Yadin, in his contention that the mangen are too small to be of
practical use. Moreover, a text of Shalmaneser III records the fact that Ahab too had
large fleets of chariog and horses, 2,000 of which he lent to fight against Shalmaneser.
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ThG Ba.r-Sh.va building!, ld.ntilicd by tha .xcavatorr a! ltorehouses.

Because Yadin's argument has appeared til l now only in Hebrew, we re-print in a
slightly condensed form his original article on the subject which appeared in the Hebrew
journal Eretz Israel. The condensation was made by BAR and is re-printed with
Professor Yadin's permission.

(For further detaits, see: P. t .  O. Gu,l / ,  nl ler Light frcrn Annageddon,r Oriental,
Ins t i tu te  Ccnm"n ica t ions ,  Io .  9  (1931) ,  p .37 t t ;  R .  S .  L i lEn  and c .  , , t .  Sh ip ton ,
Megiddo, Vot. t ,  W.32-47 (1939); J. B. pri tchard tsThe f legiddo stabt,es.-A Reassessment, l
in J. A. San&rs (e4.), Near Eastern Archaeology in the 20th Century (1920), p. 268;
zccv Herzog, iThe Storehoqscgf, in Yohanon Aheroni Isicl (cd.), Beer-Sheba I (1gTSr, p.
23 ;  Y .  Yad in ,  xThc  Stab tes  o f  Xeg iddo, ,  Ere tz  Is rae l ,  Vo t .  l l ,  p .57  (1971) .

II. In Defense of The Stablcs et Megiddo

By Yigael Yadin

Yigael Yadin, head ol Hebrew (Jniversity's Institute of Archaeology, has led
maior excavalions at Masada and Hazor. He is also editor ol the Hebrew
archaeological j ournal Qad moniot.

After several seasons of excavations at Megiddo, I believe I have proven that the two
groups of buildings commonly referred to as 'Solomon's Stables" are not Solomonic but



must date to approximately the reign of Ahab.l However, I do not challenge the
conclusion of the original Megiddo excavators that the buildings are indeed stables. It
seems to me that the association with Ahab is quite consistent with the testimony of
Shalmaneser III, according to which Ahab is credited with commanding a great number
of charios2--more, even, than were in possession of several of the kings around him.

Recently, Professor James B. Pritchard published an article in which he contests
the identification of these buildings as stables, although he does accept my conclusion
regarding their date.3 We should be grateful to Professor Pritchard for raising the
issue, because it is wise, from time to time, to give new consideration to points
heretofore universally agreed upon. It seems to me though that Pritchard's argument
does not hold and that the conclusion of the original excavators that these are, in fact,
stables is still valid. It is true that the original excavators at Megiddo were influenced
by their belief that the buildings were Solomonic, by the fact that Biblical sources
mention Solomon's chariots, horses, and the chariot cities that he built (I Kings l0:26),
but it is also appropriate to point out that they based their assertion that these
buildings were stables on the buildings themselves.{

I would now like to take issue with some of Pritchard's basic conceptions:

Pritchard bases his contention that the buildings in Megiddo are not stables on the
similarity between the plan of the buildings--that is, long halls with two rows of
columns--and the plan of the Iron Age buildings uncovered at Hazor and Tell es-
Sa'idiyeh (to which we must now add those recently discovered in Beer-Sheva). Based
upon the finds in these buildings to which Pritchard compares the Megiddo buildings, it
is reasonable to assume that in their later stages they served as storehouses, or the
like, and not as stables. However, the architectural resemblance is not sufficient to
establish the nature of the Megiddo buildings, since, as Yigal Shiloh has correctlf
shown,s the archaeological remains can indicate merely any typical rectangular building
that required a ceiling support across its width. I will refer to these other buildings
later, but it is worthwhile mentioning here that unlike the buildings at these other
locations, the southern complex of buildings at Megiddo adjoined a huge courtyard, at
the center of which was found a sunken watering trough. It is easy to explain this
large trough--as the excavators of Megiddo did--in the context of stables, but its
purpose is unclear if these buildings are to be regarded as storehouses.

1 See Y. Yadin, 'Megiddo of the Kings of Israel ' ,  Qadmoniot Vol.3 (1970),  p.  38;
Y. Yadin, Hazor (The Schweich Lectures, 1970), London, 1972, pp. 150 ff.

2 Y. Yadin, "Hazor, Gezer and Megiddo in the Days of Solomon" in A. Malamet
(ed.), Days of the First Temple, Jerusalem, 1962, p. 103.

3 J. B. Pritchard, "The Megiddo Stables--A Reassessmentn, in J. A. Sanders (ed.),
Near Eastern Archaeology in the 20th Century--Essays in Honor ol Nelson Glueck, New
York, 1970, pp. 26E ff.

' P. L. O. Guy, 'New Light from Armageddon,'Oriental Institute
Communications, IX, Chicago, l93l; R. S. Lamon & G. M. Shipton, Megiddo, /, Chicago,
1939,  pp .  32 f f ,4 l f f .

5 Y. Shiloh, 'The Four-Roomed House--A House Type from Israel,' in Eretz
Israel XI,  Jerusalem, 1973, p.277.



The characteristic feature of the buildings at Megiddo--in contrast with the similar
buildings at the other locations--consists of manger-like unis that were discovered
between the pillars.o These mangers were made from large, hewn stones, whose tops
had been chiselled out in a rectangular fashion. It was these troug,hs that led the
excavators of Megiddo to conclude that they were, indeed, dealing with stables.
Moreover, anyone who looks at these mangers, which were sometimes raised by being
joined to the wall, or placed on top of benches to elevate them, will be easily
convinced of the great effort made by the builders of Megiddo to install them. All who
would criticize the "stable theory" must first explain the function of these mangers
situated between the pillars. Moreover, many of the pillars had been perforated to
produce tethering holes. Pritchard fails to explain the purpose of these mangers;
indeed, his reasoning serves merely to negate his conclusions. He says that ihe shallow
depression at the top of the stone blocks, which is only about six inChes deep, is not
appropriate for a manger. In his own words: 'It is obvious that such a shallow
trough--only six inches--could scarcely be the most practical container for grain or
other food for a horse."7 However, I have discussed this point with several 

-expers 
on

horses, and they all state that the mangea at Megiddo conform to the best
requirements, even modern ones: specificalty, a high manger, so that the horse need
not bend down; and a shallow trough to fix a precise measure of fodder. In addition,
the great weight of the mangem--several hundred pounds--prevented the horses from
knocking them over while feeding.

However, Pritchard's principle argument is that stables did not exist in ancient
times.

'Is there evidence" he asks, '[that in ancient times] horses were kept in stables,
and not in open enclosures? As far as I know there is no evidence in the ancient Near
East for stables, especially buildings that resemble in plan those in use in the
contemporary West."6

This conclusion seems strange indeed, for logic iself forces us to assume that in
ancient, as well as modern, times kings would erect structures for their prized horses,
to protect them from the cold and the rains that cause such heavy damage in the Near
East, and in northern Israel in particular.

Fortunately, we need not be concerned with hypotheses. We have a great deal of
documented evidence, not just that stables were necessary in ancient times, but that
they included mangers which bear great resemblance to those discovered at Megiddo.

From an examination of the buildings at Tell El-Amarna, it can be clearly seen
that several served as stables, for they contain both mangers and tethering pillars.
This is dealr with at length in Badawy's book, from whiih I quote:

On many of the columns there are tethering holes.

Pritchard, (above, note 3), p.271.

Ib id . ,  p .274.
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Pendlebury also describes stables belonging to the noble estates at Tell El-Amarna:

xThc stabtes often occr.p'll, part of orp side of sn estste. They

cqrsist of a cobbtcd stsrding spacc for the horses rith a
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It is interesting to compare his description of the royal stables at Tell El-Amarna
with the buildings at Megiddo.

r .  .  .  rhc arcat parade groud r i th a deeP rett in the niddte,

tong cobbl,ed stabtes rith mangers ard tethering stones to the

" " "s , .1s ic l12

The royal stables uncovered at Ugaritls are especially important, for not only were
mangers discovered there which are identical to those at Megiddo, but also a handsome
horse's bit.l{

These mangers at Ugarit were placed on top of a stone bench for proper elevation.
The measurements of the depressions'in the managers [sic] are: 0.40 meters x 0.80
meters and 0.40 meters x 1.00 meters--almost exactly the same as the managers [sic] at

e A. Badawy, A History of Egyptian Architecture--The Empire, University of
Cal i fornia Press, 1968, p. l5 l .

ro lbid., p.125 (Additional bibliography will also be found here). Regarding
cattle-stalls, see N. deG. Davies, The Rock Tombs ol El Amarna, London, 1903, pl. XXIX.
See also H. Ricke, 'Der Grundriss des Amarna Wohrhauses' ,  Osnabruch, 1967, p.47-

l1 J. D. S. Pendlebury, "Tell El Amarna', London, 1935, p. l13.

L2 lbid., p. 4t.

13 I am grateful to Mr. Y. Shiloh who mentioned this to me.

14 Ugar i t i ca , IV  (1962) ,  p .3 ;  F ig .  13 ,  p .  t8 ;  Syr ia ,  X IX (1938)  pp .313 f f . ;  XX
(1939),  p.284: I l lustrated London News, June 6, 1940, p.26.



Megiddo.rs

These findings are sufficient to repudiate Pritchard's assertion that stables were
not built in ancient times.

But there is more: One of the orthostats from the palace of Ashurnasirpal II at
Nimrudro, [sicJ contains a unique carving (see illustration) showing four royai chariot
horses standing in a splendid stable, erected in a camp near the fiita of baitte. From
this we can conclude that even under field conditions prized horses were lodged in
covered stables- Two of the horses in the illustration are feeding from a manger that
greatly resembles those at Megiddo, both in form and in measurement. Note that in
this illuitration, the depression in the manger is shallow, just as at Megiddo. A shallow
depression in a manger may also be seen on a tablet in the palace of Tiglath-pileser III,
which depicts a portable mang_er that was used in the field and placed on wooden legs
to elevate it (see illustration).17

tlol*. fceding from a manger, dcpicted on a tab.
let fi.om Telt cl-Amarne.

Finally, my students Shulamit Geva-Rosolof and Barch Barondel have called my
attention to a tablet (see illustration) and a wall-drawing (see illustration) from Tell el-
Amarna which clearly depict mangers similar to those ai Megiddo and Ugarit. Moreover,
the artists, like those who did the Assyrian reliefs cited above, stress thaf the
depressions in the mangers are shallow.

From all of this data, it seems plausible to conclude that the findings at Megiddo
represent the only-example discovered to date of what the Scriptures refei to as a'chariot city'. lsiclrE clearly, in a city of this type, it was necessary to have

16 Professor Schaeffer did not give me the measurements for the depths of the
depression, but one is able to see clearly either from the plan, or from the photographs
that the m:rngen are shallow, and that the depresions' measurements are similar to
those of the mangers at Megiddo.

It A. H. Layard, The Monuments of Nineveh, London, 1639. See R. D. Barnett,
Assyrian Palace Reliefs, London (n.d.), pl.2l, for a good photograph of this tablet.

L7 lbid-,Plate 63; See also, R. D. Barnett & M. Falkner,The Sculptures ol Tiglath
Pileser III, London, 1962, pl. LXIII, p. 24.

lE The existence of chariot cities is also attested in a document of Sargon II, in
which is described his 'Eighth Campaign'to Ararat. One of the passage, ,t"6r, 'Their
inner walls are strong, the outside walls are strongly built, their trenchis are deep and



magazines for the storag,e of fodder, and it is possible that a second story above the
stable wings, served such a purpose.ro

The existence of basins or mangers between the pillars at the other sites,
especially at Beer-Sheva, suggests that buildings such as those at Beer-Sheva were
originally constructed as stables, not that the buildings at Megiddo were storehouses.
In support of this theory we may point to the tethering holes recently discovered on
several pillars at Beer-Sheva,2o found on the floor of the adjoining halls. Zeev
Herzog's theory that the mangers were used to feed donkeys while their burden was
being unloaded2l is not plausible,--for why would the animals, together with their dung,
be brought into food stores, when it was possible to discharge their loads within a few
minutes, and to feed them outside?

An orthortet fron thc prlecc of Arhurnarirpal II -

rt Ninrud rhoring horscs fecdirlg fbon e mrtrgcr
cLtrilrr to thc nu3cn et Mcgiddo.

enclosed above. Inside there are horses, a reservoir--the royal horses stand in the
stables, and are well fed all year round.' See, F. Thureau-Dangin, La Huitieme
Campagne de Sargon, Paris 1912, p. 130, il lustrations 188-l9l; D. D. Luckenbill, Ancient
Records of Assyria and Babylon, II,Chicago 1926, p. 159. I am grateful to N. Newman
for this reference, and for the translation cited above. We also learn of the existence
of stables for horses and mules from the neo-Assyrian documents, recently published,
which have been found at Nimrud, and date to the end of the 8th century. See also,
J. V. Kinnier-Wilson, The Nimrud Wine l,rsls, London, 1912, p.53 ('The King's Stables").
I am grateful to Professor A. Malamat for this information.

le As my student A. Raban proposed in a letter to me dated March 19, 1973.

m 'Hadashot Archiologiyot', [sic] 48-49 (1974), p. E4. To these stable complexes
must b€ added the building discovered by J. Naveh at Khirbat al-Muganna, in which
were also found rows of pillars in which tethering holes had been perforated; IEJ,YUI
(195E), pp. E?ff.94; Figs. 2-3. Naveh's assertion that the row of columns which is
preserved in the central and western halls is located in the center of the halls, is
inaccurate; the row is closer to the northern wall, and from this we are able to '

reconstruct the plan of these buildings, so that it matches very closely the
reconstruction of the buildings at Megiddo and Beer-Sheva. It is worthwhile pointing
out that these buildings, like their counterparts at Megiddo and Beer-Sheva, are situated
in the city gate area, which is an appropriate location for horses' stables.

2r Y. Aharoni (ed.'), Beer-Sheba /, Tel-Aviv 1973, p.29.



The varied pottery finds in the buildings at Beer-Sheva testify only to their
function in later stages of use. We may also ask whether, even at this late stage, the
buildings, in fact, served as storehouses in a technical sense. Among the approximately
150 vessels discovered in one of the rooms of these 'storehouses", 

[sic] only about a
third were storage jars, while the rest included 2l cooking pots, 35 bowls, 8 flasks, 8
decanters and the like, [sic] Many millstones were also found in the buildings.22
Doesn't this indicate that in their later stages the buildings served as barracks for
garrisoned troops and as food stores for the garrison?2s It would appear that the kings
of Israel and Judah originally planned their military cities for the stationing of cavalry
or chariot detachments to be used in times of need, and that stables were erected at
the very outseq when the stables were no longer needed, they were used as
accomodations [sic] for the garrisons and for the food stores they would require.

(Translated by Aryeh Finklestein)

A rhallow ficld-manger depicted on a tablct from
thc palecc of Tiglath.Pilercr lII.

22 lbid., p. 15. The variety of the finds surprised the excavaton 'Such a multi-
varied composition is surprising in a communal storehouse, for we would expect to find
vessels for stock-piling (food) of a uniform shape;" "The rest of the vessels do not
belong to a category that one expects to find in storehouses.' See Y. Aharoni, Hafirot
Umehkarim, dedicated to Sh. Yeivin, Tel-Aviv 1973, p. 17.

2s Z. Herzog's explanation for the existence of these vessels does not reconcile
with the character of the find: "Products were brought in, measured, prepared and then
taken out according to the needs of the adminisrative unit (civilian or military) for
which they were intended.' (above, note 21, p.29). [sic] Was the food really taken
out in bowls and jugs?



III. Afterword

Perhaps the most conspicuous omission from Yadin's article is any reference to his own
site, Hazor, where a similar building was found, including shelves between the pillars on
which mangers might have been placed. Yet in his Hazor report, despite these inter-
pillar installations, Yadin states as to the Hazor buildings, "There is no similarity
whatever to the stables at Megiddo, and the characteristic features are entirely
wanting."f The problem with any argument that the Hazor building is, or was
originally, a stable is that it has a single corner entrance. But if th; building at Hazor
is not a stable, isn't it fair to conclude that the buildings at Megiddo and Beer-Sheva
may not have been stables.

What has been Pritchard's reaction to Yadin's defense of the Megiddo (and Beer-
Sheva) stables?

'I can only state my apfreciation for the points Yadin raises," Professor pritchard
wrote to the BAR,' and for the new data which he presents to support his
interpretation. I don't feel that I can add anything to what I have ilready written on
the subject to support my own views. on a question of the interpretation of
archaeological remains there is no final word; one can only be grateful for new
arguments and a diversity of opinion.'

ry. yadin ct al. Hazor /, Jerusalem, 1958, p. 13.

"Retyped for Clarity"
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ARCHAEOLOGY AND THE BIBLE

RICHARD PAIGE

PIETY AND PATRIOTISM.-SECULARISM AND SKEPTICISM:

THE DUAL PROBLEM OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL BIAS

By J. Edward Barrett

IT WAS THE DAY before the excavation was scheduled to end. Heinrich Schliemann,
the German archaeologist who discovered the site of Troy, had his crew of E0 workmen
furiously digging through the tel's various stnrta in quest of museum-worthy artifacts
from the Homeric city (which he thought was at the bottom of the tet). Then, on June
14, 1873 an incomparable treasure of gold was found. That evening, after adorning his
young Greek wife with the ancient jewelry, he reportedly told hen 'You are wearing
the treasure of Helen of Troy.' Today, scholars are agreed that Schliemann, in his
enthusiasm to find a city worthy of Priam, had cut right through the city known to
Homer's heroes, and the gold he found belonged to a city 1000 years earlier.

Three years later Schliemann turned his attention to the ruins of Mycenae--where
the expedition against Troy originated. Within a month he found royal graves, with the
features of the dead exquisitely preserved on golden face-masks. Incurably romantic,
Schliemann wired the King of Greece: 'I have gazed on the face of Agamemnon.'
Modern scholarship judges that he was again wrong, though this time by only 400 years.

These two instances illustrate the influence that a romantic interest in the ancient
world can have on the judgment of an archaeologist--the temptation to identify what we
find with what we want to find. Perhaps the problem is intensified for the Biblical
archaeologist, whose piety and patriotism often nurture and renew the romantic interest
which first moved him or her to become an archaeologist.

In 1929 Sir Leonard Woolley, who should have known better, cabled the press from
Mesopotamia "I have found the flood.' Evidence of a flood, or the bed of a shifted
river, was indeed found by woolley. But reference to the flood (of Noah) was an
undisciplined, impulsive, and outrageous claim--perhaps better calculated to win financial
support for the dig than to serve the causes of either truth or piety.

ln 327 A.D. the site of the Holy Sepulcher was 'discovered' by no less a
credentialed archaeologist than Helena, the mother of Emperor Constantine. The drama
of is identification can be seen only through mists of legend. Helena, guided by both a
vision and a local bishop, believed she located the tomb of Jesus beneath a pagan
temple, and remnans of the true cross in a nearby cislern. Eusebius, an historian in
the service of the Emperor, reports the tomb's discovery in obsequious tonesl--though
he conspicuously does not mention Helena's discovery of the site of Calvary. Within a
generation, however, legend supplied what Eusebius had omitted, and the discovery of

r Eusebius, Life of Constantine,Yol.3, pp. 25-40.



Golgotha, the tomb, and the cross itself were attributed to Helena. There is in the
story no evidence whatsoever to help us distinguish authenticity from wish-fulfil lment.
Yet, no less a distinguished archaeologist than Kathleen Kenyon blithely and uncritically
assumes 'it is not unreasonable to believe that she must have been given some
convincing evidence"2--which is a fine instance of piety substituting for proof.

However much subsequent devotion has hallowed the site, there is not the slightest
reason to believe that anyone in 327 A.D., after two major destructions of Jerusalem
and centuries of Christian longing not for the old world but for a new heaven and a
new earth, knew where Jesus had been buried. Later references to Hadrian's motives in
135 A.D. for building a pagan temple on the site (to defile a Christian holy place) are
clearly an anachronism which Hadrian is not available to correcr.

A visitor to the southwestern spur of Jerusalem can today see the 'tomb of David."
It is an impressive site, hallowed by piety, patriotism, and centuries of Jewish suffering.
The fact is, however, that this southwestern spur (today called Mount Zion) was not the
"Mount Zion'on which the City of David was situated, and where David was buried
(ophel, the eastern spur was).s In a strange and compricated 'adjustment' of
geography, the nomadic name 'Mount Zion'has wandered from the eastern City of
David (later extended to include the Temple Mount) to the wesrern spur--partly because
of Byzantine ignorance, and partly to accommodate the realities of piety and politics.

The temptation to identify sites that accommodate piety is not limited to the
ancients. Anyone who has been on a dig in Israel, attended professional meetings, or
read preliminary reports, knows the inordinate enthusiasm surrounding the possible
identification of a Late Bronze Age or (better) Iron Age wall, gate, building, or object.
I am aware of one dig where a 'bench of the elders" just inside the city gate (where
judgment was held) turned out in a final report to be only another nondelcript section
of a public building.

Piety and patriotism seek holy and national shrines. This search was an overt
motivating force in the work of early archaeologists, and it is just below the surface
today.

Antithetically, there is another force operative in the judgment of modern
archaeologists. Compared with what we have been examining, it is a mirror image--the
inclination to debunk the piety,'patriotism, or accepted wisdom of (usually older)
colleagues.

For example, this attitude is reflected in the view that the synagogue at
Capernaum cannot possibly be the one in which Jesus taught, since Christian piety
obviously wants it that way. This is not, of course, the way the argument is stated,
but it is the way the evidence is handled. The usual reasoning is that the synagogue's
architectural style belongs to the second or third centuries A.D. The fact (iecently

2 Kathleen M. Kenyon, The Bible and Recent Archaeology, John Knox Press,
Atlanta, 1978, p. 96.

3 Kathleen M. Kenyon, Jerusalem: Excavating 3000 Years of History, McGraw-Hill
Book company, New York, 1967, chapter II. Kenyon, Digging up Jerusalei, praege,
Publishers, New York, 1974, chapter 5. Hershel shanks, rne citi of David,.Bazak
Publishers Ltd., Tel Aviv, 1973, pp. 15-22 and 99-10E. see also: II samuel 5:7; I Kings
2:10; Psalms 4E.



discovered) that an almost identical structure was destroyed by the Romans at Gamla' in
67 A.D. does not apparently move most modern archaeologists to rethink the criterion,
but only to allow for an exception.

Interestingly enough, the recent finding of hoards of late fourth and fifth century
coins beneath the floor of the Capernaum synagogue has led many scholars--prominent
Americans among them--to plug for a fifth century date for the building. Several
Israeli archaeologists, on the other hand, contend the coins were placed there after the
synaSogue was built. But no one seems to be reconsidering the possibility, based on the
assured dating of the Gamla building, that the Capernaum synagogue is in fact the one
in which Jesus preached. After all, no more likely candidate has been uncovered.

Since the 1930s, textbooks in archaeology have shown the lstables of Solomon' at
Megiddo to be one of the few remaining monuments from the time of the united
monarchy. Now we are told that they are neither Solomonic nor stables. That they
belong to the time of Ahab does today seem unquestionable: That they are not stables
strains the imagination.s

There is a strange kind of self-righteousness (not to mention sadistic glee) among
those who allsure us they ^re nol pious. And, iconoclastic debate poins are often
counted, by those seeking to be intellectually respectable, as though they had double
weight. The student of modern archaeology should be aware of these professional, in-
house games of one-upmanship.

Biblical archaeology's search for truth is more like a process than a proof,
sometimes achieving tentative consensus, but seldom if ever achieving unquestionable
knowledge. Data that is reviewed by one mind suggests an interpretation that is often
different when reviewed by another. These differences in perspective actually
contribwe to the process as theories are proposed, debated, and revised. Of course,
piety, patriotism, ideology, training, and the opposite expressions of these, influence the
archaeologist's judgment, just as they do the historian's. In candid moments, every
professional archaeologist knows this--the best scholars know it about themselves;
others only know it about their colleagues.

Probably most readers of BAR understand these matters. But it is good to be
reminded, because the reader needs to be free from the tyranny of expecting
scientifically certain "proof," in order to enjoy the excitement of the process that is
modern archaeological scholarship.

"Retyped for Clar i ty"

a See 'Gamle Masada of the North" in BAR, January/February, 1979, p. 12.

5 See "Megiddo Stables or Storehouses?' in BAR, September, 1976.
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Dick Paige

THE FALL OF JERUSALEM IN THE LIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY

Harry M. Orlinsky

The destruction of Solomon's Temple and the Babylonian Exile are two events that
we all take for granted. You may wonder what there is about the Destruction and the
Exile that we need archaeology for. Everyone knows about these events. Everyone
knows that Solomon's Temple was destroyed and that a Babylonian Captivity followed; so
that archaeology can play but a relatively minor role here.

However, when I started out :ls a college student in Semitics, in the late twenties
and the thirties, the Destruction and the Exile had come to be increasingly regarded by
serious scholars as fictitious, and my teacher at the University of Toronto, Professor
Theophile J. Meek, a person of very considerable knowledge and integrity, used to gloss
over this period because he did not feel entirely secure with the data for it. The
evidence for the destruction of Solomon's Temple, the evidence for the Babylonian
Captivity, and the evidence for the return to Judah and is Restoration were all rather
unsubstantial. Simply because the Bible related these events was hardly enough
assurance for a scholar that these events had actually taken place.

If Jerusalem and the Temple were captured and severely damaged, and if the
country at large was devastated by the Babylonian army, one should expect
archaeologists in the course of their work to unearth physical evidence of this
catastrophic event. It is true that by the end of the twenties, only a few Palestinian
sites that were pertinent to our problem had been excavated and the reports on them
published; so that the archaeological data for 586 B.C. were rather scant. Among these
few sites, Beth-shemesh was the most prominent, and it contained a stratum of
destruction. But according to its excavators, this level of occupation had been
destroyed about 700 B.C., in the course of the Assyrian King Sennacherib's invasion of
Judah; and thus a site such as Beth-shemesh--which lay some twenty-five miles west of
Jerusalem, and which would have had to be neutralized by any enemy force which
wanted to make certain that it would not be attacked from the rear while it made its
way east toward Jerusalem--provided no evidence of Babylonian destruction of Judah.

Just a few decades ago, in the thirties, there had developed a group of scholars in
this country and in Europe--for example, Charles Cutler Torrey of Yale, Gustav H6lscher
in Germany, and George A. Cooke in England, all outstanding and serious scholars--who
were writing very bluntly that there never was a significant destruction of Solomon's
Temple, or of the country of Judah as a whole, in 586 B.C. Consequently, there was no
great meaningful captivity, no widespread exile to Babylonia. . Hence,.they concluded,
there was no restoration of Judah, since there was nothing to restore, and the whole
event was essentiallv fiction.



Skepticism Toward the Bible

This attitude of skepticism to the Bible as a historical document was prevalent
during the nineteenth century and the first two decades of the twentieth, until--as a
consequence of World War I--the Ottoman Turkish Empire wiur destroyed, and France
and England took over the Near East. Until the eighteenth century, the Bible had been
universally accepted as a trustworthy history book of antiquity. Indeed, the Book was
regarded as being literally true--the Creation, the Flood, Noah's Ark, the walls of
Jericho, and all. But as the Age of Reason dawned, and in turn gave way to
nineteenth-century philosophies of evolution and scientific materLlism, tie Bible, in
common with all records of antiquity, Greek, Roman, and the rest, came to be very
considerably discounted as reliable basis for the reconstruction of history.

The heroic doings of the patriarchs, Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, as described in the
book of Genesis, were discounted :ui mere myth. The very existence of Moses was
doubted. Joshua was believed to have had little or nothing to do with the Israelite
conquest of Canaan. David and Solomon were considered greatly overrated. And so on.

This negative attitude to the Bible was reflected in more recent times, for
example, in the writings of the well-known social philosopher, Bertrand Russell, and the
historiographer, R.C. Collingwood. What Russell wrote in 1944 in his popular History of
Western Philosophy was (pp. 309-10):

Thc earty history of the tsraeti tcs carnot be cmfirnred fron any source
outsidc the otd Testament, ard i t  is inpossibte to knor st rhat point i t  ceases to
be purety legendary. David ard Sotorpn may be accepted as kings rho probabl.y
had e real existence, but at thc cart iest point st r*r ich nc ccnE to sorething
ccrtainty historical therc arc atreedy tno kingdm of lsrael ard Jr.rdah. The f irst
p€rson rEntioned in the otd TestaflEnt of rho there is an independent record is
Ahab, King of lsraet, rho is spoken of in an Assyrian tetter of 65J B.c. .  .  .

So that, to Russell, the first reliable fact in the Bible is the reference in the First
Book of Kings (Chapters 20-22) to the existence of King Ahab, for he is vouched for in
an extrabiblical source.

A'Fickle Dame"

Archaeology can be a disconcerting, even chastening discipline. One never knows
what he will excavate and how the freshly uncovered materials will affect his or anyone
else's theories. As the late Professor Montgomery of the University of Pennsylvania put
it, (p.viii of the Preface to his excellent International Critical Commentary.'.. on the
Books of Kings): 'The marvelous results of modern archaeology have been recorded,
however imperfectly, usually without more than reference to the authorities, who then
may disagree among themselves, or whose opinions may be shattered by fresh
discoveries, for Dame Archaeology has been a chastisei of theoretical rlconstructions of
literary and so of religious history [sic].'

Indeed, for reasons and in a manner that I cannot discuss here, our 'Fickle Damen
was responsible in Sreat part for the attitude of skepticism, and even cynicism, toward
the Bible as a historical document, zrs expressed by the Russells and Coilingwoods.
Interestingly, it has been the same "Dame,' more than any other factor, thal has been
responsible for the development of quite the opposite attitude'toward the Bible.



The Fall of Judah

Let us get to the specific case in point. The most important biblical material
bearing on the Fall of Judah and the Babylonian Captivity is to be found in the last
chapters of the Second Book of Kings, the books of Jeremiah, Lamentations, and
Ezekiel, and Psalm 137.

In 2 Kings 24-25 reference is made to King Nebuchadnezar's invasion and
conquest of Judah, the destruction and despoilation of Jerusalem and the Temple, and
the exile'to Babylonia of the important'strata of the population (the royal household,
the military, civil service, government officials, craftsmen, etc.); as put in 24:14 and
25:12,'only the poorest of the 

'people 
of the land remained . . . .The (Babylonian)

captain of the guard left some of the poorest of the land as vinedressers and plowmen.n
Also, the fate of the royal family in captivity and of the people of conquered Judah is
briefly described. Jeremiah talks of the imminent exile, and chapter 52 parallels much
of the last chapters of 2 Kings. In his book, the prophet Ezekiel tells of his
experiences ar a member of the Judean captivity at Tel Abib in Babylonia, beginning
with the year 592 B.C. Finally, the book of Lamentations (l:l: 'Alas! Lonely sits the
city / Once great with people! / She that wils great among nations / Is become like a
widow; / The princess among states / Is become a thrall ') and Psalm 137 (v. l, "By the
streams of Babylon / There we sat and wept / As we recalled Zion') are traditionally
regarded as compositions that resulted directly from the great national catastrophe of
586 B.C.

Ezekiel  begins his story as fol lows ( l : l -3):

In the thirt ieth year, in the fourth rcnth, on the f i f th day of the rEnth,

rhen I ras in thc cqrm,nity of exites by thc Cheber Canat, thr hcsveris op€ned

and t sar visions of God. 0n thc f i f th day of thc rFnth-- i t  ros thc f i f th year of

thc  cx i [c  o f  K i r€  Jeho iach in - - the  nord  o f  the  Lord  cae to  Ezek ie l  son  o f  Suz i

the priest, in the lard of th€ Chatdeans at thc Chebar Canat, ard the hand of the

Lord canp upon him there.

Jehoiachin 'King" in Babylon?

But objection was raised to the reliability of this pi$sage: how could one accept
as authentic a satement purported to have been made by a member (Ezekiel) of a
defeated, captive community (Tel Abib), in exile in the land of its conqueror
(Babylonia), in which chronological reference is made to the deposed and exiled King
("in the fifth year of the exile of King Jehoiachin'), on whose throne, back home in
Jerusalem, the conqueror had set some one (Zedekiah) who would faithfully serve the
foreign (Babylonian) master? This kind of recognition of the deposed king, and the
more than merely implied rejection of the Nebuchadnezzar-apgointed subservient king,.
would surely have been regarded as sedition, justifying even the death penalty. The
Babylonian overlord would hardly have permitted such blatant treachery. Clearly, the
critics said, the superscription and the chronological framework of the book of Ezekiel
are not original, but rather the work of an editor of a later period who probably lived
in another country, say, Judah; these passages simply could not be used as evidence for
the great events of 586 B.C.



The Problem of the persians

Again, on two occasions Ezekiel refers to the Persians: 27:lO ('[proclaim a dirgeover Tyre [Phoenicia]. Say to Tyre . . . :] Persia, Lud, and put were'your warriors inyour army . . ."); and similarly in 38:5, in connection with Gog of the land of Magog.
Elsewhere in the Bible, Persia and the Persians are mentioned only in such later booksas Esther, Daniel, Ezra, Nehemiah, and Chronicles.

Now Ezekiel was supposed to be active in Babylonia from about 592 to about 570B.c. But in the late twenties and early thirties, scholars were confronted by the fact
that the Persians were not mentioned in any known Babylonian or other teits prior toabout 560 B.C.; the Persians had simply noi been significant enough before then to meritrecorded mention. How then could Ezekiel know of them and mention them? Clearly,
some scholars maintained, these passages are not Ezekiel's, but were composed after histime,-perhaps by a person who addedlhe supencription and chronological data
mentioned above.

Jehoiachin Set Above Other Kings?

Finally, we are told in the last section in the Second Book of Kings (25:27-30;
preserved also in Jeremiah 52:31-34) that

In  the  th i r ty ' seventh  year  o f  the  ex i te  o f  K ing  Jeho iach in  o f  J r . rdah,  in  the
trcl'fth rrcnth, on thc tr,€nty-scventh day of the flbnth, King Evit-rmrodach of
Babyton ,  in  h is  cormat ion  year ,  rc tcascd ( l , i t . ,  x t i f t cd  the  hcad o f r , )  X ing  Jeho iach in
of Judah frcrn prison. , le trcated hin kindl,y ard sct his thronc above those of
the other kings rho rere r i th hinr in gabyton. His prison garb ras changed, and
for  the  res t  o f  h is  L i fe  he  a t rays  a te  h is  ma[3  8 t  thc  k ingrs  tab tc  ( t i t . ,  , ,be fore
hif i tr) .  Ard his regutar rat ioos rcrc provided for hin by the king--a port ion for
each day- . fo r  the  res t  o f  h is  l , i fe .

This statement was hardly the kind that a critical scholar could accept at its face
value' What power did a captive king from such a petty kingdom as Judah wield as to
merit or justify elevation above all other kings? There-could be little doubt thar the
Judean writer wished to glorify his king and people, and so concocted this tale.

By the same token, the statement in 2 Kings 24:16 (cf. v. 14) that King
Nebuchadnezzar's army carried off to Babylonia-(along with . . . Jehoiachin . . . thequeen mother, the king's wives, his chamberlains, tris officiats, the nobles of the land
' ' . and all the soldiers, seven thousand')'artisans and smiths,' was not taken seriously
by some scholars. After all, with its wealth of craftsmen and its tradition of fine
craftsmanship, Babylonia hardly had need of the Israelite guilds whose members were
relatively few in number and the quality of whose work *as not exactly world-famous.

Early Persians Found

But unpredictable "Dame Archaeology' began to enter into the picture, and the
study of the Bible was never again to be the same.



In 1930, a Jewish archaeologist at Princeton University and a specialist in Old
Persian, Ernst Herzfeld, published an Old Persian text in which a great-uncle of Cyrus I
refers to himself as "king of kings'; and a year later, Ernst Weidner of Berlin published
an even older text, an Assyrian inscription of King Ashurbanipal (spelled Osnappar or
Asenappar in Ezra 4:10), about 640 B.C., in which the grandfather of Cyrus I is
mentioned. And thus Torrey's rejection of the "Persian" passages in Ezekiel, based as it
was on argument from silence, itself had to be rejected: for if Persia and the Persians
had become conquerors of importance already two generations before Ezekiel embarked
on his exilic career, this prophet was certainly in a position to refer to them when and
in the manner that he did.

Jehoiachin Still King lVhile in Captivity

The clarification of the chronological reference to King Jehoiachin in exile came a
year later. In 1928, W. F. Albright (then Director of the all-important Jerusalem part
of the American Schools of Oriental Research) excavated at Tell Beit Mirsim (about
twenty-eight miles southwest of Jerusalem) a jar handle stamped with a seal whose
inscription read: '(Belonging) to Eliakim, steward of Yaukin.' Two years later, two
additional products of the same stamp were discovered, one at Beth-shemesh (about
twenty-five miles west of Jerusalem) and the other at Tell Beit Mirsim. The important
implications of this find for our problem at once struck Dr. Albright, and he published a
brill iant article on "The Seal of Eliakim and the Latest Preexilic History of Judah, with
some Observations on Ezekiel" (in Journal ol Biblical Literature, Volume 51, 1932,
pp .  77-106) .

As summarized later by Albright himself ('King Joiachin in Exile,' in Biblical
Archaeologisl, Volume 5, No. 4, December 1942, pp. 49-55):

InrEdiatety after thc f ird, the corinent Patestinian archaeologist,  Father L. H.

Virrent, identi f ied the nam rYaukinx ls an abbrcvistcd fonn of nJoiachinx. .  .Att

threr starps rerc made frcn thc san: original scat, i rdicatir€ that Yaukin vas a
p€rson of vcry high inportance, probabty king, since seats bearing a form.rta of

this typc have been proved to betonq to kings of Jr.dah and surror.nrding lards. It

ras possibte to dcm.ratr l t .  .  .  .  thrt Etiakin had bccn ster.rd of thc croln
proFrty of King Joiachin *r i tc thc latter vas a captivc in Eabytmia . .  .

Now Jehoiachin wzur a young man of about eighteen when he succeeded his
murdered father Jehoiakim as king of Judah (597 B.C.), and he sat on the throne a bare
three months before succumbing to the Babylonian invaders and going off into captivity.
His uncle Zedekiah, put on the throne by the alien conquerors, was hardly recognized
by the native population as their king. So that while Zedekiah was accepted perforce
as king in fact, it was Jehoiachin whom many of the people, if not the majority,
continued to regard as their king by right.

During the three months that he reigned, Jehoiachin was cooped up behind the
walls of Jerusalem, besieged and blockaded as the city was by the superior Babylonian
army; he and his compatriots were unable to go out or come in. It could therefore not
have been he who sent out his official jars, with his royal seal stamped on their
handles, to such places as Beth-shemesh and Tell Beit Mirsim for the collection of
taxes; this was done by his successor Zedekiah, under Babylonian control. And if



Babylonia and its subject Judean king "recognized" exiled Jehoiachin--through the use of
his royal stamp--in Judah proper, where an attempt at revolt and liberation would start
first, surely it was possible, and legal, for Ezekiel to make use of the year of the exile-
-not of the accession--of King Jehoiachin. Indeed, any one composing chronological
data in postexilic times, after Babylonia had gone the way of all governmental flesh,
would automatically have chosen the accession year of the king for his chronological
framework. And so Torrey's approach to the chronological data in Ezekiel was
repudiated by the extrabiblical data uncovered by archaeology.

Soi of Etiakim lound et Eot}lfierncslt in 19J0.

Evidence of 586 B.C. Ihstructlon Found

After this, other discoveries were made. Probably the most sensational--and
unexpected--discovery came out of the dig at Tell ed-Duweir, Biblical Lachish (about
twenty-five miles southwest of Jerusalem and eight miles northwest of Tell Beit Mirsim).
In 1934, while clearing the pre-Persian level of the site, the directory of the British
(wellcome-Marston-Mond) Expedition, J. L. starkey, came upon a room that had
experienced terrible destruction by fire; that whole level constituted burnt debris about
a meter thick. A number of ostraca (sherds used as writing material) were found in
this room--eighteen were found in January, 1935, and three more a littte later--several
of which were meaningful as well as legible. These Lachish Ostraca at once became a
prime source of information about the invading army of Nebuchadnezzar, driving down



as it did along the edge of the hill country of Judah and neutralizing its fortified towns
before proceeding to the heart of the country, the political and cultural center,
Jerusalem. The ostraca were written only a few months before the capital city fell to
the Babylonians. The last part of Ostracon IV reads:

Ard tet 1my Lord) knor. thst r.c lrc ratching for thc sign ts of Lachish,

according to att the signs *r ich rny lord has given, for lc carrrot see Azekah.

Not only Lachish, but Beth-shemesh too became prime evidence of Babylonian
devastation of Judah in 5E6. For with the improved knowledge of pottery and other
archaeological materials, it-became-evident that.\nhat had previously been.considered the^-
700 B.C. level of (Assyrian) destruction was really the 586 level of (Babylonian)
destruction. Indeed, since the early thirties, about a score of the many sites that have
been excavated in Palestine-Israel exhibit clear evidence of widespread destruction
precisely at the 586 level; such places--in addition to Lachish and Beth-shemesh--as
Beth-zur, Bethel, Ras el-Kharrubeh (the Anathoth of Jeremiah), Gibeon, and Tell en-
Nasbeh (probably Mizpah) come readily to mind. As put to me by one archaeologisc
"The devastation was so complete that town after town was never reinhabited, and it
was centuries before the countrv recovered.'

Dig Your Nearest Museum First

The climax for our problem--if our problem required any after the excavation of
Lachish and is Ostraca--occurred at the height of Nazi prestige and World War II. In
the middle thirties, the Hitler regime had consolidated its hold on Germany enough to
devote part of its organized efforts to prepare the basis for the worldwide and
permanent destruction of the prestige and reputation that the Jewish people had built up
in the course of its almost four-thousand year career of recorded history; the Nazis
knew full well that to destroy the Jewish people without also defaming its name would
not constitute real extermination. Thus early in 1936, the Reich Institute for the
History of the New Germany announced that compulsory courses in scientific anti-
Semitism would henceforth be taught in all German schools.

And so, well-oiled wheels were set in motion to gather from all over Germany, and
from areas already or yet to be conquered, every bit of data pertaining to the career of
the Jewish people since it appeared on the stage of human history; these data were to
be assembled, classified, studied, and published to prove the infamous and degenerative
character of this people. The operation grew into the 'Institut zur Erforschung der
Judenfrage" (1941) under Alfred Rosenberg.

Now let us go back a bit. In 1905, a German expedition excavating the ancient
site of Babylon uncovered near the Ishtar Gate and the magnificent palace of the Royal
House ("The House at which Men Marvel') a structure with fourteen vaulted rooms, in
which were found some 300 cuneiform tablets. These tablets were sent to the Kaiser
Friedrich Museum in Berlin for proper disposition. But something went wrong; a funny
thing happened in the Museum on the way to the cataloguer, and this horde of texts
got misplaced, and for three decades they lay there, unknown and unread, as lifeless
and lost in the dust of the Museum as they had been in the dust of Babylon for the
two and a half millenia [sic] preceding.



In the course of the intensive search for documens relating to the Jews, Ernst F.
Weidner of the Museum was informed that a batch of cuneiform tablets had been
discovered in the basement of the Museum. Our lost find had been found--to prove
once again that it is always worthwhile to dig your nearest museum first, before
embarking on a dig many thousands of miles away.

Contents of Tablets Exciting

When Weidner began to decipher the tablets, he became very excited. One of the
things he did was to send off a letter to Albright at the John Hopkins University in
Baltimore, telling him something of.the.sensational contsnts of.a.numbor of tho tablets,- ..
But then World War II broke out, and virtually all academic contact was broken between
Berlin and Baltimore. Naturally, Albright was not at liberty to divulge publicly the
contents of Weidner's letter to him.

In l94l and 1942 rumors spread in this country that Weidner's article had
appeared, but no one had seen it directly. Then one fine day late in 1942, as I was
sitting and working at my desk in the library of the John Hopkins, the librarian came
over to ask me to help her catalogue a book that had come in to the Classics
Department. I looked at the volume and became very excited. I rushed out with the as
yet uncatalogued book to tell Albright about the utterly unexpected arrival of the
volume. I burst into his office--I hope I did not forget to knock on the door first--and
exclaimed 'Here it is! Here it is!' After I calmed down, I told him that it was volume
II of the Festschrift for the French scholar, Rene Dussaud (Milanges Syriens of lerts a
M. Ren€ Dussaud; Paris, 1939), and that Weidner's article was in the volume. Albright
then proceeded to write a popular article on "King Joiachin in Exile' for the very next
issue of The Biblical Archaeologist (December, 1942).

So far as I know, this was apparently the only copy of the Dussaud volume that
was to be found in the United States until after the war was ended. It was, I believe,
sent out by someone in Switzerland. Photostatic copies of the article were sent to
scholars who requested it. I even sent out a microfilm of the article to Professor
Sukenik at the Hebrew University in Jerusalem; but it was returned to me after the
war, with the explanation: 'Flammable." I suppose that the censors were right this
microfilm might have ignited something terrible in the midst of the otherwise calm
events of World \Yar II. The reader may find this letter of explanation to the censors
of interesc



TO THE AMERICAN AND PALESTINIAN CENSORS:

The enclosed is a reproduction of an exceedingly important
article. It deals with a Babylonian tablet which helps to prove that
the Biblical account of the circumstances surrounding the Babylonian
Exile is correct. The article appeared in a volume published in Paris
late in 1939. It so happens that only one copy of this volume
reached the U.S.A., at John Hopkins University. Since no copy
reached the Near East, Prof. E. L. Sukenik of the Hebrew University
in Jerusalem, Palestine, wrote me on April lE, 1944 via Clipper Air
Mail, asking that a reproduction of the article be made, if at all
possible, and sent to the Hebrew University. To make sure that a
copy gets there, I am sending out now a microfilm reproduction of
the article, and a few weeks later I shall send out a photostatic
reproduction.

Harry M. Orlinsky
2518 Brookfield Avenue

Baltimore, Maryland
June 15 .  1944

Respectfully submitted,
(signed) Harry M. Orl insky

The John Hopkins University

Babylonians Considered Jehoiachin King
Even Though Critics Did Not

In his article, 'Joiachin, K6nig von Juda, in babylonischen Keilschrifttextenn
(pp. 923-935), Weidner reproduced, transliterated, translated, and discussed the relevant
passages of those of the nearly 300 tables that were pertinent to the Judean Exile.
One of the tablets (written in 592 B.C.) contains the decree of King Nebuchadnezzar
that daily rations of oil and grain be given to 'Yaukin, king of the land of Yahud," his
five sons, and other Judeans. This fact indicates that although conquered and in
captivity, King Jehoiachin and his entourage were free to move about in Babylon. As to
why he came to be imprisoned (later to be pardoned, in 561, by Nebuchadnezzar's son
and successor, Evil-merodach), we know nothing definite. It may be that a planned
revolt in Judah that was to be coordinated with an attempt by the Judean king to
escape, brought about his incarceration. In any case, it would seem that even the
Babylonian government itself regarded Jehoiachin as Judah's legal king, perhaps keeping
him for possible restoration on the throne in Jerusalem if that should serve Babylon's
purpose. However, if the Babylonian government at home referred to Jehoiachin as



'king of the land of Judah,' then his contemporary and fellow-exile, Ezekiel, could
readily describe events in relation to the year of Jehoiachin's exile--as Albright had
argued brill iantly a decade earlier on the basis of the seal impression on the broken
jar-handles from Tell Beit Mirsim and Beth-shemesh.

TSlct found at Sabylon tisting rations givcn to
"Ytukin, king ol hc land ol Yahud-"

Furthermore, mention is made in these tablets of sailors, musicians, garcteners,
horse- and monkey-trainers, shipworkers, carpenters, and other craftsmen, from such
varied and even distant places as Ashkelon (Philistia), Tyre, Byblos, Elam, persia, Media,
Judah, Egypt, Asia Minor, and Aegean Greece. Nebuchadnezza,rt it is now known even
more than before, initiated a vast building campaign in his capital city. The legendary
"Hanging Gardens of Babylon" (really terraced or rooftop gardens that looked "h1nginj"
from a distance) constituted one of the products of this campaign. For this, the king
needed urgently craftsmen of all kinds, and he paid above average wages ro attract
them. Small wonder that he made it a point to have craftsmen of conquered countries
(among them, e.g., "the artisans and smiths" of 2 Kings 24:16) broughi to Babylon as
forced labor.

Bible an Unusually Reliable Historical Document

It is not very often that archaeology can demonstrate a specific statement or
event in the Bible in the manner that we have demonstrat€d in this article. For the
most part by far, archaeological discoveries in Israel and elsewhere in Bible lands do



not bear directly on the Bible. However, it has become virtually impossible to look
upon a factual statement in the Bible as unreliable simply because there is lacking an
extra-Biblical datum to authenticate it; archaeology since World War I has seen to that.

To be sure, as I wrote in my Ancient Israel in 1954 (pp. 7-9), 'Modern historians
do not . . . accept every part of the Bible equally as literal fact. Yet they have come
to accept much of the Biblical data as constituting unusually reliable historical
documents of antiquity, documents which take on new meaning and pertinence when
they are analyzed in the light of newly discovered extra-Biblical sources . .

"This radical re-evaluation of the significaqce of the Bible has been necessitated
by the archaeological discoveries of the past three decades . . . The material, social,
and religious configurations of the Sumerian, Egyptian, Babylonian, Hurrian, Assyrian,
Canaanite, Hitite, and Aramaen societies can be delineated to an increasingly
satisfactory degree. It is now possible to see the entire ancient Near East from a
thoroughly new perspective, and so it has become necessary to re-examine the Biblical
record in the light of our broadening understanding . . ." The foregoing statements of
2l years ago are even more pertinent today.

Eabylottiatr Cttrotticte telling ol Nebuchadnezzar's Jelctt ol Jentsalein in 597

8.C.



(An abridgement of Chapter 7 of Essays in Biblical Culture by Harry M. Orlinsky, KTAy
Publishing House, Inc., New york, 1974.)

Harry orl insky is a professor rt  thc Hebrer Union Cottcgc-Jerish Inst i tute of ReLigion
in l ler York. l lc is a teadirB otd Tcatff i i t  schotar, bcirp oe.of the lortdrs
author i t i cs  in  b ib t i ca t  ph i l ,o togy ,  sep tusg in t ,  and B ib tc  t rans la t ion . .

Editorial Note

In addition to the evidence presented in Prof. Orlinsky's excellent article, we also
have Nebuchadnezzar's own record of the fall of Jerusalem. First published by Donald
J. wiseman of the British Museum in 1956, the Babylonian chronicle for
Nebuchadnezz r's seventh year tells of his defeat of the capital of Judah:

Year 7, rpnth Kis[ i l ru: Thc kino of Akkad mved his amy into Hatt i  l ,ard,
taid siegc to the city of Jrrdsh lnd thc king took thc city on the second day of
the month Addaru. He appointed in i t  .  (ner) king of his r, iking, took heaq|/
booty f ron it ard bror,rght it to Babyton.
(Arcient Nclr Eastcnl raxt! Ret.t ino to the otd ?cataf lErt,  p. 5641 .

The king of Akkad was Nebuchadnezz-ar himself, Hatti land was palestine, the city
of Judah was Jerusalem, and the second day of the month Addaru was March 16, S9j
!.!r Tne new king that Nebuchadnezzar appointed was none other than the Zedekiah of
2 Kings 24:17.

"Retyped for clarity..
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ARCHAEOLOGY AND THE BIBLE

Richard Paige

THE IMPORTANCE OF DATING

By Paul W. Lapp

PattlW. Lapp served as Director of the American School of Oriental
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drowning accident in j,970, he was a professor al the Pittsburgh
Theological Seminary. This article has been adapted lrom a volume

of his posthumously published papers entitled The Tale of the Tell'

edited by Nancy L. Lapp, copyright ],975 by the Pickwick Press.

Contacts with history in high school or college have left most of us with

something of a distaste for chronology. At least those in the over-thirty generation

can hardly have escaped history courses where the instructor concentrated almost

exclusively on chronological structure, key events and persons of the period; and the

study of history boiled down to memorizing a chronological framework, the dates of

kingi, and dynastic charts. Does it really matter whether Columbus discovered America

in 1392, 1492, or 1592?

From one perspective, precise chronology is not essential to historical appreciation

and understanding. To one without a clear perception of the course of events of the

l4th, l5th, and l6th centuries, misdating the discovery of America by a century hardly

distracts from whatever significance the event has for him.

On the other hand, if a historian were to take such a cavalier attitude toward

chronology, he might easily conclude that the discovery of America was the result of

the creative forces unleashed by the Reformation or an attempt to test the theory of

Copernicus. It is important for the historian to reckon with the fact that Copernicus

was nineteen when America was discovered. A historian can do little with persons or

events which cannot be fitted into a rather precise chronological framework.

For this reason, if archaeological material is to be of maximum historical value, it

must be as precisely dated as possible. For example, an archaeologist discovers a major

destruction of a Palestinian town and concludes that the evidence points to a date

between 1250 and l l50 B.C. Without further evidence or a more precise dat ing, i t

would be impossible to decide whether the destruction was the result of internecine

warfare between Canaanite towns, an Egyptian campaign, Israelite tribal conquest' or an

attack by a Sea People.

Is archaeology able to provide datings precise enough to be of historical value?

Scholars disagree on an answer to this question. Sober replies vary from
'sometimes' to "Almost never.' One competent scholar concludes that the evidence
points to an identification of certain ruins with Saul's fortress as the best hypothesis.



Another insists that the evidence is too meager to justify such a postulation. Such
positions tend to become overpolarized when the weaknesses and tentativeness of the
best hypothesis are not emphasized or when the "best' hypothesis is ignored as one
among several interpretive options. What is a desirable modus operandi? It seems clear
that when the 'bestn hypothesis seems improbable or unconvincing, it might well be
dismissed and the material left a conundrum. In other cases it seems desirable to
define the best interpretation of the evidence, even if it is necessary to stress the
speculative nature of the postulation.

I tend to feel that archaeological material is sometimes susceptible of sufficient
chronological precision to be of historical importance. After all, the evidence of
ancient history is so limited that very few statements approach the indubitable. To
illustrate, Ahab was killed in a battle near Ramoth-gilead about 850 B.C. The probable
site of Ramoth-gilead suffered a major destruction about the middle of the ninth
century B.C. The identification of the site is not unquestionable. The destruction could
have occurred a few years before Ahab's death when a cow kicked over a lamp or a
few years thereafter when an enemy set his neighbor's grain heap ablaze. Yet, the best
hypothesis based on the extant evidence would connect the destruction with the battle
in which Ahab was killed.

Where is the line to be drawn between such hypotheses and the objectionable
practice of overcorrelation of Biblical and archaeological material? It takes well-
balanced judgment to draw that line appropriately, and no two historians would draw it
at exactly the same point. It may be observed that advances in archaeological precision
make connections more and more viable. It is now frequently possible to date
archaeological groups within a quarter- or half-century. Correlations with such material
are certainly more convincing than material dated no more closely than within a century
or two--as is the case with the vast majority of archaeological finds in Palestine to
date.

Imagine that the world's first excavation was about to take place in Palestine and
you were the archaeologist. You proceeded to dig, carefully separating the artifacts
from each layer. In post-dig analysis you observed that frequently succeeding layers
seemed to contain a very similar repertory of forms, sometimes new forms appeared
alongside those of the preceding layer, and occasionally there were complete typal
breaks between successive strata. You were led to conclude that the groups separated
by major breaks in typology represented important chronological periods and that new
forms in basically similar groups represented innovations within the major periods.

This il lustrates, in a simplified way, the two disciplines that must be successfully
employed of archaeological material is to be closely dated--stratigraphy and typology.
If layers are mixed or if a pit is missed in digging, the typological analysis will prove
faulty. If the typological analysis does not concentrate on features distinguished by
successive layers, it will not be of chronological significance.

Archaeologists operate with relative and absolwe dating. The succession of groups
of artifacts by layer from the first excavation in Palestine, suggested above, is in fact a
relative chronology. It provides evidence of forms which emerge, change, and disappear
at specific points in a sequence of layers representing human habitation. In l90l Sir
Flinders Petrie, Palestine's first scientific excavator, introduced the principle of
sequence dating. He attempted to reduce a mass of Egyptian tomb material to fifty
successive stages. Material from early Palestinian digs was related to this relative
Egyptian sequence by Petrie and others.



How can relative chronology be converted into an absolute B.C. or A.D. date?
Suppose that in your first Palestinian excavation you had discovered three Ptolemaic
coins of the early third century B.C. on the floor. This would provide a good indication
that all groups of artifacts from layers below the floor predated the coins and all
subsequent layers postdated them. Nearly every excavation adds a few such links with
absolute chronology. When the sequences from all excavations in Palestine are
combined, there are enough links with absolute chronology in most periods to provide
quite close absolute dates. As evidence from new digs comes to light, the process of
refining chronology continues.

From this perspective it might be expected that in its early history Palestinian
archaeology was geared to relative chronology, and, as new evidence appeared, gradually
more accurate absolute dates were assigned to the successive phases. In fact the actual
progress toward precise absolute chronology in Palestinian archaeology took a much
more confusing course. Progress followed a circuitous route for many reasons.

Probably the chief block to orderly progress was the lack of much careful,
stratigraphic excavation throughout the history of Palestinian archaeology. Despite lack
of precise stratigraphic excavation methods, early excavators made progress in
understanding the evolution of forms of artifacts. But these results were thrown into
confusion by the seemingly reliable results of subsequent digs which were in fact not
very reliable. Finally, in the 1930's more careful digging and publication began
introducing the sequential structure which stil l stands today.

Another difficulty was the fact that from the start Palestinian excavators tied
their finds to the epochs and events of Near Eastern history and archaeology. Once
such relationships were made, it became difficult to gain general assent for new
proposals, even when they were based on much stronger evidence. Palestinian
excavators come out of a strong rrVestern tradition of independent research that often
makes prima donnas of leading scholars. The failure of archaeologists to consider the
material of their colleagues, particularly those of another nationality, before proposing
or proclaiming their correlations is by itself an important factor in the lack of steady
progress toward chronological precision.

A third deterrent, particularly for the third and second millennia 8.C., was the
lack of consensus on the chronologies of Palestine's neighbors. Often the links between
relative and absolute chronology consisted of imported artifacts from neighboring
countries, where they were tied to the reign of a particular pharaoh or assigned a quite
precise temporal span. Following Egyptian scholars, who plump for a high, a middle, or
a low chronology for the early pharaohs, Palestinian scholars debate most often not the
merits of each case, but which chronology best fits the material from Palestine. Such
ad hoc arguments hardly contribute to advances in chronological precision.

A fourth obstacle to systematic development of chronological precision was the
neglect of detailed, critical pottery studies. Most scholars were content with knowledge
of general lines of ceramic development based on oral tradition. Theses oral traditions
were set down in the excavator's publications of his pottery. Newer pottery publica-
tions then cited or catalogued the previous examples of a.particular pot along with .'

proposed datings. Often no distinction was made between dates proposed for unstrati-
fied examples and for specimens from a context with good links to absolute chronology.
This chorus of uncritical datings had the unfortunate result of gaining for the datings
an undeserved confidence. If a dozen archaeologists cite a similar date for a certain
form, it must be correct. Unfortunately, in many cases the dozen archaeologists were
all merely repeating what was originally an uncritical oral tradition. Advances in



chronological precision come when an archaeologist with a rigorously critical approachpublishes a detailed study of the stratigraphic ch-anges in ceramic forms and theevidence for their absolute dates.

By far the most common finds on Palestinian tells are potsherds. Broken pieces ofjars, jugs, bowls, and lamps litter virtually every layer of the mound from about 5000B'c- when pottery first appeared in Palesiine, do*o to modern times. In fact, many ofthe layers in the comparatively poor tells of Palestine contain nothing uui sneras. Ifchanges in pottery take place at a fairly rapid pace and can be identified, portery canserve as the archaeologist's best chronological tool.

Pottery has many variable characteristics. Preparation of the clay includes levi-gating it to a coarser or smoother consistency and 
"Aaing 

inclusions. The inclusions
vary in fineness and consist of-strawor grit of various-k-inds to-stone or sand.-The --
clay is formed into v€ssels by hand, on a slow or fast wheel, or in a mold, or a com_
bination of these- The vessel may be shaved, decorated with incision or puncturing,
surfaced with slip, paint, or glaze, and burniihed or polished. It may be fired high orlow in a kiln with or without reduction or stacking. Further decoraiive wash, burnish-ing, or incision may be executed after firing

Nearly all of these features are of at least potential chronological significance.
Pottery from one era of a town's history may have used different;lay uis ttran ttreirpredecessors' used different inclusions, prefirred incision to painted decoration, firedtheir kilns higher, and the like. Some features offer rather piecise chronological
indications. For instance, pattern burnishing ,"as in 

"ogu. 
only for a few brief periods

of Palestine's history, and overfiring of poa-*"r ao.-Jn in the later Late Bronze ageand the Early Hellenistic period. Spectographic analysis and careful attention roinclusions would provide helpful reiuls ior'chronoroiv, uu, the analysis is expensive andtime-consuming and will be of little significance untii 'such analysis is consistentty
reported by a number of excavations.

While these characteristics offer chronological data, only rarely do they reach thelevel of chronological precision required if arch'aeologicai material is to be of historicalvalue' The same clay beds, potters' wheels, and painied traditions often lasted for
centuries' There is only one feature of ceramic vessels that undergoes a continuousprocess of change that can be observed at intervals of a quarter- or half-century. Thatfeature is shape.

The most common categories of ancient ceramic vessels are jars, jugs, jugrets,
craters, bowls, cups,-platters, cooking pots, and lamps. In the Ea;ly B;o;e lge, ro,example, there may be several jar types but perhaps onty one jug type. Some jar typesc-ontinue through the Early Bronze age; others tn"y be introouiea at-an early stage anddisappear at a late stage within the Elrly Bronze age. These are chronological facts ofsignificance, but what is of importance io, preciselhronology is the ctranic ttrat takesplace in the shape of a particular jar type during the course of the Early Bron ze age.Bases may become more pointed, iounded, flattened, or elongated. Handles may shifttheir point of attachment, change their manner of attachment, or develop from round tooval to flat- Most often rims are the best chronological indicators. possibte rim shapesare almost infinite, and a particular rim shape tends to develop persistently and rapidly.Such changes in shape are perhaps the closest counterparts to the modern phenomenon
of annual model changes for cars and appliances.

To leave the impression that all pots change shape regutarly and rapidly woutd beincorrect' Some shapes tend to changi much more rapidly than others. Jar rims tend



to be much more precise chronological indicators than lamps. Some forms seem to
persist for centuries with little or no change, while other types disappear after

hourishing for only a few years or decades. A few simple types tend to persist or

recur century after century. Some exotic shapes have a very short life and can be

immediately identified and closely dated even by a novice.

For those schooled in an'evolutionary mentality,' it should be noted that the

formal trend of Palestinian--and indeed all ancient pottery--is commonly downward.

Finely made examples of a new and pleasing shape appear. Soon a decline in quality

becomes apparent and the shape begins to sag or bulge. Since it is virtually impossible

to accurat;ly publish subtle changes in quality even by verbal description, a refined

understanding of the dating of po15 requires extensive experience in going over basket

after basket of pottery as it comes from layer after layer in the field.

The knowledge of pottery chronology grew as leading excavators such as Sir

Flinders Petrie, Pere L.-H. Yincent, and Clarence Fisher shared their field observations.'

The digging of W. F. Albright at Tell Beit Mirsim in southern Judea resulted in a

critical ixamination of this oral tradition. In the final reports of that excavation,
published between 1932 and 1943, Albright was able to provide a fairly complete picture

bf tnu changes in pottery shapes from the late third millennium down to the early sixth

century B.C.l Pottery chronology for the periods preceding Tell Beit Mirsim was

systemltized in a disiertation unde, Albrigit's diriction btG. Ernest Wright in 1937.2

Systematization of our knowledge of pottery chronology for later periods has been slow

to appear. The writer's dissertation, published in 1961, attempted to systematize the

ceramic chronology for the period from 200 B.C. to 70 A.D.s Welt-dated material for

the late fourth and third centuries B.C. has been recently published by Fawzi Zayadine

and Nancy Lapp,a and the first published attempt to define the formal changes of the

Persian piriod il found in my contribution to the Kurt Galling Festschri/t, issued in

1970.5 knowledge of pottery development in the periods after 70 A.D. is stil l confined

largely to a quite imprecise oral tradition.6

t W.F. Albright, 'The Excavation of Tell Beit Mirsim,' Vols. I, IA, II, lII, Annual

of the American Schools ol Oriental Research, XII, XIII, XVII, XXI-XXII (New Haven:

American Schools of Oriental Research, 1932'1943).

2 G.E. Wright, The Pottery ol Palestine from the Earliest Times to the End of the

Early Bronze lge (New Haven: ASOR, 1957).

s P.W. Lapp, Palestinian Ceramic Chronology, 200 B.C. - A.D.70 (New Haven:

ASOR,  196 l ) .
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The constant stream of newly published material has made possible considerable
refinement of the chronologies of \Yright and Albright. Among the most notable of
these are Basil Hennessy's study of tne Early Bron.i age, Kathleen Kenyon,s analysis ofthe Bronze age tombs at Jericho, and the publication o? inu lron age poit"ry of Samaria
by Kenyon and of Tell Deir 'Alla by H. K. Franken. In our present state of refinement,
and with few exceptions, we are able to date larger ceramic gioups from the late fourth
millennium B.C. through the first century e.o. wittrin a century. In many instances in
the last two millennia B.C. it is possible to date groups within firty y""irl 

"no 
on

occasion within a quarter-century.

It should be apparent that an expert in ceramic chronology is indispensible for any
dig dealing with post-5000 B.c. material in Palestine. In most cases pottery provides
the crucial and exclusive evidence for dating the dig's discoveries. Ii this ividence is
not controlled, the finds of a dig are of little more iignifieance than those purchased in--
an antique shop- In fact, if an excavator does not have a thorough knowleige of
ceramic chronology, he would be favoring historians if he were to stop digging andpurchase his artifacts from an antiquities dealer.

Before the introduction of pottery about 5000 8.C., the most ubiquitous stratified
finds are flints- while they provide the best evidence available, ttrev ao noi provide asprecise chronological indications :ts pottery. Once introduced, a flini type tends topersist longer than a pottery type, but wifhout any developments comparable to those ofpot rims, handles, and bases. This means that our chronoiogical knowledge is much lessprecise, and, in fact, the farther into the p:rst we penetrate, the longer are the periods
we are able to identify.

The resulting picture is usually interpreted as an indication that the farther back
we go' the slower was the pace of change and development. This interpretation should
be accepted with some skepticism, for the picture is actually the result of a lack of
materials for delimiting shorter periods of time. Time and again new evidence frompre-history has astounded even the specialists with its sophistication. The third
millennium B.C. is stil l commonly called the horizon of Palestine's earliest towns, but
the Jericho excavations have brought to light a massively fortified town of the seventh
millennium B.C. The sophistication of its houses is sufiicient to emphasize that periods
of creative development were heavily interspersed with eras of stagnation. Some earlier
ages may have changed as rapidly as those where pottery makes th-e changes perceptible.

- Technically speaking recorded history begins about 3200 8.C., the date of the
Sumerian documents bearing man's earliesi known writing. By the early third millenium
[sic] B.C. the archaeological materials of Palestine can be-linked with the absolute dates
derived from the early documents of her neighbors. Until recently, prehistoric materialwas largely confined to sequence dating. Ar-haeologiss may have rather arbitrarily
estimated how long certain changes took or relied on ttre extremely broad datings ofpalaeontologists, among whom disagreements over periods of five million years are not
uncommon.

Much greater precision has been achieved in prehistoric chronology through Carbonl4 dating. Carbon l4 is a radioactive isotope of caibon with a rrarf riie"aalusteo in
lg9z !q 5730 t 40 years. Most available dates were figured from previousiy accepted
half life of 5568 + 30 years. others have operated with a half life of 5g00 years.

This range of over 200 years in half life determination is already an indication ofthe relative precision of Carbon 14 dates. To be added to this is a t factor, usually
expressed as a I value. . With a I value the chances are one in three that the actual



date lies beyond the proposed date range. It would seem preferable to work with a 2
tolerance in which chances ue 2l in 22 of the date falling within the proposed range.
This would put dates about 3000 B.C. in a t 250 year range, 6000 B.C. dates in a t 500
year range, and earlier dates with a corresponding larger tolerance factor. Carbon l4
dating is stil l in process of refinement. Its dates will perhaps require additional slight
adjustments, but it has already introduced considerable clarity into the chronology of
the later prehistoric periods. Its chief limitations are the necessity of a relatively large
sample of carbonized material for destruction and the cost of $100 to $250 per test.

It is a common misconception that Carbon l4 has also made important contributions
to chronological precision in the historical period. From the third millennium B.C. on
Carbon 14 dates can do no more than corroborate in a very general way the datings
derived from the study of pottery and other artifacts. If pottery from a certain
stratum points to a date in the first half of the sixteenth century 8.C., it is reassuring
to have a 2 Carbon 14 date of 1720 t 175 B.C. On the other hand, if the Carbon 14
date came out 1257 t 160 8.C., it should more than likely be dismissed as a
contaminated sample. Carbon I4 dating is not precise enough to contribute to
chronological precision in the historical period.

Compared with pots most other kinds of artifacts are relatively poor chronological
indicators. They do not occur frequently enough in stratum after stratum to provide
the constant chronological indication needed by the field archaeologist. Their sparsity
has also meant a lack of sufficient stratified evidence to define rapid typological
changes that might exist in certain kinds of artifacts.

Stone vessels and implements are notoriously conservative. Millstones and grinding
bowls persist for centuries and millennia with no apparent change of form. Occasional
groups, such as the Hyksos alabasters, can be associated with a particular period, but
even in such cases I know of no uninscribed stone vessels that can be dated to any
single century with confidence. Fashions in metal tools and weapons changed more
rapidly, but no particular specimen can be dated within a century. Blown glass, first
appearing in the Early Roman period, is limited by its technique to a fairly small
typological repertory and is of limited chronological value.

Finds of clothing fasteners and jewelry of all kinds are stil l less common, so that
characteristics only of broader periods may be identified. Jewelry confronts us with
other chronological complications inherent in individual taste, international style, and
especially the heirloom factor. Jewelry may be preserved in royal and aristocratic
families for centuries. Figurines, including the relatively common fertil ity goddesses,
have similar chronological limitations, enforced by the conservative tendencies of
superstition.

Scarabs can on occasion serve a:i l inks with absolute chronology when they bear
the symbols of one of the pharaohs. Unfortunately carving of scarabs bearing a
pharaoh's name often continued long after his death. As a result, the manner in which
the carver portrayed the beetle is often of more chronological importance than the
symbols carved on its belly. Recent publications of groups of hundreds of scarabs, such
as those from the Jericho tombs, are disappointing from a chronological perspective.

Seals, too, on occasion serve as links with absolute chronology when they bear the
name of a known ruler or official. Even when they bear unknown names, their script
can often be quite closely dated. Seals belong to artistic styles which can at times be
dated within a century. If seals were as common as potsherds on Palestinian mounds,
our chronological framework would be much more precise. Unfortunately they are



rather rare finds in the poor mounds of Palestine.

Coins first appear in Palestine about 500 B.C. and become common after the fourth
century B.C. Since most coins can be attributed to a particular ruler and often indicate
a specific year of his reign, they are of considerable importance as chronological
indicators and as links with absolute chronology. Perhaps the main reason for the
comparative neglect of pottery chronology after the sixth century B.C. is the assumption
that coins can replace potsherds as chronological indicators in the later periods. This
premise is wrong for a number of reasons. While coins are rather common finds, they
are far less ubiquitous than potsherds. Many later layers of Palestinian mounds contain
no coins. Since coins are small, they often present stmtigraphic problems. Has this
coin slipped through a crack into a lower layer? Was this coin on the floor or in the
fill immediately above? Even hoards of coins may present stratigraphic difficulties for
they are frequently hidden in cracks and crevices. Most important is the heirloom
factor. Coins remained in circulation in antiquity longer than they do at present with
the popularity of coin collecting. when a single coin is found on a floor, it is
impossible to tell for sure whether it was minted a few years, several decades, or even
a century before it was lost.

Where ceramic chronology has not been precisely worked out, numismatic evidence
often provides the best chronological data. But where groups of pots can be dated
within a quarter- or half-century, coin evidence often provides no more than general
corroboration of the ceramic dating. The endurance of common crockery for a half
century or more would be quite exceptional, but quite common for coins. It is strange
but true that uninscribed sherds can often serve as better chronological indicators than
dated coins.

As already noted, shorter inscriptions are often found on scarabs, seals, and coins.
Occasionally a pot will be incised with the name of its owner or potter. Monumental
inscriptions are found on standing stones or stelae, on statue bases, and on the walls
and floors of buildings. All such written material may be classed as incised because its
letters are ordinarily carved. Related are the clay tables inscribed in the cuneiform
characters of the Mesopotamians by a wedge-headed stylus. Documents written in ink
are less often preserved, but such recent discoveries as the Dead Sea Scrolls, the
Samaria Papyri, and the Arad ostraca are spectacular examples of the preservation of
such documents in Palestine. Most of the Dead Sea Scrolls are parchments, written on
specially treated animal skins prepared in long rolls. Papyrus sheets are prepared by
weaving strips of the papyrus reed. An ostracon is a potsherd which served as a piece
of scratch paper, for short messages, receipts, bills of lading, and the like.

Written finds are even more infrequent in Palestine than in neighboring lands, and
documents bearing a date are rare among written finds. Not a single specifii date is
mentioned in the Dead Sea Scrolls, but each of the Samaria papyri bore the day, month,
and year of writing. The writers, of course, were not aware of how many years before
Christ they lived, but the years of the reign of a particular Persian king ari easily
converted into B.C. dates.

Even when documents bear no dates, they are usually of considerable chronological
help. This is because handwriting changes about as rapidly as the shapes of pots, and
can be closely dated. Even though the Dead Sea Scrolls bear no dates, the evolution of
the script of the first centuries B.C. and A.D. makes possible the dating of individual
documents to a quarter- or half-century. It should be emphasized thaf just as the
inscriptions on contemporary buildings differ from our handwriting, so it is necessary to
distinguish between the development of ancient incised and cursive scrips. Cursive



writing tends to change much more rapidly.

For the last three millennia B.C. the most common finds providing links with
absolute chronology are imports, mostly pottery. Often the pots imported into Palestine
from Egypt, Cypress, Greece, Phoenicia, Syria, Anatolia, Mesopotamia, and even farther
abroad can be assigned quite precise absolute dates in their countries of manufacture.
Discounting a short time lag for shipment, these dates may be accepted as
manufacturing dates for the examples found in Palestine.

It should be emphasized that the date indicated by the imported pot is its date of
manufacture, and the date indicated by a script is the date the document was written or
the artifact was inscribed. This does not mean that these dates can automatically be
applied to the strata in which they are found. If they indicate a date in agreement
with that provided by the local potsherds with which they are found, they corroborate
that date. They may well date earlier than the ceramic horizon with which they were
found. Dead Sea Scrolls from a single cave may be dated from the late third century
B.C. to the middle of the first century A.D. Imported pots may have been used rarely
and been preserved much longer than local kitchen ware, just as our'good china' is
often much older than our "everyday dishes". [sic] Written documents and imports, like
coins, are often subject to the heirloom factor. On the other hand, if the date
provided by the import or written material postdates the ceramic horizon of the layer,
something is wrong with the dating of the pot in its country of origin, the dating of
the script, the local ceramic chronology, or, most commonly, the stratigraphic
excavation or analysis.

A very rare link with absolute chronology is provided when constructions
specifically described in historical texts can be located. The most dramatic example of
this for Palestine is a discovery of Yigael Yadin. After excavating a gateway from the
time of Solomon at Hazor, he noted gateways with virtually identical plan and dimension
at Megiddo and Gezer (see September 1975 BAR, p. l4). That all three were in fact
planned by Solomon's architect is confirmed by the Biblical account, 'This is an account
of the forced labor King Solomon levied for the building of . . . the wall of Jerusalem,
Hazor, Megiddo, and Gezer' (l Kings 9:15). This means that the pottery contemporary
with the construction of these defenses may be assigned with considerable confidence to
the reign of Solomon. Even such discoveries contribute less to the refinement of cera-
mic chronology than might be expected. Unfortunately, none of the three gateways
have been excavated according to the best stratigraphic methods.

"Retyped for Clarity"
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Notes and Course Outlines

Semester 2 Lectures (January 20,1989 thru May g, 1.ggg)

Topics:

lan- 20 - God cov't of salt and with Levi continues during and after
the captivity,T permanent effects of Babylonian captivity

Jan. 25 - Hope is part of God's promises to Israel/Restoration
Reasons for Israel's extended captivity

r", 2z - 
Il"";'i'r1'3l"tlff;. 

( cont. )
Jan. 30 - Chaldean origins and Abraham
Feb. 1 - Babylonian captivity
Feb. 3 - Ark of cov't, calendar
Feb. 6 - 7 challenges of Daniel (cont.)
Feb. 8 - Fall of Babylon
Feb. 10 - Proof for 50 sheker mina, Babylon's fall to Mede-persian
Feb. 15 - Gentile servants, Ethiopian Jews? Jews return (Ezra),

- Temple restoration
Feb.17 - Temple restoratiory calendar alterations,

F eb 24- ;"1ll l;'li:ilnil""'"
Mar. 1 - Purim, Ezra's role in Jerusalem
Mar. 3 -Ezra compiles o.T. canon, organizes Jewish community

- Number 5 in scripture, problem of pagan intermarriage
Mar. 6 - Nehemiah's role (cont.)
Mar. 8 - Nehemiah's role (cont.)
Mar. L3 - Nehemiah's role (cont.)
Mar. 15 - Nehemiah's role and Book of Malachi
Mat.17 - "Watches" Israel vs. Roman,

- Nehemiah's 2.d return and continued reforms
Mar. 20 - Passover, Josephus on Intertestamental period
Mar- 22 - Josephus on: Moses, cyrus II, Arexander the Great,

- Septuagint (LXX) vs. Masoretic texts
Mar.24 - Moses and Exodus period,

Mar 27 _lfJtrffi :1""ff:jfri#K?li::iT::,, Dan 1 1
Mar.29 - Daniel11 (cont.)
Mar. 31 - Daniel11 (cont.)



Apr. 3 - Daniel 11 (cont.)
Apr. 5 - Maccabean era, Daniel 11 (cont.)
Apr.7 - Study guide, History of pharisees
Apr. 10 - History of pharisees (cont.) and other sects
Apr.14 - History of pharisees (cont.)Mav 1 - iiH.,#f"iTl'i,T,f.'# 1^o.cry pha)
May 3 - Hasmonean dynasty
May 5 - Jerusalem
Mav 8 

- ffi;*[il,tr?i:ir::#r:",:substitute 
(Horv spirit)

Destruction of Temple 70 A.D., 2 Jewish Revolts follow

Handouts:

- Jerusalem topographical, valleys Hinnom and Kidron (see: May 1 notes)
- Palestine: north to south, east to west scale, miles and feet (Mav 1 notes)
- The Fall of Jerusalem (see: May 8 notes)
- The revolt of the Zealots (66-72 A.D.)
- Table of books of Apocrypha
- Persian, Hellenistic, Roman periods and Maccabees
- Ethics of the Fathers
- Jerusalem
- Visit to Mt. Sinai (Dr. Hoeh)
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ANCIENT ISRAEL
I-ecturer: Mark D. Kaplan

Date: January 20, 1989

To the casual observer the Jewish captivity seemed to be the
end of God's working with that people. However, God had
made covenants with them.

The priests were given a covenant of salt which was
everlasting.

A continual covenant with lrvi.

With the captivity, such covenant promises were called into
question.

Jeremiah prophesied that those covenant promises would be
fulfilled. He was to prophesy the restoration of the nation.

"Jeremiah" is a play on the words "exalt" and "hurl."

A prophecy of a New Covenant which was to come.

ilsrael.,and qUqgb are i_n1:luded togelher- in a restor4lion
prophccy. The line of David and Aaron would continue
throughout history. The temple continued until A.D. 70.
Afterward, tbe__leurtgs -co*n!i4ued their services within the

nation. Families from the Davidic line continue until this

9ev.
Seven permanent effects of the Babylonian captivity:

to the event have become part of1. Scriptures relating
the biblical record.

This is the classic statement concerning the captivity in
Babylon.

Daniel prayed toward Jerusalem. The Muslim concept of
praying toward Mecca comes from the Jews praying toward
Jerusalem.

2. "Square style" Hebrew letters. While in captivity, the
Hebrews adopted the Aramaic square script.

Num. 18:19

Mal. 2:4

Jer. 1:10

Jer.  31:31

Jer.33:14-16

Ps. 137:

Dan. 6:10
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The adaptation of the square style kept the Jewish scripture
separate from the Samaritan scripture.

3. The importance of the synagogue.

Ps. 74:8 This verse implies that there were places of local instruction
in ancient times.

Eph. 8:1 Many feel that Ezekiel's meetings in his home during the
Babylonian captivity were the beginning of the modern
synagogue.

4. The changing of the names of the months.

We only have four of the original names of the Hebrew
months as siven in the Bible.

Irlx. 12:2 The first ,"-"",n was to be in the spring.

Ex. 13:4 1,. Abib (means green ear) was the first month.

IKgs. 6:1 2. Ziv*or Zif (means brightness)--was the second month.

3. Ethanim (means permanent) was the seventh month.

IKgs. 6:38 4. Bul was the eighth month.

When in Babylon the Jews adopted the Babylonian names
for the months.
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ANCIENT ISRAEL
I-ecturer: Mark D. Kaplan

I)ate: January 20,1989

To the casual observer the Jewish captivity seemed to be the
end of God's working with that people. However, God had
made covenants with them.

The priests were given a covenant of salt which was
everlasting.

A continual covenant with Levi.

With the captivity, such covenant promises were called into
question.

Jeremiah prophesied that those covenant promises would be
fulfilled. He was to prophesy the restoration of the nation.

"Jeremiah" is a play on the words "exalt" and "hurl."

A prophecy of a New Covenant which was to come.

rlsrael.,,and qgqglt are included together in a reslorati-on
prgphecy. The line of David and Aaron would continue
throughout history. The temple continued until A.D. 70.
Afterward, the__Lpyitgs -co-nlirrued their services within the

nation. Families from the Davidic line continue until this
g;i
Seven permanent effects of the Babylonian captivity:

1. Scriptures relating to the event have become part of
the biblical record.

This is the classic statement concerning the captivity in
Babylon.

Daniel prayed toward Jerusalem. The Muslim concept of
praying toward Mecca comes from the Jews praying toward
Jerusalem.

2. "Square style" Hebrew letters. While in captivity, the
Hebrews adopted the Aramaic square script.

Num. 18:19

Mal.2:4

Jer.  1:10

' Jer.

Jer.

31,:3'1,

33:1,4-16

Ps. 137:

Dan. 6:10
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The adaptation of the square style kept the Jewish scripture
separate from the Samaritan scripture.

3. The importance of the synagogue.

Ps. 74:8 This verse implies that there were places of local instruction
in ancient times.

Eph. 8:1 Many feel that Ezekiel's meetings in his home during the
Babylonian captivity were the beginning of the modern
synagogue.

4. The changing of the names of the months.

We only have four of the original names of the Hebrew
months as given in the Bible.

Ex. I2:2 The first month was to be in the spring.

Ex. 13:4 1,. Abib (means green ear) was the first month.

IKgs. 6:L 2. Ziv--or Zif (means brightness)--was the second month.

3. Ethanim (means permanent) was the seventh month.

IKgs. 6:38 4. Bul was the eighth month.

When in Babylon ln" ,"*, adopted the Babylonian names
for the months.



ANCIENT ISRAEL
Lecturer: Mark D. KaPIan

f)ate: JanuarY 25, 1989

Hosea 2:L5 "Door of hope" : "Petah Tikvah"

Hope is a very important part of God's promises to Israel.
Hope is a large part of Jewish culture.

Jer. 17:7, !3 Hope-God is the Hope of Israel.

Mikveh - pool of water and is similar to the word for hope'
The pool of water is to ritually cleanse.

Jer. 50:7 "HoPe of fathers"

Jer.31,:1.5-17 There is hope in the future.

The restoration of Judah was only partial. Israel and a
majority of Judah did not return to Palestine'

Ezek. 37:15-22 Israel and Judah will be gathered from the nations and made
one nation.

:24 David will be king over them.

The Jews evidently realized that their restoration at that time
was not the final one as prophesied.

Esther 3:8 The Jews had become dispersed throughout the Persian
Empire. They kept a distinct identity.

// Reasons God allowed such a long extended captivity for
Israel:

1. For an examPle of disciPline

2. Scattered Israel to be a "light" unto the other nations.

3. To produce humility within Israel

Jer. 16:14 A future second exodus will be greater than the original
exodus.
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Ezek. 36:

CALENDAR:

YEARS:

God is concerned for Israel because of His reputation. His
honor and reputation are at stake.

v
The Jewish calendar is a "bound" lunar calendar--it is
adjusted to keep the months in their appropriate seasons.

In lrv. 23, the Holy Days are connected with seasons and
harvests.

Each month is 29 days long. This makes a 354-day year
which is 11 days short. Every 3 years a month is inserted
(or intercalated) in the year to make up for the lost days.
Another month of Adar is added called Adar II. Adar I has
29 days and Adar II has 30. 

J
The calendar is based upon a l9-year time cycle. The
calendar is not perfect and needs adjusted after several
centuries.

Seven of the 19 years have intercalated months.

In 359 A.D. Hillel II made public the calculations for
intercalating years.

Years 3, 6, 8, 1-J,, 
'J,4, 

17, and 19 are the intercalated years.
Before Hillel II, the intercalated years were different.

The present Jewish year is 5749. Divide the year by 19, and
if the remainder is one of the 7 above numbers the year is
intercalary.

i



ANCIENT ISRAEL
kcturer: Mark D. Kaplan

Date: January 27r 1989

Inv. 25:2-7 Every 7 years there is a land Sabbath and a release of debt.

After 7 of the above cycles there was a Jubilee on the 50th
year.

After the captivity the Jubilee year was not reinstituted, but
the 7-year cycles were.

To find the year of the 7-year cycle, divide the Jewish year
by 7. Even divisions of.7 are land Sabbaths.

Deut. 31:10-11 Ttre h* was to be read during the year of release every 7
years. 

/
J

Postponement rules were built into the calendar. The Feast
of Trumpets cannot come on a Wednesday, Friday, or
Sunday. If the Feast of Trumpets came on a Sunday, then
the first day of the Feast of Tabernacles would come on a
Sunday, after the weekly Sabbath.

If Trumpets came on a Wednesday, then Atonement would
come on a Friday, just before the weekly Sabbath.

If Trumpets came on a Friday, Atonement would come on
a Sunday, just after the weekly Sabbath.

The first 6 months of the year are always the same length
and consist of 177 days.

MONTH: # of DAYS:

1 (Nisan) 30
229
330
429
530
629
7 (Tishri) 30

,  8  2g-30J ,
'  9  zg -30J

I
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MONTH:

10
11
12

IIKgs. 24:

Ezek. 40:

# of DAYS: (continued)

29
30
29/

v

The eighth and ninth months have variable days which are
changed to keep the postponement rules.

Normal years can have 353, 354, or 355 days.

Intercalary years can have 383, 384, or 385 days.

The year 5000 was Sept, 1239 A.D. 1240 - Roman /€ar :
the last three digits of the Jewish year.

The first year of the Jewish calendar was 3761 B.C.

The time of Jehoiakim's captivity was the time of Ezekiel's
captivity in the ninth month in 598 B.C.

On Adar 2 or March 16, 597 8.C., Jehoiachin was taken
captive.

In 587 Zedekiah was taken captive.
I

J'Ezekiel'means "God is strong" or "God strengthens." The
book is organized into 14 dated prophecies which cover a
2?-year period from 593-571. B.C.

The book is mostly chronological. Chapter 26 is in 587 B.C.
Chapter 29 is in the year 588; chapter 29:17 is 571. This
is the latest date in the book.

Afterward, the book goes back into sequence in chapter
30:20. The rest of the book is in sequence.

,l
Ezekiel dates the book from "our" captivity, meaning his own
captivity. It was the 25th year of his captivity from 598 8.C.,
making that year 573 B.C.
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Ezek. 1:1

Seven times from 573 brings us to 1,948--the restoration of
Judah. Chapter 40 begins the section dealing with the new
temple and is thought to be related to the founding of the
modern :Isaiah state. /\/

rzr'-- '' r '_

"You shall know I am the Lord" is used over 70 times. It
means that God's people will then know who He is.

" The death of Ezekiel's wife in chapter 24 occurred at the
fall of Jerusalem and was symbolic of the great loss to the
nation.

v The 30th year is the 30th year of the 40 years of judgment
of chapter 4. The 40 years began in 622 B.C. with the
covenant renewal with Isaiah.

582 is the culmination of the 40 years with the final revolt
of Gedeliah.

l

J Ezekiel 1: takes place in 593 ilt the 30th year from 622 B.C.



ANCIENT ISRAEL
Lecturer: Mark D. Kaplan

Date: January 30, 1989

Joslt 24:2 Israel's forefathers came from the east of the Euphrates.

Gen 10:10 The ChaYdeans came from Arphaxad. Abraham came from
Eber who came from Arphaxad.

Thus, when Judah went into captivity they, in essence, went
back to where they started.

The chaldeans were to the Gentiles as the lrvites were to
Israel; they were volatile and talented.

Job 1:17 Violent Chaldeans

The Chaldeans may have become the vandals.

Hab 1:6-8 The Chaldeans were a swift, decisive people.

Dan 7:4 The Chaldeans also possessed certain humanitarjan
characteristics.

Dan 2:37-38 There was also a certain regalness because their empire was
likened to gold.

Dan 2:2 Chaldeans were associated with the intellectual class.

Luke 24:44 Torah - I-aw
Nebi'im - Prophets
Hagiographa - writings
Tanakh -- Jewish word for OId Testament

old restament books are called by the Jews by the first
word or phrase in the book.

Genesis -- The Beginning
Exodus - The Book of Names
lrviticus -- And He Called
Numbers - In the Wilderness
Deuteronomy -- These are the Words

I
" Naming books by their first key phrase is a MesopotamianT
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II Kgs 1'7:30 Nergal was a Babylonian god.

I-abasi-Marduk ruled for a month in 556. He was the son
of Evil-Merodach. He was murdered.

I
V

Nabonidus (556-539) was the rast chaldean ruler. with him
i lebopolassar's dynasty ended in 556 B.C. His son,

v Belshazzar, shared rule with his father. Daniel was made
the third ruler in this kinsdom.
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Eph 26:7

Eph 29:9-1,6

Jer 52237

tradition probably brought along with Abraham' Since

Abraham was fiom Mlsopotamia Israel had much in

common with that culture. 
/

A70-yeardynasrybegan inBaby lonwi thNabopo lassar in
626. About 100d years earlier another ancient Babylonian

, empire was extant. The Chaldean empire was termed as the

J neo-Babylonian EmPire.

The Chaldean year began in the Fall'

Babyloniannameswereverytheophoric(connec-tedtogods).
NebuchadneTzar and Nebopolassar both come from the god

Nebo.

NebuchadneTzar ruled from 605 to 562 B.c. and conquered

Judah in 587 B.C.

He besieged Tyre for 13 years until 573 B'C'

He then besieged and conquered Egypt in- 568' A

subsequent depopulation of Egypt followed' Some were

taken is far away as India. Gypgies could be Fgyptians from

Il9g.

When Egypt fell, a decline of African civilization ensued'

Nebuchadnezzar was to conquer Tyre.

If this captivity occurred anciently in Egypt, Nebuchadnezzar

did it. Egyptians were to be scattered. It was never to be

a great kingOom ever again. Egypt never regained its

grandeur after the Babylonian sack. 
/

After N ebuchad neurar, Evil -M erodach (Avil-M arduk) (5 62'

560) reigned. 
J

The only thing of note he did was to release Jehoiachin from

captivity.

upon his death Neriglissar (Nergal Sharusur), his brother-

inJaw, reigned from 560-566.
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II Kgs 1,7:30 Nergal was a Babylonian god.

I-abasi-Marduk ruled for a month in 556. He was the son
of Evil-Merodach. He was murdered.

t

V
Nabonidus (556-539) was the last chaldean ruler. with him

7 Nebopolassar's dynasty ended in 556 B.C. His son,
v Belshazzar, shared rule with his father. Daniel was made

the third ruler in this kinsdom.



Ex 25:8

Num 24:5

SofS l :8

Isa 57:15

ANCIENT ISRAEL
I-ecturer: Mark D. Kaplan

Date: February 1, 1989

Nebuchadnezzar is called Nebuchadnezzar II because there
was an earlier one.

Neriglissar married Nebuchadn ezzar's daughter and murdered
Avil Nerodach.

I-abasi Marduk was violently disposed and Nabonidus
became king. He worshippFd the moon god Sin"and was
unpopular. /Marduk and uBel were traditional gods of
Babylon. He was very interested in archaeology and spent
most of his time in an Arabian Desert Oasis call Tema. His
son, Belshazzar, ruled in Babylon. Nabonidus returned to
Babylon in time for its fall in 539 B.C.

Desert peoples tended to worship the moon for the sun was
always in the desert. Agricultural peoples tended to worship
the sun out of concern for agricultural seasons.

Archaemenes (700-675) ruled Persia in the 7th century B.C.
and his name is given to the dynastic line of the Persian
Empire.

The word "son" in the Bible can refer to a descendant of a
person, not necessarily his born child.

SKHN is a Hebrew root "to dwell."

"Mishkan" : dwelling or tabernacle

"Mishkan" used here for "dwellings."

t'Mishkan" : "tents" here.

"Shokken 'Ad" : "inhabits"

The Jews coined a word for God's presence from the above
roots called "shekkinah." The term is not in the Bible.

The Jewish exile was from 587 - 538 B.C. : 49 years.
I

J
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V The Jews weqe treated well in captivity, but there was still
ettrniC iiva-fry. 

-

Gen 49:8 t/ l.rOufr seemed to always have members of its tribes in ruling
positions in other nations. Daniel is a classic case. They
held power and could help protect their people.

,,\ 
The book of Daniel can be divided into 7 challenges.

/ ' /
,i 6g 

First, he is taken captive to Babylon.

/

lei {*1," t" !n"K**
' f  a  ' vw ' - " -  

J  
l "



Dan 5:2

Mal 3:6

Ark of the Covenant:

Jer 3:16

Calendar:

ANCIENT ISRAEL
kcturer: Mark D. Kaplan

Date: February 3, 1989

Belshazzar = "may Bel protect the king."

"Father" could mean ancestor.

V "Sons" meaning descendants

"Father" can be used as a loose term.
l
Iv A Sttrtey of OId Testament Introduction by Gleason Archer

is a good book in studying the Old Testament. He argues
that "son" is used as a successor to an office, not necessarily
as an offspring.

Nabonidus could have married into Nebuchadnezzar's line
and Belshazzar was born in 554. Belshazzar would have only
been 15 when Babylon fell.

II Esdras, a first century book of the Apocrypha, implies that
the ark was plundered by the Babylonians (1,0:21,-22).

J II Mu.rubees, c. 160 B.C., claims that Jeremiah had a vision
in which he was instructed to take the tent and ark with him.
Jeremiah supposedly did this and buried it in a cave
somewhere in Jordan where, according to the prophet, the
ark would not be revealed until Christ returns.

The ark will not be remembered or come to mind.

. l
" The Babylonians had a sexagesimal system based on 60 and

kept time as we do today.

The Hebrews divided the hour into 1080 parts (3.5 seconds
per part). There was a shorter time known as a moment.

The average month on the sacred calendar is 29 days, 12
hours, 44 minutes and 3.5 seconds. Or, 29 days, \2 hours,
793 parts. In 19 years there are 235 months. Twelve years
have 12 months and 7 of the years are intercalary and have
13 months.
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DANIEL:

IIKgs 25:

Gen 37:

Ezek 14:1,4

A 19-year cycle has 6939 days, 16 hours, 33 minutes, and
3.33 seconds, or 16 hours, 595 parts.

Nineteen Roman years has 6939 days and 18 hours. The
difference between the two is t hour, 26 minutes, 56.66
seconds, or 485 parts.

To figure the date of the crucifixion, multiply the hour
differential by 100 (100 time-cycles from 31 A.D. to 1931
A.D.) and find the day for the passover in 1931, then take
the hourly difference and find the correct day.

164 days before the first of Tishri is always the passover.
Or, three days before the first of Tishri is always the day of
the week of the passover.

Jehioakim was set up by the Egyptians. Babylon took him
captive in 605 B.C. and that was probably when Daniel was
taken captive.

Joseph was taken captive and sold to Potiphar. The same
word here translated as "officer" is translated as "eunuch" in
Daniel 1:3.

Daniel was 32 and evidentlv verv famous.
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Challenges of Daniel (continued)

Dan 1:4-21 2. Diet--The Chaldean food could have been unclean,
prepared improperly, too rich for them or sacrificed
to idols.

Dan 2; 3. Nebuchadnezzar's first dream

:19 Daniel's answer to the dream was revealed to him.

Dan 3: 4. Worshipping the golden image

Iewish tradition states the object was a phallic symbol.

Dan 4: 5. Nebuchadnezzar's second dream

His seven years of madness were probably 569-5728.C.

:19 Daniel's concern shows his respect for the king.

Dan 5: 6. Handwriting on the wall and Fall of Babylon

:25 Dan 2:46 - 7:28 are in Aramaic. This verse contains
Aramaic words which the people could not understand.
These words are plays on the Babylonian economic system.

1 tekel (shekel) : 20 gerah

Num 3:47 Monev should have a standard value.

eO fufun"f,s (Mina) : 1 shekel

Ezek 45:12 60 minas are L shekel

At one time. a mina was worth 50 shekels.

J
. "Mene" can be translated "numbered."

u "Tekel" can be translated "weighed."
t "

v "Upharsin" can be translated "divided."
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Dan 6:

The "LJ" means "and." In Semitic the article is connected
to the word. "In" is a plural ending in Semitic.

Hebrew was written without vowels. Thus, Upharsin : prs
("ph" and "p" are the same letter). Thus in verse L8, "Peres"
is simply "Prs" with vowels inserted. "Peres" : divided, and
"Paras" is short for "Persian" (Heb. Porshm).

Thus, this passage is a play on words indicating the Persians
would take Babylon.

"Farsi" is the modern Persian language.

A
There is a group of Indians who practice Zorosterianism
known as Parsees

If the mina is 50 shekels, then the value of the currency in
verse 25 is 126 shekels (50, 50, 1,,25). Thus, 126 years will
pass over Babylon.

7. Daniel prayed and was thrown in the lions' den.

In the fall of 1982, the German government abruptly
changed and the CDU took power, a party closely allied with
the Catholic Church, and has played a major role in pushing
European unity. This occurred seven times after the fall of
Babylon. 

,l
PERSIAN EMPIRE. In 539 B.C. the Babylonian Empire
fell to the Persians. In Daniel 7:5, it is pictured as a bear
(a slow moving, lumbering entity). The three ribs are )
Persia's three major conquests: Lydia (543 B.C.), Babylon /
(539 B.C.), and Egypt (525 B.C.).
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I-ccturer: Mark D. KaPlan

I)ate: FebruarY 8' 1989

"*: The Sancino -commgntary is the most helpful Jewish
t 

.ot*"nt"oty;n in" Ota testament. The first volume is
called the Chumash (Pentateuch)-

FALL OF BABYLON:

Dan 5:30-3L The handwriting on the wall occurred on 10-12-539 B.C.
The city fell to Darius on 10-29-539.

Xenophon wrote a history of the Persian Empire in Greek
called the QroPaedia.

Herodotus (c. 450 B.C.) wrote an account of the events at
the time of the fall of BabYlon.

Some speculated that Darius the Mede was Cyrus II. He
was probably Ugbaru (Gobryas).

p. 480 "Darius the Mede: An Update," by William H Shea, deals
with the identitv of Darius.

The Persian Empire covered about two million square miles--
no mean territory to govern in that day.

Rev 16:12 The Euphrates dryrng up is a type of Cyrus entering
Babylon.

After the fall of Persia, the Jews felt there was nothing more
to add to the canon, and thus the scriptures were complete.

Gen 10:22 An Eponymous ancg_slor is a person from which a nation's
name is derived. @bdi son of Shem, settled in Iran, east
of the Tigris. Elam may haye.-become the.Slavs, the Medes,
the U-krainia-ns, and the iQ!4ldeEd peoples may have settled
in nortfreflip4in and southern France. The!Rel{a-ns had
no specific ancestor.

Gen 25:2-6 These sons of Abraham could represent the roots of eastern
peoples, including the Persians.

I
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Ezek 27:1.0

Ezek 38:5

Dan 7:5

Persia was part of the Babylonian merchantile system. Cush
and Put are also mentioned.

Persia will invade the Middle East at the time of the end.

The Medes and Persians were to separate peoples and were
joined in a confederation. Cyrus II effected Persian
domination over the Medes. and Persia became the dominant
power thereafter.

"One side" refers to Persian domination.

Archimenes founded the ruling dynasty of Cyrus in 700 B.C.
and broke off Median control. His son, Teispes, was the
father of Cyrus I. Qnus II was a descendant of Teispes.
Darius I was a descendant of Ariamnes, Teispes' brother.
Cyrus II committed suicide and Cambryses II ruled. After
him, Darius I ruled.

Cynrs II was also a descendant of the royal line of the
Medes. His father, Cambryses I, married the daughter of
the king of the Medes. Cyrus II overthrew his grandfather
and united the Persians and the Medes to create the Persian
Empire.
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Dan 5:28 Medes : "Madia"
Persia : "Paras"

To say Medes and Persians in Hebrew one would say "Madia
IJparas;" very similar to Upharsin, and thus, a pray on worcis.

Proof for a S0-shekel mina:

A talent is 3000 shekels, a mina is 50 shekels. An Akkacian
talent was 3600 and there were probably 60 shekels in a
mina. A Greek tarent was 3000 didrachms (drachrna).
There were -50 drachmas to a mina. Fifty or sixty shekeis
to a mina. '1

Num 18:16 The value of a gera

Gen 2i:75 50-shekel mina. 400 shekels are 8 mina (S X 50 = 400).

Ex 30:24 10 minas in 500 shekels (10 X 50 = 500).

Ex 38:29 The number is divisible by 60, thus giving credence to a 60-
shekel nrina.

Let, 27:4 Using 60, this would be ll2 a mina.

I Sam 17:7 Would be 10 minas at 60 shekels per mina.

The Bible states that the mina will be worth 60 shekeis in
the future, implying that it was not worth 60 shekels in the
past.

one version of the L)o( has Ezekiel45:1,2 stating 50 shekels
to a mina.

The Anchor_ commentary is the most scholarly Bibre
commentary, but it is writers are Biblical skeptics. It is very
useful, however.

p' 487 The House of Deioces was ruling over the Medes before
CVrus I.
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YEARS OF RULE

CAMBYSES II

DARIUS HYSTASPES

Hag 1:6

Dan 10:1

IIfEDIAN KING

Deioces
Phraotes
C.laxares
Astyages

DATES

699-646
64G624
62+584
584-549

The daughter of Astyages was the mother of cyrus II. errus
thus becarne a ruler under his grandfather, Astyages. errus
revolted against him and established persian rule over the
Medes.

Babylon fell to 
,Cyrus II on October 12 or 13, 539 B.C.

In 530, Qnus died in a campaign in modern Soviet central
Asia. A river there bears the name, Syr Darya, or Syrda ya.
His successor was Cambyses II.

cambyses II killed his brother Bardiya and anyone else who
\1,as a threat to him. later an imposter ciaiming to be
Bardiya challenged the throne and was successful.
cambyeses committed suicide. This fake Bardiva was
Gaumata.

Gaumata did not rule very long before Darius, who held
legal claim to the throne (he was from the line of reispes)
disposed of him and took control.

A period of tumult followed as Darius tried to consolidate
his power.

The period was one of great monetary inflation.

Qnus' decree was the last message to Daniel in 53g B.C.
He would have been about Z0 years old.

In 545, the leader of the city of Gutim in Elam defected to
Qrrus II and came against Babylon with him in 540. This
Ieader was probably Darius, the Mede, of the Bible. Darius
I is known as Darius Hystapses, not to be confused with
Darius the Mede of Daniel.
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Return of Judah under the persians:

II Chron 36:22-23 The first year of Qnus was 538. His power was not
consolidated until then.

:23

Ezra 1:3

'.G=ngd' is symbolic of going to Jerusalem.

"Go*g;t." Today, going to Israel is termed as "aliyah" or
"asCending." An immigrant is an "oleh"--an asceildEr.

kawing Israel is termed as descending.



Ex 12:44

Gen 17:26

Num 31:47

Josh 9:17-27

I Kgs 9:21

Ezra 2:62
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Gentile servants:

Those who were not Israelite stock at first were committed
to become servants.

All Abraham's house was circumcised.

One of every 50 captives was given to the Irvites.

Joshua made Canaanites servants in the temple.

Solomon placed residual Canaanites into forced labor.

The Falasha are Ethiopians who claim to be Jews. Thev had
been keeping the Jewish law for centuries. Operation Mor.,
and Operation Joshua were efforts to smuggle them out of
Africa.

'fo be a member of the Jewish religious community one
must:

1. Be circumcised (Heb = "makel")
2. Undergo immersion (baptism)
3. Accept the yoke of the kingdom of heaven__a

commitment to the Torah.

The Falasha were required to undergo this process. Many
resisted and were offended.

The Falasha could have descended from the Gibeonites or
the Philistines. There was a strong Jewish community in
Yemen that could have influenced them and a strong
community in Lower Egypt that could have influenced them
also.

Some who claimed to be priests were not allowed to be
priests because they had no genealogical proof.

42, 360 Jews returned.:64
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Acts 1:15 120 disciples

42 ,360 :120X353

Rev 7:4 144.000 = 120 X 5000

The history of the Church is structured around the number
120.

:68 The people gave an offering. This was a parallel with the
offerings of the exodus (Exodus 35:4). The events of Ezra
are structured to pattern the first exodus.

Jet 16:74 A future ultimate exodus will make the orisinal minor in
comparison.

Ezra 3:1 People gathered as one. The exodus was unified (Exodus
19:2) as was the beginning of the Church (Acts 2:1).

Neh 8:1 Nation gathered as one man. This was the last recorded
reaffirmation of the covenant (444 B.C.).

Ezra 3:2 The sacrifices began in the seventh month of 537 B.C., fifty
years after the fall of Jerusalem. Sacrifices could be
performed without a temple.

:4 They kept the Feast of Tabernacles and new moon rituals,
all this well before the temple was built.

:7 Cyrus of Persia supported them. They got material from
Lebanon.

I Kgs 5:9 Solomon received men and materials from kbanon to assist
his temple construction efforts (II Chronicles 2: , I Chronicles
22: ).

:8 Work began on the temple. However, the local people
began to stir up trouble and halted work on the temple.



Ezra 70:71-14

:12

Haggai 2:3,9

Ezra 4:7

:2

:4-5

Calendar Alterations:
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The people shouted for joy when the foundation of the
temple was laid.

However, many were sad because of their remembrance of
the grandeur of the first temple.

The second physical tegrfrre was not as grand as the first.
However, christ entered the second t"-pl. and the second
temple was rebuilt by Herod and probably began to outshine y'
the grandeur of Solomon's.

The enemies of Judah wanted to assist in the building of the
temple, but Zerubbaber wourd not permit it. These p"eopre--
Samaritans--were practicing a quaii-yHWH religion which
was not the true religion.

The restoration books are designed to point towards
Jerusalem as the true place of worship, and not Samaria.

Esarhaddon brought the samaritans there in 6g1-670 B.c.
/

From 536-520 work on the tempre ceased because of
harassment from the Samaritans.

The Pharisees set up a court to declare the official new
moon on the testimony of designated witnesses. on the first
of rishri elaborate temple rituals were performed. If the
witness came late, the rituals could not be performed until
the nefi day. Thuq they kept Trumpets for rwo days, calling
it one long day. Thus, most Jews ie"p a t*o-ouy Feast i'r /
Trumpets.

In the post-exilic Jerusalem, fires were set on the hills by
those who witnessed the new moon. The Samaritans began
to set fires at different times to confuse them. As a result,
the Jews would send runners out from Jerusalem to inform
all that there was a new moon. The runners courd onry
properly inform those Jews who rived within a day's run from
Jerusalem. As a result, those far away from Jerusalem kept
the new moon the second day. Consequently, they began
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Ezra 4:5-6

Haggai

Haggai 1:5

Haggai 2:1

:10

to keep trvo days. This then evolved into the Jews keeping
two days on all of the high holy days except Atonement.
Reformed Judaism discarded this practice.

There is a historical gap between verses 5 and 6. Haggai
and Zechariah fill the gap.

J
"Chag" = feast. Haggai means "Feast of God." The book
is dated at 520 B.C. in the second year of Darius, one month
before Trumpets.

"Consider." The book revolves around priorities.

This message occurred on the seventh day of the Feast of
Tabernacles.

Next message in the ninth month. The 24th day of the
ninth month became a pivotal date in the prophecy because
on this date the temple's foundation was laid jn 520 B.C.

In Kislev of 604 Nebuchadnezzar invaded Judah. On 24
Kislev, 1917, General Allenby entered Palestine.

Zechariah's message begin in the winter of 520. He has
another message in 519 (1.:17) and another in 518 (ch. 7).



Ezra 4:5

Ezra 4:6

Ezra 4:24

Dan 9:24
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There were adversaries to the north (Samaritans) and in
Jerusalem who pressured the Jews so much that work halted
on the temple from 536-520 B.C.

,/
Xen<es I reigned from 486-465 B.C. The book jumped from
the conflict at the rebuilding of the temple in 536 to the
conflict at the rebuilding of the walls around Jerusalem in
457.

J
Darius I reigned from 522-486.

Artaxenres I reigned from 465-424 B.C. The events of this
time occurred in c. 457 B.C.

Darius I made an attempt to conquer the Greeks and was
defeated in 490 at the Battle of Marathon. Thus there was
tension in the Persian Empire. The rebels in Jerusalem
were pointing out that Jerusalem would rebel against the
Persian throne if it were rebuilt. They also pointed out that
Jerusalem had been a rebellious city in the past and that
Israel had even possessed an empire at one time.

This verse returns to the time of Darius.

Qnus issued the decreT to rebuild the temple and the city.
Darius reissued it alsoY Xerxes I halied work. Artaxerxes
I halted the work and then reissued the decree of Cyrus in
457 to rebuild the city.

At Christ's time the Jews used the LXX translation.

The LXX rendering of this passage caused the Jews to be
looking for a Messiah in the early Common Era. The 70
weeks began in 457 with the decree of Artaxerxes to rebuild
the walls. The Messiah would appear in the 70th week after
a full 69 weeks.

\/

A Persian Satrap called Tatinai was ruling the area. He
questioned the building project going on to see if it had
sanction from the Persian Empire. Thus, Darius was urged

Ezra 5:3
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:14

:15

to check the records to see if Cyrus had issued an edict to
rebuild the temple.

Egypt was rebelling in 520 and Darius himself went there
in 519. He may have visited Jerusalem in 519 to ensure that
there was harmony in the area. 

,/

The Persians had a tradition (the law of the Medes and
Persians--Dan 6:12) that no law issued by a previous king
should be changed. Thus, Darius, upon seeing Cyrus' edict,
allowed the Jews to rebuild and even gave them subsidy
from the Persian treasury.

The Jews then rebuilt the temple. Artaxerxes' decree is
mentioned here because Ezra was writing in retrospect and
included Artaxerxes decree to allow the rebuildine of the
wall.

The temple was completed on 13 Adar, 516 B.C., 20 years
after work halted. From 587 until 516 (70 years), there were
no passovers offered in the temple.

The king of Assyria refers to the Gentile leader of that area,
Darius of Persia, who was helping the Jews instead of
hindering them.



Esther 4:
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In the spring of. 473, Xenres had a lottery to determine V
the date of the massacre of the Jews. Haman conceived
the plot against the Jews because of the behavior of
Mordecai.

J
Mordecai then convinced Esther, a Queen of Xerxes who
was a Jew, to interview on behalf of the Jews. He did
and gave the Jews his support and the power to defend
themselves.

Haman was hanged and Mordecai replaced him in his
office-

Gen 49:8 The Jews would always be involved in high offices of the
governments they were under.

Esther 9: In Adar of 472, the Jews' enemies tried to execute them
but the Jews defeated them with the assistance of the
Persian government.

:15-16 The Jews did not take plunder from those they defeated.

:78-23 Thus, the 14th ana f5t*f Adar became the Jewish
celebration of Purim. Those in unwalled cities celebrated
on the 14th and those dwelling in walled cities celebrated
on the 15th.

They send gifts of food during this festival, take part in
general banqueting and read the book of. Esther.

Puim is Persian for "lots."

Esther 8:17 Many people became Jews or posed as such because of
the aforementioned events.

Ezra 7: This part of Ezra takes place in 458-7, fourteen to fifteen
years after the events in Esther in 472.

:2 Ezra was of Zadok.
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There was a covenant with Levi. another with Aaron, and
another with Phinehas.

Num 25:10-13 He was given an everlasting covenant of peace. This
means his line would be around forever.

I Kgs 2:31 When Solomon became king, the line of Abiathar was /
ousted and Zadok made the high priest. Zadok was a \'/

descendant of Phinehas.

Ezek 44275 Only the Zadok branch of Aaron would be priests in the
millennium. Thus. the covenant of Phinehas will remain
true.

"Saducee" comes from Zadok. "Zedek" of "Melchizedek"
is the same root as Zadok.

Ezra was of Aaron and of Zadok.
,r/

:10 Ezra returned primarily as an educator. He was also a
skilled scribe (:6) and had government backing. The.,
Hebrew word for "scribe" is "sopher," which means
"counter." The word "sopherim" comes from this root.
The scribes came to be sages and teachers, not just
chroniclers. They were copiers and interpreters of the
scriptures. They were to 1.) transcribe, 2) clarify, and 3)
transmit the text. They assumed the place of the ,z
prophets. Ezra was the founder of the Sopherim. He
was a pivotal figure in Jewish history.

:12 Artaxen<es' letter was written in Aramaic.

:23-26 Ezra was given backing by the Persian government to
enforce the keeping of Jewish laws and traditions.

1754 significant people and 6000-7000 others returned.

Joshua 4:12 In the Hebrew, the people went out in fifths.
Exodus 13:18
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Prior to Christianity the O.T. was referred to as the
"Holy Scriptures." r,/

Ezra compiled the O.T. canon. The Jewish communiry
was organized at that time as to allow the proper
canonization.

"Knesset" : assembly v
Beth-Knesset : House of Assembly

/

"Synagogue" is the Greek word translated from Beth-
Knesset. 

J
The Great Assembly was established around the time of
Ezra. It consisted of about I20 members and was
responsible for the canon. It is sometimes palled the V
Great Synagogue. It lasted from 444 B.C. "until 198 B.C.
when the Seleucids took control. 444 B.C. was the last
time the Jews reaffirmed the Covenant.

The Sanhedrin could have been a legacy of the Assembly.
J

The Talmud contains a volume called "Baba Bathra (last
gate)" which deals with property laws. However, it is has
a section dealing with the authors of biblical books. The
sections of the Talmtd are called "Tractates." Sections
14b-15a of the "Baba-Bathra" contain the authorship
references.

The Great Assembly placed Ezekiel, Daniel, the twelve
minor prophets, and Esther into the canon under Ezra.
Nehemiah finished the canon. 

J

Nothing more was added after 330 B.C. and Alexander
the Great.

_,-, V
TheQpshows God's laws.

/,zan Sl it'

Abraham brought five animals.Gen L5:8
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I Sam 17:40

Lev 26:8

Ex L3:18

Ezra 8:27-23

Ezra 9:1.-2

Deut 9:3-4

4

:9

Ezra 1.0:

Neh 12:8-13

:12

:17

David chose five smooth stones.

Five will chase one hundred.

Came out in fifths

Ezra fasted and prayed for safe conduct to Jerusalem.
His prayer was answered and he was safe. He then
presented himself to the appropriate government officials.

The problem addressed was psggnlnlglntgl4age.

Intermarriage prohibited.

When Ezra heard this he plucked out his beard.

"Geder" is the word used here for "wall." But "Geder"
usually means fence. It may be referring to God
providing protection, and not necessarily to a wall having
been built. "Homah" is the usual word for a city wall.

Ezra made them put their pagan wives away.

Jonathan is the grandson of Eliashib. Critical scholars
say that the Eliashib and Jonathan here are the same
ones mentioned in Ezra. Both are common Jewish
names. The Jonathan in Ezra was Eliashib's son, not his
grandson.

The Jews agreed to put their wives away.

By 456 B.C., the situation was corrected.
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The Persians looked to the Jews as a stabilizing element
in their troubled empire, especially as a counter to
Egyptian agitation.

The events of Nehemiah occur about a decade after Ezra
in 445. "NHM" : "consolation;" "Nehemiah" : t/
"Consolation of the Lord."

Neh 1:1-2 The rwentieth year of Artaxerxes' reign was c. 445.
Chislev occurs in the fall.

:3 The word for 'Vall" here is the typical Hebrew word.
The wall and city may never have been rebuilt since 587.

Neh 2:1 Nehemiah spoke to Artaxerxes in the spring of 444.

:5 Nehemiah asks to rebuild Jerusalem.

:7-9 The king gave Nehemiah a royal letter of support and
sent a contingent with him. He also gave him money and
permission to use wood from the Persian forests.

r . /
:10 Sanballat (root from "sin," the moon god) and Tobiah

opposed Nehemiah.

:19 Every conceivable means was used by those in opposition
to Nehemiah to halt work on the wall.

Neh 3: In chapter 3 the wall is rebuilt.

:1-5 North wall

:6-12 West wall

:13-1,4 South wall

:1,5_27 Southeast wall

:28-32 Northeast wall
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Neh 4:1-2 Sanballat became angry at the Jews for rebuilding the
wall. He wanted to keep the Jews weak. Tobiah
threatened to destroy the new ports of the wall.

:7 When the local peoples, led by Tobiah and Sanballat,
heard that the walls were about to be finished became
angry and threatened attack.

:L3 Nehemiah positioned defenders around the wall. One
half of the people worked, the other half detended. The
builders carried their swords with them.

:20

When their enemies heard of the Jews' resolve they
became discouraged.

Trumpets were used as alarms of an impending attack so
as to be able to warn the entire ciW.

,r/

There were three watches in Jerusalem: #1 trom 6:00-
10:00 p.m., #2 from 10:00 p.m.-2:00 a.m., #3 from 2:00-
6:00 a.m.

:23 They were so busy rebuilding the wall that they did not
take their clothes off except to wash them.

Neh 5:1-5 A greta economic oppression was occurring at the time.
Wealthier Jews were oppressing the poorer Jews.

/
;7 "Exacting usury" = "Placing a burden." v

:8-10 Nehemiah urged the Jews to stop enslaving their own
people and burdening them.

:11 They were probably charging 1,Vo interest per month
(12Vo per year). The Bible prohibits charging interest to
the poor. The issue here is not interest, but oppression
of the poor.

:74 From 444 to 432 8.C., Nehemiah ruled Jerusalem under
the authority of the Persian king. The former governors
had lain burdens on the people.

:15
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Neh 6:1-2 Sanbal lat ,  Tobiah, and Geshem requested a meeting with
Nehemiah but he refused to meet with them.

:15 The wall was completed in 52 days.
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Neh 6:4 The usurpers tried to get Nehemiah to meet with them

four times.

:1.4 False prophets were sent against Nehemiah, but he held

firm.

:16 When the wall was finished, it had a demoralizing effect
upon Judah's foes.

Neh 7:73 Afterward, Jerusalem contained a stable population.
Other cities were also populated at this time'

Neh g:1 In the seventh month (Holy Day season) Judah gathered

at the water gate in unitY.
t'/

Ex I9;Z "Israel camped." The verb form is singular, referring to

Israel as a single entity. This implies oneness' The

situation at Nehemiah's time was similarly unified'

:3 Ezra read the Law all morning long to the people
gathered there.

:5 The people rose in respect when he read the law.

:8 Some translations of the [-aw from Old Hebrew into

Aramaic may have been necessary by that time'

Interpretive Aramaic translations began to appear known

as Tarqums. ''l

:10 The people were mourning. The Levites urged the

people not to sorrow' for it was a feast day'

:13 They began to keep the Feast of Tabernacles.

:15 They gathered branches and built themselves booths.

I*v 23:40 Instructions to build a booth' 
/

277 The people set up booths even though they were still in

their homes. The Pharisees made a tradition that Judah
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should at least eat their meals under their booths. The
Feast of Tabernacles is not simply a harvest festival. It
was commanded in memorial of Israel's Exodus from
Egypt and to remind the people that they were
sojourners.

Neh 9:1 Ezra read the l-aw all throush the Feast.

The eight day of the Feast was known as the "Eight Day
of Solemn Assembly."

:3 They confessed their sins publicly together. Prayer was a
public occasion in the Old Testament Church.

Acts 12:1 The Church prayed publicly together in the early New
Testament period.

Christ emphasized individual prayer.

The prayer of Nehemiah 9 shows elements taken from
throughout the Old Testament and reveals that its author
was very familiar with the canon.

Neh 10: In the autumn of 444 B.C. the covenant was reaffirmed.

:30 Intermarriage was prohibited.

:31 Sabbath observance was asreed to.

:32 A 713 shekel offering was levied yearly to maintain the
Temple. 

J
:34 A festival was established on Ab 15 in the middle of

summer to observe the last day of wood offerings. It also
begins the grape harvest.

:35 Tithes were reinstituted-

Neh 11: One-tenth of the population was to live in Jerusalem.
/ - -  

- - i \  
\

ThQociegr was rellggglz-ed and restructu_re_d according to
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'^17
. l God's l-aw. *



Neh 2:10

Neh 13:

Neh 11:20

Psalm 735:79-20

ANCIENT ISRAEL
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Tobiah may have been an Ammonite official or servant.
He tried to conspire against Nehemiah.

He had married into the line of Judah.
J

The "Hasidim" are _c4lled "saints" in the Bible. It stems
from the rooir"fiesed.l' Movements in later history which
are known for their zeal or piety were known as
Hasidimic. Those Jew,s who opposed Antiochus IV were
kn own a s H a s i d i e a n s J Th e _P_ha usee-s_qAlqq_fr o_m thi r
gnUp. In the Middle Ages the term came to refer to
devout strict Jews. A form of it is used today for the
Orthodox Jews, who are called Hasidic Jews.

The book of Daniel is divided into two parts. The parts
are united by the Aramaic writings of Daniel 2:4b
through Daniel 7.

l

The Jews nevey'did question the authenticity of Daniel.
The Antile.€heha are books whose legitimacy for
script[ral canonization was called into question. The five
books were Song of Solomon, Esther, hoverbs, Ezgkiel, ./
ar1d Ecclesiastes. A conference was held in A.D. 90 at '

Jbmnia which resolved the above conflicts.

The last books of the Old Testament (Jewish canon) are
establishing the fact that God was to be found in
Jerusalem and nowhere else.

/ , / J
P_r:iests, I-_eu!gs, and Israeljles were the three_ckrlses in
post-exilic Jerusalem. There was Jater a fog$_grorrp of
Gentiles known as "fe_arerg of the _Lord" who later
became-the{u-c!-e-us- gf thq N9y Teqlamepl ghurch.

Priests, Israel, Levites, and Fearers of the Lord.

There is extra-Biblical ldocumentation for the existence of
Jonathan and Jaddua.' Jaddua was the priest who met
Alexander the Great. With the advent of Hellenistic
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culture, the Old Testament era came to a close and no
new material was added.

Neh 12:36

Neh 13:1

The Falisha and Philistines were usually connected with
the Tribe of Dan.

Ezra and Nehemiah were both present at the dedication
of the wall.

ThelMoabites and Atgonit"i were excluded from
partaking of religious ritual. They were probably
ritualistically impure due to their sexual religious
pfes!i"g"t. Both were descendants oi?nlncEstnous
relationship. This restriction probably only refers to
males, because Ruth was of Moab.



I Kgs 8:2-68

Neh 6:15

p. 509

Neh 13:1-3

ANCIENT ISRAEL
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When the original temple was dedicated, a long 14-day
feast was held during the autumn holy day season.

The walls of Jerusalem were finished in the sixth month.
A long dedication festival was held for about one month
in the sixth and seventh months of 444 B.C. V

Artaxerxes I (Longimonius) ruled from 464-424 B.C. The
Greek states were in rebellion. Egypt rebelled from 456-
454 and Cyprus revolted in 450. In 446, Greek agitation
was halted by a treaty.

Xerxes II ruled in 424 and was assassinated by Sagdiamus
that same year. He in turn was assassinated by Ochus
who took on the name of Darius lI (423-404 B.C.).

Artaxerxes II ruled 404-358.
Artaxerxes III ruled 358-338.

Arses ruled 338-336.
,/

Darius III (Codomannus) ruled from 336-330 B.C. and
was assassinated by one of his Satraps during Alexander's
invasion.

Tobiah is mentioned in the Aramaic Elephantine Papyri
as being a ruler in Palestine in 407 B.C. He could have,
thus, been ruling in the 440s.

The people had separated themselves from the Gentiles.
Nehemiah then lefTfor Persia and was gone for two years
from 432-430 B.C.v The book of Malacili (as proUabiy
written at this time and described the issues facine
Nehemiah upon his return.
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Mal L:8

Mal 2:7-77

Mal 3:

MAI-4,CHI

Malachi ("Malachi") means "my messenger" or could be
short for "messenger of the Lono." The book describes
the condition of the Jews up until Christ.

They were under Persian rulers.

The Jews were lax in their offerings and cynical. The
priesthood was intermarrying with the Gentiles and
becoming lax. The priesthood represents the intellectual
leadership of the nation. A corruption, therefore, would
have effects throughout the whole nation. The priests
were also influenced by Hellenism and the first to /
become corrupted in the nation. Only the Hasmonean
dynasty remained somewhat faithful. Non-Levites arose
gfgqglbe- pegp-]g, Q.9u$9 gf_-pfies_tfy corifptron, anO
were known as Rabbis. The Rabbis became the.authorities. 

In Christ's time,-Ht tefeit to them as having
authority (scribes and Pharisees) and not the priests
(Matt 23: ). 

J
The la-"t ple"slJ_PlgPll was John the Baptist.

Intermarriage, marital infidelity, divorce and priestly
corruption were issues of the day.

A messenger would come. They were preparing them for
a messiah.

The priests would be purified.

Proper sacrifices would be offered.

Tithing was a problem.

The original language may have stated "You have cursed
me with a curse" before the Emendations of the
Sopherim changed the verse.

;4

:9
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Mal 4:2

Rev 11:5-6

:4

:5

:6

"Sun" is capitalized and refers to the Messiah. In Psalms
84:1,L, YHWH refers to himself as the "Sun."

The Law is emphasized. 
/

The Jews were expecting a resurrected Elijah to return.

A call for repentance was issued. Lack of repentance
would result in the earth being placed under a Herem.

John the Baptist was very similar to Elijah and popular in
his day. He did not perform any miracles, however.

The death of John and Christ assured the coming of
another Elijah who would perform miracles.

The latter Elijah will perform miracles as the first Elijah.
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WATCHES

lram 2:19 First watch 6-10 P.m.
Second watch t0-2 a.m.
Third watch 2-6 a.m.

Judges 7:19 The middle watch

I Sam 11:11 Morning watch

Ex 14:24 Morning watch. Israel was crossing the sea while it was

still dark earlY in the morning.

The Passover lamb was to be slain "between the evenings"
(Hebrew : Beyn Ha'arbaim 'Ereb) which the Hebrew
scholars interpret as occurring at twilight.

Thus, Israel left.

The Jews at Christ's time killed the Passover just prior to

the beginning of the 15th.

During the Roman period there were four watches:

6-9
9-12

12-3
3-6

Mark 13:55 The four watches

Neh 13:4-8 After Nehemiah returned from Persia he drove out all of

those who were comrpting the system while he was gone.

:9-11 The temple had been forsaken and the priests had left their

responsibilities.
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:72-14

:15

Acts 1:12

Fx"J.6:29

Num 35:5

Josh 3:4

:18

Jer 17:27

:19

:20-27

:23-24

:25

:27-30

He reinstituted the tithe and restored temple worship.

The Sabbath was being broken and trading was taking place.
\/

A Sabbath day's journey was about 2000 cubits. After
Nehemiah, the Jews constructed various rules to govern the
Sabbath and ritualistic conduct to ensure that the people
would not violate the l-aw. They knew that Judah went into
captivity for breaking the I-aw and violating the Sabbath day,
and they wanted to ensure it would never happen again.

The Pharisees defined "your place" as 2000 cubits.

2000 cubits was the radius of a ciw. This is where the
figure 2000 came from, along with ttre 2000-i6S radius of
the ark's domain.

Destruction came upon Jerusalem for breaking the Sabbath.

Jeremiah brought out this point.

The Sabbath begins at dark. Nehemiah ordered the gates
of Jerusalem shut to halt outside commerce.

He ordered merchants not to encamp around outside of
the walls at night.

J
The men had intermarried with foreign wives. As a result,
their children could not speak the language of the Jews. It
was probably Aramaiq-and this was pro_lqlly the time when
the .la]!i-on--b.9gqn !-o_ lose Hebrew as their spoken language.
At this time, however, a ch_angg gf language meant a change
of religion also: the religion of the mothers, not that of
their Jewish fathers.

He punished many of them and ordered them not to
intermarry any longer

He cleansed all of the pagans from among them.
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PASSOVER:

Jews of the diaspora would eat unleavened bread in place

of the Passover lamb, since they had no temple in which
to slay their lambs. The Greek term for the eating of

unleavened bread was aPhikoman.

The Jews slew their passover lamb at the end of the 14th

and ate the meal at the beginning of the 15th. This meal
was known as the night of solemn vigil or observance' /
The Jews had set 3:00 p.m. on the 14th as the time to

begin slaying pascal lambs.

Christ substituted the bread and wine ritual on the L4th
just after the sun set for the slaying of the lamb. He did

this at the beginning of the 14th just after the termination

of the 13th day. He was slain at the same time of the

pascal lamb towards the closing of the L4th.

JOSEPHUS:

God continued the kingdom of Israel through the church.

O--qg_o! tlre most quoted authorities on the
intertestimental period was Josephus.

Joseph ben Mattathias lived A.D. 37-101, and was of a

priestly background. He was a Jewish soldier, who, after

being taken captive during the siege of Jerusalem,
became sympathetic to the Roman cause. He then wrote

an account of the Roman-Jewish war and went on to

become the historian of the Flavian dynasty of Roman \/
Emperors. During A.D. 93-99, he wrote Antiquities of the

.Iews which sought to present the Jewish cause to the

world in their best light. In A.D. 93, he wrote a Jewish

defense against Roman persecution known as Contra'

Apian.
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All of Josephus' writings can be found in one volume by
Wiston.

In A.D. 94, he wrote that the Jews had twenty-two
scriptural books, five of which were by Moses. He
attributed thirteen books to prophets and called four
books the books of wisdom. Atl were written before
Artaxerxes' death. Since Artaxerxes, there were no more
prophets. Thus, none of the writings since have been
considered as scripture.

Josephus also commented upon the establishment of the
tradition of reading the I-aw aloud in public.
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Acts 7:22

Num 12:1

The fourteenth and fifteenth of Adar is the Feast of
Purim. The Jews eat triangular-shaped pastries known as
"Hamentaschen," or "Ozney-Haman" which meanst'Hamants ears.t'

( Moses was mighty and learned.
\----- J

Moses married a Cushite woman.

l_gt.abu s"yti" Antiquit-t% Book II, Chapter 10, that
Moses was an Egyptian military commandir and waged
war against Nubia south of Egypt. In one of those *urr,
an Ethiopian princess was impressed by Moses and
offered herself in marriage in an alliance that would end
the war. The war ended, he consummated the marriace
and went back to ESpt. The Ethiopian woman of
Numbers 12 may have been this princess.

Xenophon wrote that Qrus II was referred to as a
"shepherd" in his Cyropaedia.

J
Josephus says in Book XI, Chapter 1 of his Anriquities
that py1ULII knew (from the prophecies of Isaiah) he
was to rebuild the temple and that this prophetic
knowledge motivated him to ensure it would occur.
Thus, Isaiah was written prior to Cyrus II.

Josephus also says in Book XI, Chapter g of the /
Antiquities that Alexander the Great visited Jerusalem
peacefully and was shown prophecies from the book of
Daniel that a Greek power was to defeat the persian
Empire. The Jews thus found favor in his sight and were
dealt with very liberally. Thus, Daniel *us *iitt"n before
Alexander the Great came on the scene.

The Dfr helps in gaining an understanding of the
intertestament period.
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Matt 1:23

The LH{ and Masoretic texts have differences in them.
Some traditions,2vere preserved in the LW that were not
in the Masoretii texts. The Jews, by Christ's time, had
lost the Hebrew language and most of them could not
read Hebrew. But many could read Greek.

The word 'Vrgin" does not have to be translated as such
in Hebrew, but does from the Greek in which the I-W
was written.

The Greek version is directed more toward Christ than
the Masoretic.

Daniel 9 is a problem to delineate into its proper
phrases. This causes a problem in giving appropriate
understanding. The scriptures were originally written
without vowels. By 900 A.D., vowels and accent marks
were inserted into the text according to the traditions
extant at that time.

The accent marks in Daniel 9 do make a difference.
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Dan 9:25
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Egyptian pharaohs had a habit of erasing the names or
records of their predecessors, or of events not to their
liking.

J
Hatshepsut's reign saw a raid into Nubia as its only
military campaign. This would have occurred at Moses'
time and supports Josephus' contention that Moses led a
military campaign into Nubia.

Little is known about Egyptian history during Amenhotep
II's reign. This would tend to support the Exodus
occurring under his reign. The last 17-20 years of his
reign shows no military activity.

The reign of Thutmose IV was also relatively quiet.

ALEXANDER THE GREAT: \/

Curtius Rufus, a Roman historian states that when
Alexander was in Egypt the Samaritans rebelled. He
then went to Samaria and crushed the rebellion and
destroyed their temple. The Jews, in an effort to gain
favor, threw their support to Alexander and either met /

with him before or after he quelled the Samaritan revolt.

The Day of Atonement is begun on the ninth day in the
evening. But the day is kept on the tenth. This shows
that the word "evening" can refer to the last part of the
day just before sunset.

There are two Jewish traditions on how this verse should
be phrased: one from the LXX (Sepruaginr) and another
from the Masoretic texts. The phrasing controversy rests
upon the verse implying that Christ was the Messiah.

One tradition says that the seven weeks before the sixry-
two weeks refer to Cynrs II, Zerubbabel or Joshua, and
the sixty-two weeks refer to something different. Or, the
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J

seven weeks could refer to the rebuilding of Herod's
temple which took forty-nine years from the time he
ordered it reconstructed.

Alexander was trying to create a single world culture.
The Jews had a long tradition of how to properly
preserve their culture. Many Jews were attracted to
Hellenism, but could not balance it with their Jewish
traditions. Thus, many of them abandoned their Jewish
heritage and became Hellenizers. r'



Matt 24:15

Mark 13:1.4

Dan 11:1-4
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The abomination of desolation

The abomination of desolation

Those who occupy the land of Israel must either be a
regional power or be a subjugated people. The area is a
link behreen Asia, Europe and Africa and, thus, the focus
of international strategy and traversal.

The seventy years prophecy is labeled as such in verse 24
of Daniel 9. The punctuation in the LM, which the
King James uses, is different from the Masoretic texts.
The LWs punctuation groups the seven and sixty-two
weeks together, making sixty-nine weeks total. The
Masoretic texts punctuate verse 25 so that the seven and
sixty-two weeks are distinctly different time periods. The
Masoretic phraseology comes from oral traditions, not
textual transmission. The punctuation of the I-W makes
this prophecy point to Christ.

There are various different traditions concerning the
punctuation of Hebrew texts.

A Greek-speaking Jew at Christ's time would see the
correlation between the Seventy Weeks Prophecy and
Christ out of the LW.

DANIEL 11

Alexander the Great's kingdom was divided between four
of his generals in a period of conflict knowu as the wars /
of the Diadochi. After the battle of Ipsusi the kingdom
took on its fourfold dominion. Ptolemy ruled in Egypt
and Seleucus in Asia.

Ptolemy I called himself Soter or "Savior." This was in
the oriental despotic tradition of Alexander the Great,
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:6

in Asia Minor, Cassander ruled in
I ruled 305-283 B.C. Seleucus ruled

, / /

Afterward, conflicts between the Ptolemys and Seleucids
were known as the Syrian wars. 

V/

Seleucus became more powerful than Ptolemy.

Ptolemy ll (285-247) was called Philadelphus. He warred
with Antiochus I (280-26L). During his reign the LW
was translated in Alexandria. There were probably
seventy-two Jewish scholars (six from each tribe) rather
than seventy. Scholars question whether the translation
was for Ptolemy because it seems to be written more for
Greek-speaking Jews.

Eumenes I ruled in Asia Minor contemporary with
Antiochus I.

Lysimachus ruled
Greece. Ptolemy
305-280 B.C.

Diodotus | (250-nq declared his
founded the Parthanian Empire.

The Parthians would always prove
Seleucid and Roman Empires and
attention.

independence and

to be a throne in the
required much of their
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The p_roghe_ges-of-Daaiel-11-+re-sgjnl4gqlg for !hre5:
reasons: !g plolg,t!9 authority of the Bible, to give

Dan 11:5

' '  
' i i '  i \ i u ' r l S : legitimagy-.11c_th" bgo!_llrell and to reveal the 

-poiiiical

conTTicts and sins within the Gentile kie Gentile kingdoms jjust as the
ttooki of Kings and Chronicles revealed the sins and
politics of Israel and Judah.

The first Parthian king was Arsaces I (248-247 B.C.).

Ptolemy I (305-283) was the king of the South and
Seleucus I (305-280) was one of his princes. In 281.,
Seleucus took Asia Minor from Lysimichus.

After Seleucus I, Antiochus I, Soter (280-261), ruled.
Then in Egypt, Ptolemy II, Philadelphus (285-247) ruled.
Then Ptolemy III, Evergetes (benefactor) (246-221) ruled.
Afterward, Ptolemy IV, Philopater (221.-203) ruled.

In Syria, after Antiochus II (261.-246), Seleucus II,
Callinius, ruled from 246-226 B.C. Then, Seleucus III,
Ceraunus, ruled trom 226-223. Antiochus III ruled from
223-1"87. Under him the Holv land became a Seleucid
possession.

Under Antiochus ll (267-246) there was a second Syrian
war under which Syria gained territory.

Antiochus II married the daughter of Ptolemy II and had
a son who was the legal heir to the throne. The
supporters of his Syrian wife, I-aodice, murdered him, his
Egyptian wife, Berenice, and the retinue of Egyptian
courtiers with her. Seleucus II. son of l-aodice. became
king of Syna.

Ptolemy III, brother of Berenice, sought revenge against
the Seleucids for the murder of his sister and her son.
He then enters into a war known as the Third Syrian
War, the War of Berenice, or the I-aodicean War (246-

:6

:7
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:10-12

:8

:9

:11

: t2

241 B.C.). Daniel 17:7'9 covers the war.

Ptolemy III, Benefactor, conquered Syria and ertended
his kingdom to its greatest area. Under him, the
Ptolemaic kingdom reached its greatest power.

He lived longer than Seleucus II. He also carried away
many golden vessels and idols which had been previously
taken from Egypt by the Persians.

In 242 B.C., the Seleucids attempted to move south, but
were halted. Some translations of this verse render the
king of the South moving north and having to return
home due to a rebellion. Both historical events did
occur.

The Fourth Syrian War occuned 22-J.-217 B.C. Antiochus
III restored the Seleucid Empire. The "Fortress" he
returned to was Seleucia. He also took Antioch and the
Syrian coast.

Ptolemy IV, Philopater, was attacked at Raphia in Gaza
in 217 by Antiochus III. However, Antiochus and his
large army of 20,000 soldiers was defeated and it halted
his advance. But, the Seleucids were gaining more
control in the area.

,/
Ptolemy IV began to lose favor with the Jews who were
scheming with Antiochus III. He went into Jerusalem
and attempted to enter the Holy of holies, but was
stricken with paralysis and could not enter. He then
returned to Egypt and began a persecution of the Jews in
Alexandria.
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J

The Fifth Syrian War did affect Judah. With the war,
control of Palestine went to the Seleucids. The ptolemys
had ruled the region from 301-198 B.C.

The Seleucids allowed local autonomy and the Jews were
still ruled by the High Priests. However, the good will
between the Jews and Seleucids did not last for long.

The Seleucids began to increase taxes and impose
Hellenistic ways upon the Jews. The office of the High
Priest in Judah became a pize sought by various factions.
Many Jews were sympathetic to Hellenism and were
known as Hellenizers. The devout Jews who held true to
their faith and opposed Hellenization were known as the
Hasidim. 

V

During the reign of Antiochus IV the situation reached a
climax. The Jews, Ied by the Hasmon#n family, erupted
in an insun'ection known as the Maccabaean revolt.

Christ used the Feast of Dedicati* u, un Yu.pt. or
those who follow true religion and false religion.
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,/ e 3 R-<--
By 742 B.C., the Jews had become an independent
nation, and would remain so until 6F B.C. oThi, 

period
saw a tendency toward expansion. The dominant
leadership was provided by the Hasmonean family.

,/
The Pharisees emphasized the theological side pf life and
moral direction of the nation. The SadduceeY*ere more
outward-looking and concerned with national political
affairs. They were centered in the priesthood. Thus, by
Christ's time, the two sects had drifted far apart. Since
the religious leadership had been abandoned by the
priestly class, the Pharisees took upon themselves the
religous leadership of the nation and cleveloped a systent
of religious rituals which were perfected by Christ's time.
The Sadducees were more oriented toward the
Pentateuch and rejected the theological eraboration of the
Pharisees. They were also more oriented toward the
temple.

However, the Pharisees took on the religious leadership
of the nation which developed into the i,aubin/ tradition.

The Sadducees kept Pentecost on the tradjtional date,
counting from the first Sabbath after the first day of the
Feast of Unleavened Bread. However, if the first day of
Unleavened Bread came on a Sunday, there would be no
Sabbath from which to begin counting. Thus, the _/
Pharisees developed a tradition to count pentecost from a
predetermined fixed date. In 31 A.D., the pharisees' date
for Pentecost came on the Friday before the correct
Sunday to observance.

Therefore, the phrase in Acts, ". . . when pentecost had
fully come . . .," refers to the fact that the Church was
keeping Pentecost at the correct time (two days after the
Pharisaical day) on Sunday, rather than Friday.

"Sabbath after the first . . ." comes from the Greek
phrase "deuteroproto" which means "second first." This is

Luke 6:1
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ANTIOCHUS (continued)

Dan 8:9-10

:75-26

Dan 17:29-32

He came into the temple and halted
also set up pagan sacrifices.

These verses seem to be referring to the
not the Maccabees.

probably referring to the second Sabbath during the Feast
of Unleavened Bread. If the first day of Unleavened
Bread comes on a Sunday, the Church counts Pentecost
from the Sabbath just prior to the first day, since that
would be the first Sabbath of the feast if you include
Passover as being a part of the entire festival. Thus, the
Church counts Pentecost from the first Sabbath after. or
inclusive of, Passover.

Antiochus IV rose up and began to persecute the Jews
because they would not accept his Hellenistic religious
reforms.

:72

:74

the sacrifices. He

The temple would be defiled for 1150 "evening and
morning" sacrifices.

end time and

On December 6, 167 B.C., the 25th of Kislev, the temple
was defiled by the Syrians by celebrating a festival of
Dionysius. Swines'flesh was offered on the altar.
However, the statue of Baal-Shamin (in reality, Antiochus
himself) was set up on the 15th of Kislev. On December /'1.4, 

1,64 B.C., the 25th of Kislev, the temple was cleansed
and a the Feast of Dedication established. The period of
defilement took place for 1103 daysl Sacrifices were not
oflered for 47 more days, totaling 1150 days..z

The Seleucids came into Jerusalem and performed violent
acts, disrupted the sacrifices, prohibited sacrifices and
finally set up the abomination of desolation. The
Maccabees cleansed the temple. Some would still
continue their Hellenistic wavs.
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Menelaus was a Hellenizer who was elected high priest
and gave support to Antiochus. He was bitterly hated
and opposed by devout Jews.

Antiochus sent in an army to support Menelaus. Many
Jews were killed and alr but Hellenizers fled into the
hills. Many Jews were martyred in the attempt to
eradicate Judaism. All this occurred in the winter season.

Menelaus remained to supervise the temple. Antiochus
sacrificed the most repulsive animal to the Jews--a pig--on
the temple altar and also set up a statue of himself
(Baal-Shamin) in the Holy of Holies.

Matt 24: When Christ spoke to the Jews of the coming desolation,
they knew exactly what he was talking about.

During the revolt, the Jews would not fight on the
Sabbath and were, thus, easiJy killed on that day.
However, under Mattathiasihe Je*s took up arms on
the Sabbath and defended themselves.

\ / /
I Maccabees covers this period from 167-134 B.C. II V
Maccabees covers 175-160 B.c. I Maccabees is regarded
as being more historical and less propagandistic than II
Maccabees. It was also probably written in Hebrew.
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The Maccabean era would be the sixth era of Israel, a
counterpart of the sixth Philadelphian era of the Church.

FOUR I"ASTING EFFECTS OF THE MACCABEES:

The Maccabean dynasty lasted 100 years until the
Romans took control of the land.

1. A memory of victory. Maccabee is a heroic term in
Judaism. The revolt was a war bf religious freedom
and resulted in one of the first great religious
marfrrdoms.

2. A certain feeling of democracy. The common
people felt they were entitled to political
consideration since they were such a part of the
revolt.

3. Revival of biblical Judaism.

4. Literature. Many writings were left behind, such as
I and II Maccabees.

THE HIGH PRIESTHOOD

There were two priestly lines: the Oniads and Tobiads.

A Tobias married the sister of Onias II, thus gaining a
foothold in the priesthood.

Simeon I (the Just) was the last survivor of the Great
Assembly according to the Talmud. Simeon II was the
successor Onias II.

Onias II was reluctant to pay tribute to Ptolemy III.
Joseph of Tobiad collected taxes.
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After the reign of Simeon II, the Seleucids took control
of Palestine. Afterward, the Seleucids began to influence
who would take the office of the High Priest.

Jason (175-772) was installed as a Hellenistic high priest
by Antiochus IV.

Menelaus (172-762 B.C.) was thus installed as the
Seleucid sympathizing priest and was bent on Hellenism.
He was the high priest during the abomination of
desolation.

Onias tV fled Judah when Jason became priest and went
to Alexandria and built a temple there.

Isa 19:18-19 Onias IV used this passage to justiff building an Egyptian
temple.

DANIEL 11 (Continued)

Dan 11:13 The Fifth Syrian War (201-195 B.C.) occurred fourteen
vears after the last war. Verses 13-16 deal with it.

Many Jews thought of throwing off the foreign yoke, but
failed to do so.

Scopas, an Egyptian mercenary, fought Antiochus at
Paneas in 198. As a result, the Seleucids gained control
of Palestine. Scopas then fled to Sidon and Sidon was
later conquered by the Seleucids.

Antiochus III gave his daughter, Cleopatra, to Ptolemy.
She then sided with her husband.

Antiochus III then went north and west and came into
contact with the Romans. In 190, the Romans, led by
Scipio Asiaticus, defeated Antiochus. The peace of
Apamea ended the war. As part of the terms, Antiochus
IV went to Rome as a hostage where he learned Roman
wavs.

:74

:15

:17

:18
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:20

:19 Antiochus III had to pay tribute to Rome and began
squandering temples and collecting heavy taxes. In 187
B.C. he was killed while tryrng to plunder a temple of
Bel.

Seleucus fV, brother of Antiochus IV, ruled from 187-
175. He sent Heliodorus to Jerusalem to rob the temple
who mysteriously failed. Heliodorus then poisoned
Seleucus IV and took control.

Antiochus [V then returned from captivity in Athens and
took the throne from Heliodorus. He didn't take the
throne by force, but through intrigue.

:21
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69. 301-198 B.C.
70. 142-63 B.C.
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After the Maccabaean revolt, Judah began to split into
various sects.

, After Bar Kokba, two Jewish sects survived: 1) the
' 

.Pharisees, which developed into modern Judaism, and 2)
V'the Nazarenes, which were the early church.

The Jews at Christ's time had developed a religion based
upon oral law and tradiiion.

The Torah did not provide for everything in the
administration of the [aw. Thus a certain amount of
judgment was proscribed. Various judgments, therefore,
became steeped in oral tradition. The priesthood
preserved the oral law and held great authority in
judgment. \'/

The Jews were given inspired teachings other than the
scriptures. One such example is their authority over the
calendar.

However, the Jews took the concept of oral law too far
in many instances.

The Church has developed its own concept of traditional
law.

The Church was given the authority of oral law and
tradition.

In the Catholic Church the oral law superseded the
scriptures themselves. This developed out of the tradition
of the Pharisees who felt that the Torah could not be
properly understood without the oral law which originated
with Moses' relaying of the Pentateuch.

Christ denounced certain Pharisaic traditions. The Jews
are partially blinded because they cannot view the Old

Matt 15:9
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Matt 22:36

Deut 6:4-9

Mark 7:4-9

Testament apart from their oral law.

The Pharisees were not priests and Irvites, but they took
various temple rituals and applied them tqTtheir way of
Iife. They were known as a "table fellowsfrip" because
their meetings centered around eating a meal, and thus
developed many sacred dietary rituals and dining
traditions.

Th"y were known as "separatists" because they separated
themselves from the rest of the nation. Th"y called one
another "comrad" or "friend" (Hebrew : Haber).

Th"y were so concerned with right and wrong that they
developed a system of oral law, ritual and tradition
whereby one could keep the law of the Old Testament
and interpret the scripture in a proper manner. It
became a system of attaining salvation by works.

The Pharisees centered their religion on Deuteronomy
6:4-5. It became such a part of them that it was
regularly recited.

The Islamic tradition of reciting that Allah is the One
God came from Judaism.

In Matthew 23:5 Christ conde.yrned the Jews for making
a display of their phylacteries.' They were small boxes
strapped on their arms and foreheads with small copies
of the scriptures which were worn when they prayed.

Since they were a table fellowship, they developed a strict
washing ritual before they ate.

The rituals became more important than the essence of
their spiritual implications.
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The Pharisees were the spiritual leaders of the nation at
Christ's time. His heaviest criticism was of them. but He
was also closest to them doctrinally.

Many of them became Christian converts.

Paul was also a Pharisee.

Much of their doctrine was correct. Christ condemned
their works.

The Pharisees and the Church stressed the resurrection. ,/
Paul used this to divide the Pharisees and the Sadducees.V
for the Sadducees looked only to the Pentateuch and
didn't believe in the resurrection.

Josephus says that the Sadducees rejected the Pharisees'
authority in religious matters because the Pharisees held
to many oral traditions passed down from age to age.
Also, the Sadducees consisted of many of the priesthood
and rejected the Pharisees being leaders in religious
matters.

The Sadducees were more worldly and Hellenistic. Thus
the Pharisees had a more popular following, while the
Sadducees had a more affluent followins.

The Pharisees also rejected foreign authority over them.
Pharisees who took Jewish nationalism too far were
termed zealots. Zealots attempted to overthrow the
Romans. \'/

The Pharisees were lVo of the population (Antiqtdties,
Book XVII, Chapter 2, Section 4).

/
V

The Essenes took their religion to extremes and isolated
themselves from the rest of the nation. They became the
extreme Hasidaeans.V
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ln l4tan of the Jews, Book 2, Chapter 8, Section 14,
Josephus says the Essenes were the most religious. They
and the Pharisees also held to a doctrine of an immor rui /
soul and ultimate destiny. He may have been trying to
couch the resurrection in terms understandable to the
Greek world. Airt, ttre Jews did eventually accept the
immortal soul doctrine.

The Sadducees did not believe in ultimate fate or the
immortal soul.

The Pharisees were more like a brotherhood, but also
existed in conflicting sects.

TALMIID
J

The Talmud is a good source for pharisaic history. The
Talmud was the body of oral law held by the Jews. In
200 A.D., the Jews compiled the body of oral law in the
Mblunh ("the repetition"--felt to be a second law to the
Toralt).

The Jewish word for exegesis is "midrash." Midrash
means to seek, investigate, explore, and expand the
meaning of a verse. The entire body of exegesical
commentary is known as the Midrash.V

The Midrash consisted of nvo parts: legal and
homilectical.

Legends of the lews is a good homilectical English
Midrash. 

(
The legal material was later compiled in the Mishnah.

\./
The Jewish term for legal material is "Halakha," and legal
writings are referred to as ,Tlalakha."
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"Aggada" is what all non-legal material is called, and all
nonJegal writings and commentaries are known as
'Aggada." When most people refer to the "Midrash" they
are referring to the 'Aggada," or non-legal materials.

The Mishnalr represents the authoritative legal
commentary (Halakha) on the law. It represents the
Jewish equivalent of the New Testament. It was written
in very precise language. Thus, many discussions were
held and written concerning it. About 500 AD. these
analytical discussions on the Mislmah were compiled in
the Gemara. These two volumes, the Mishnah and
Gemara, came to be called the Talmud. The Mishnalt
was written in Rabbinic Hebrew. However, the Gemara
was written in Aramaic. 

/
There were two versions of the Gemara, the mo,st
authoritative of which is the Babylonian Talmu1, written
in Babylon where there was a great Jewish population.
The other Gemara is known as the Jerusalem Talmud.
and is used very little.

The Talmrd is written in six overall orders organized
along subject matters. The Mishnah states the dogmatic
do's and don't's, while the Gemara comments upon them.
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Most material utilized from the Midrash is homiletical.

The oral law of the Jewish community was stand ardized
in the Mishnah (= repetitions). The Rabbis who wrote
in the Mishnah were referred to collectively as the
Tannaim. The literature of the period is thus referred to
as Tanna.

The Tanna was culminated in the Gemara. The
Amoraim were those who wrote the Gemara (:
completion). I

J
/ Ttre Tannaim were the Rabbis at Christ's time. The

v Amoraim were the Rabbis in early medieval tirnes.

The Great Assembly is also referred to as the Great
Synod. The scribes or sopherim are connected to the
Assembly. After the Assembly, Jewish teachers were
called the "Zugoth" or "Pairs," for they taught in tandern.

After the Zugoth, the Tannaim became the great teachers
(10 B.C.-220 A.D.). 

/

/ T"two last Zugo{rat the turn of th,/first century were' 
Hillel (50 B.C.-10 A.D.) and Shamma{ Hiilel was the
most famous Jewish Rabbi and Rabbinic law mostlv
reflects his teachings. Shammai's teachings *.r" .nor"
radical and less accepted.

The followers of Hillel and Shammai became the
Tannaim.

The teachings of Hillel were the foundations of modern
Judaism.

The Talmud consists of the Mishnah and Gqmara. The
Mislmah is sectioned into sixty-three tractYtes, thirty-six of
which have Gemara *ith them. The Gemara are
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Ex 35:2-4

commentary on the Mishnah. The tractates are organized
in six overall orders:

1. T,eraim (= seeds) which deals with agricultural laws,
tithes, etc.

2. Mo'ed (= holy days) deals with holy days, special
feasts and fasts.

3. Nashim (: women) deals with marriage and
divorce, etc.

4. Nezikim (: damages) deals with property laws.

5. Kadashim (= sacred things) deals with sacrifices and
temple services.

6. Taharoth (= purity) deals with laws of ritual
cleanliness and defilement.

Baba Bathra is a tractate of the Nezikim which has a
section dealing with the canonization of the scriptures.
Pages in the tractates are numbered with one number for
both front and back. The front is termed "A" and back
side is "B" (example: 94A and B, 95A and B, etc.).

The first tractate in the Talmud is called "Berakhoth"
which means "prayer." Prayer is a first and foremost
important ritual before one eats food and is thus the first
tractate in the volume dealing with agriculture.

The first passage of the Talmu.d deals with when should
one recite the "Shema" (Deut 6:4) in the evening.

Not kindling a fire on the Sabbath is related to working
on the Tabernacle. Thus the Jews knowing this then
studied to identiS all types of work done on the
Tabernacle. From this they then drew up a list of
corresponding labors which could not be performed on
the Sabbath. They came up with thirty-nine categories of
labor that could not be performed on the Sabbath. They



ANCIENT ISRAEL
Lecture notes
4t14l89

further elaborated on the thirty-nine categories and
identified certain derivative labors that could not be
performed, and elaborated further upon the derivative
labor with protective decrees. All this is compiled in rhe
Talmu.d. Thus is the origin of the intricate Sabbath laws
which Christ challenged during His ministry.

The Mishnalr is organized by chapter and verse. The
Mishnah can be bought alone without the Gemara.
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The tractate of Baba Bathra, pages 14b and 15a, deals
with biblical canonization.

A tractate called Berakoth deals with the Shema.

The tractate of Ginh deals with divorce, slavery, and year
of release.

The(Talmud is the culmination of Pharisaic religion.
\ _ -

INTERTE STAMENTAL WRITING S

The Jews engaged in writings in the Intertestamental
period.

, / /
The Apocrypha and Pseudepigrapha are the two major
collections of intertestamental literature.

The Catholic Church accepted many apocryphal books as
scripture at the C.ouncil of Trent in 1546.r,/

Apocrypha II Maccabees 12:39-45 contains a section equating a
monetary offering and praying for someone who was dead
to absolve them from sins and allow them to be
resurrected. The Catholics use this to support their
purgatory doctrine. The Pharisees believed that the
deads'souls could go to Gehenna to be purged.

II Ezdras 6: has a section which seems to allude that the
earth has more land than water.

Tobet has a direct reference to three tithes.
/

II Maccabees 2: discusses the tripartate division of the
Old Testament. The Jews call the Old Testament the
"Holy Scriptures" (II Timothy 3: ). Nehemiah is given
credit for gathering the books together.
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sEcTroN A)

SECTTON B)

SECTTON C)

SECTTON D)

Ecclesiastes (or the wisdom of Ben Sirach) has a
reference to the "I-aw, Prophets, and Other Books."

The wisdom literature is referred to as the Hagiograptn"
In II Maccabees they are referred to as Royal Books."

Sirach has a reference to Simon the Just.

The Pharisees did not use these books. Thus, they did
not preserve them. Th"y were preserved in the Greek
language and were read by Greek Jews in Alexandria
especially, and Christians. However, much apocryphal
material found its way into the Talmud.

There are four divisions of the Apocrypha:

Tobit, Judith, Wisdom of Solomon, and Sirach. (AIl
these were a@epted as scripture by the Greek orthodox
Church.)

Baruch, I-etter of Jeremiah, prayer of Azariah, Song of
the Three Ytung Men, Susanna, Bel and the Dragon,
and I & II Maccabbes. (These were not accepted by the
Orthodox Church.)

The Catholics accept all of section B. They place "Song
of the Three Young Men" at the end of ttrL iniro chapter
of Daniel and use "Susanna" and "Bel and the DragoJ' as
chapters 13 and 14 of Daniel.

I Esdras (Esdras 
1 Ezra), IV Esdras (sometimes they are

called I and II Esdras. The validity of IV Esdras is
highly questioned by most everyone.) and prayer of
Manasseh.

Psalm 151, and III and fV Maccabees (these are not
accepted as scripture by most).

Philo did not quote the Apocrypha as scripture. Such
books are termed Deuterocanonical.
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Pseudepigrapha The Pseudepigraplta are apocalyptic books with titles
attributed to great biblical heroes. Characteristics of
these books are: 1) written by Jews or Jewish
Christians, 2) written between 200 B.C. and 200 A.D., 3)
claim to be inspired, 4) have authorship attributed to
OId Testament heroes, 5) claims to be prophetic. The
book of Enoch is a classic example of apocalyptic
literature.

Pirke-Aboth, a tractate of the Talmu.d,is called
Pseudepigrapha by some. This is a fake claim, however.

The apocryphal books are either 1) lendary, 2) historical
or 3) didactic.
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The writings of Josephus, the Talmud and the apocryphal
books give insight into the intertestamental period.

THE HASMONEAN DYNASTY

The lrvites were very zeaTous but they were also prone
to volatile behavior and cruelty (Genesis 49)

The Hasmoneans were priests who effected rule over
Judea after the Seleucid yoke was overthrown.
Mattathias was the first of the dynasty. Thus, the
Maccabees were the first of the Hasmoneans. They
restored Judah to the status of a local power. The
Hasmoneans began with righteousness and zeal, but
degenerated in character over time.

From 1,67-1,U B.C. the Jews were revolting against the
Seleucids. In 161 B.C., Judah, the son of Mattathias
became the military leader.

Maccabee can mean "hammer" or'bho is like unto you
Oh YHWH." It was a title or name given to the leaders
of the revolt against the Seleucids. The leaders were of
the Hasmoneans family.

Over time, the Maccabees threw off the Seleucid yoke.

Judah insisted upon full political and religious
independence from the Seleucids.

Jonathan (160-143 B.C.), son of Mattathias, was the most
important ruler of the period. He died a violent death.
His brother Simeon then assumed the leadership.

Jonathan was able to increase his power and Judah's
territory and independence by taking advantage of the
chaos surrounding the struggle for the Seleucid throne.
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Thus, Jonathan is credited as being the defacto founder
of the Hasmonean dynasty.

Upon the ascension of Simeon, Demetrius, leader of the
Seleucids, abolished taxation in Judah. Thus the Seleucid
yoke was broken.

Afterward a great assembly was held. Simeon was
appointed as ruling high priest forever, until such time as
a true prophet (the Messiah) would come. Thus the
Hasmonean dynasty of priest-kings was established to rule
until the Messiah of the line of David would appear.

Under the rulership of John Hyrcanus, Simeon's son, due
to external pressures, the Jews engaged in expansive
military struggles and increased the size of their kingdom.
They conquered the Samaritans and Idumaeans (who may
have been of Simeon) and converted them.

As the state grew in power two groups arose which
advocated two different directions of the nation: 1) the
Pharisees-who felt the nation should halt its expansion
and concentrate on being a moral and spiritual example;
and 2) the Sadducees--who wanted to continue in
nationalistic expansion.

John Hyrcanus'son, Aristobulus, who succeeded him, was
more Hellenistic. He called himself a king (something his
predecessors dared not to do) and imprisoned his fellow

' 'brothers (nvo of which were staryed to death). He acted
as a typical Gentile ruler and was only concerned with
gaining power.

He ruled only one year (104-103 B.C.). His brother
Alexander Yonnar (Jannaeus) then assumed rule. In 89
B.C. he offended the Pharisees at the water pouring
ceremony at the Feast of Tabernacles by pouring the
water at his own feet. The Jews then began pelting him
with citrons. As a result, he ordered a wholesale assault
on them and 6000 were slaughtered.
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His wife, Salome (7G67 B.C.), was more s)'mpathetic to
the Pharisees and her rule was a calm period.

Upon her death in 67 B.C. her two sons Hyrcanus-who
supported the Sadducees and nationalism--and
Aristobulus ll--who supported the Pharisees--got into a
conflict and civil war. The Romans had taken over Swia
and wanted the Jewish conflict to cease. Th"y helped to
install Antipator as the Jewish leader, thus ending the
conflict. Antipator's infamous son would be the
legendary Herod of the Bible.
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JERUSALEM

Ancient Jerusalem was known as Jabus and was inhabited
by the Jebusites. It was rather isolated and off the main
commercial lanes. It did not become a ciw of
importance until David.

In the original conquest" Benjamin laid claim to
Jerusalem and took it. However, the Canaanites retook
the city, and it remained in their hands until David took
the city. At that time the city doubled in size.

The city of David lies between the Kidron and Tyropean
Valleys. It was on a high plateau with steep sides
approaching it, thus making it easily defensible.

The only source of water for the city was the-Gihon
Splng, which was outside of the city for a time until the
Canaanites dug a shaft through the rock to the source of
the spring. David used this shaft to enter the city. King
Hezekiah later improved the water system by digging a
new shaft some 600__yards long, a monumental
engineering achievement for the day.

The va_lley gf Hinnom was used for a garbqge dump and
as a place where child sacrifice was offered.

Around 20 B.C. Herod began to rebuild the Jewish
temple. It was not finished until 64 AD. Priests were
trained in masonry to work in the Holy of Holies. The
temple was one of the most massive and elaborate
structures at that tirne. Next to the temple was the

&jtreaq Aotonid which dogrj4atecf -the sce-ne, and was
where Christ was tried and beaten.

When the Romans destroyed Jerusalem, the only
buildings left standing were the three towers guarding
Herod's palace. lhe lnth I-egion made its home there
from which it guarded the city ruins.
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Molad : 'brith." Molad is used for the computed time
for the beginning of a month. Molad is technically the
time of the conjunction of .the sun, moon and the earth,
i.e., the new moon. The Molad of 3761 B.C. Tishri is the
beginning of the Jewish calendar.

The delineation between the Apocryplm and
Pseudepigrapha is sometimes subjective. The apocryphal
books are generally those accepted as canon by the
Orthodox andlor C-atholic Churches.

Moses instructed Israel.to wearitasiels or fr_ilges on their
garments. These tassels were sdmdti-mes ilyed, in Tyrian
f urple.

The Pharisees developed a standard garment for all to
wear which could be worn over or with one's own
standard dress.

A smaller prayer shawl with fringes worn by the Jews is
called a tallith. Th.y are either blue and white or black
and white.

Magen (shield of) David is the Jewish term for the star
of David.

The Pharisees were making a great deal about their
fringes.

A Jewish reader would infer that Christ wore frinses.

J The Eglrlprlt is a New Covenant substitute for the
fringe.

Those who expected a messiah were called messianists.
There was a duel Jewish tradition expecting a messiah, a
son of Joseph who would be killed and resurrected by
another messiah, the son of David. This scenario was
close to what did happen. Christians in effect were
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messlantsts.

The Sicarii were Jewish messianic zealots who engaged in
violence for their nationalistic cause.

Herod's reign ended in 3 B.C., not 4 B.C. as stated in the
text. The 3 B.C. date fits Josephus'account much better.

The churcl's fljght 1o Pe_l{a from Jerusalem occurred in
69_AD, not in 66 as stated in the text.

When the church fled the Pharisaic leaders also fled to
Jgpnia. Thus,i ClrftiEffity 

"nd 
ptr".iseeish were the only

two sects in Jerusalem tg survivg the Roman siege.

Sacrifices ceased in Jerusalem on Tam,m,g 17, /LD. 70. tK
Paul addresses this coming event in the book of Hebrews.

J_erygqlem fgl! !0- y_gats aft91 Clrls_q made this statement.
The 9!gn of Jonah also referred to the tinre which
Nineveh had to repent-which was 40 days.

From A.D. 115-117, another revolt was led by radical
Jews.

From y'-D. 132-135 another final revolt was led by the
Jews. Jerusalem was then renamed Aelia Capitolina.

The Mislrnah was written by Judah the Prince in A.D.
2m. He took heavily from the work of Akiva who was
involved in the revolt of Bar Kochba and asserted Bar
Kochba's messiahship.
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THE REVOLT OF THE ZEALOTS 66-73 A D

(|67A0 The Roman Emperor
Vespasian lands from Antioch
and receives the submission
of the Jews of Sepphoris

Oev th" end of 67AD
Jewish resistance
by Romans

62 AD Rornans deorne
J",ni ol. citizenshf lollo,vrp
a fpht between Je,vs and

0 n
Irrfles

S o u r c e :  G i l b e r t ,  M a r t i n .  J e w i s h  H i s t o r y  A t l a s .
C o l , i e r  B o o k s ,  1 4 .

@o;aO Jewrsh garrrson -urru.,
af ter 2 month sieoe

(jt66 AD Roman militarv
reinforcements hom Svria

O Za A O Last Je,vish resistance
crushed try Romans At Masada
the last <leferd€rs killed therr
wives, lheir chhren and then
themselves to avoid capture

$Machaerus

70 AD Romans xcuov
:salern Titus. son of the

mperor, destroys ihe
and the city. Man., 

"iavstaken as captivel to Rcnre



TABLE OF BOOKS OF APOCRYPHA

TYPE OF BOOK REVISED STANDARD VERSION CATHOLIC VER,SIONS

Didactic 1. The Wisdom of Solomon (c. 30 B.C.) Book of Wisdom

2. Ecclesiasticus (Sirach) (132 B.C.) Ecclesiasticus

Religious 3. Tobit (c. 200 B.C.) Tobias

Romance 4. Judith (C. 150 B.C.) Judith

Historic 5. 1 Esdras (C. 150-110 B.C.) 3 Esdras* or 1 Esdras***

6. 1 Maccabees (c. 110 B.C.) 1 Machabees

7. ZMaccabees (c. 110-70 B.C.) 2 Machabees

Prophetic 8. Baruch (c. 150-50 B.C.) Baruch chaps. 1-5

9. The lrtter of Jeremiah (c. 3m-1m B.C.) Baruch chap. 6

10. 2 Esdras (c. AD. 100) 4 Esdras* or 2 Esdras***

Legendary L1. Additions to Esther (1a0-130 B.C.) Esther 70:4-76:24**

12. The Prayer of Azariah (second of first Daniel 3:24-X)**
century B.C.) (Song of Three Young Men)

1.3. Susanna (second or first century B.C.) Daniel 13**

L4. Bel and the Dragon (c. 100 B.C.) Daniel L4**

15. The Prayer of Manasseh (second or first Prayer of Manasseh*
century B.C.)

' Books not accepted as canonical at the Council of Trent, 1546.

" Books not listed in Douay table of contenls because they are appended to other books.

"'The numbering of these books depends on whether Ezra and Nehemiah are titled I and 2 Esdras or Ezra and Nehemiah.

The present translation of these books comes from Greek manuscripts. However, some were
earlier written in Aramic and Hebrew.

Source: David Ewert, From Ancient Tablets to Modern Translations. p. 75.
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x i x  J E R U S A L E T \ 1 .  S r n c e  r h c  m i d - l 9 t h  c .  s h e n  r h c  e a r l i c s r
reseurch  s t i . r r ted  in  Ere? Is rue l .  Jerusa lem hus  been the  muin
. r t t ruc t ion  fo r  i r rchuco log is ts  becuuse o f  i t s  h is ro r icu l  end
re l i_ ! : ious  s ien i l i cancc .  The iuc t  thu t  Jerusu lem \ \  us  popu lu tcd
b v  l u r e r  u p o n  l a l e r  o f  u n c i e n r  c i v i l i z a t i o n s  u n d  i n c l u d e d
manl  s i tes  sacrcd  to  the  r  l r ious  re l ie ions  mude nre thod ic l l
a rchuco log icu l  rescurch  a  d i l i i cu l t  und cha l leng ing  tusk .
lnves t isa t ion  o l '  thc  lnc icn t  rem: . r ins  on  the  sur t i . rcc
b e s x n  r t  t h c  b e r i n n i n g  o l ' t h e  l 9 t h  c e n t u r v .  A n  l p p r e c i a b l c
pr r t  o l '  thc  sc icn t ihc  survevs  b1  E.  Rob inson (  1824,
ts - i l ) .  T .  Tob le r  (  l8 l - { ) .  C .  J .  M.  dc-Vog i i€  (  1E53.
l S 6 l )  a r e  d e r o t c d  t o  a n c i e n t  J e r u s a l e m  a n d  c o n t a i n
descr ip t ions  i rnd  skc tches  o l  some o f  thc  remntnrs
l 'ound on  the  sur face .  These rvorks  are  pun icu l l r l r
impor t ln t  l ' r ccuusc  subsequcnt  bu i ld ing  ac t iv i t ies  in  the
c i tv  covered u  sood pan o f  the  remains .  Chur les  Wi lson
(  l56 . l -66)  conducted  the  6rs t  de ta i led  survev  and pub l ished
i . l1  cx : rc t  mup o l ' thc  c i t r .

Brn t . tc rL  Pe n too .  Ihe  (  i t t  u t t t l  l t s  tb r t i l t< 'a t io t t . s .
Char lcs  \ \ 'a r rcn  (1E67-70)  was thc  Fr rs t  ro  t ry  to  fo l low the
l ine  o f  thc  lnc icn t  rua l l  b i  excav i . r ! ions .  p i ts .  and tunne ls .  ln
thc  S .E.  corner  o f  thc  Temple  Mount  he  d iscovered what  he
idcn t i l i cd  a .  thc  rva l l  o l  rhc  Ophe l .  r rh ich  conr inues  lb r  750
I t .  t l l 0  m . )  t o  t h e  s o u r h  o n  t h e  t o p  o f  t h e  c a s t e r n  s l o p e
o l - t h c  t $ o  h i l l s  o n  * h i c h  a n c i e n t  J e r u s a l c m  r . r l s  b u i l t .

, l though Warren  perce ived cor rec t ly  tha t  th is  wa l l  was  o f
. te r  da te  than the  F i rs t  Temple ,  those who fo l lowed h im

assumed tha t  a t  leas t  the  lo rver  par t  o f  the  wa l l  be longed to
the  Jebus i te  c i t l  and  to  the  C i ty  o f  Dav id .  War ren 's  work
tu rncd the .  a t ten t ion  o f  a rchaeo log is ts  to  the  cas tern  h i l l
sou th  o f  Jerusa lem,  * 'hose fo rm was l i ke  an  e loneated  t r i -
ans lc  based on  the  Temple  Mount - the  eas tern  s ide
be ing  the  K id ron  Vu l ley .  and the  western  s ide  the
Tr  ropoeon Va l ley ,  rvh ich  d iv ides  the  eas tern  f rom the
\ \es te rn  h i l l .  Th is  a rea ,  s i th  the  except ion  o I  thc  Temple
NIount .  i s  cu l led  the  C i ty  o f  Dav id  in  a rchaeo log ica l
t e r m i n o l o s \ .

C l e r m o n t - C a n n e a u  a n d  H .  C u t h e  ( 1 8 8 1 )  l o u n d  a d d i -
t iona l  sec lo rs  tha t  cx tended the  l ine  o f  the  "Jebus i te  wa l l "
u long the  eas tern  s lope o f  rhe  C i ry  o f  Dav id .  ln  the  sourhcrn
end o f  the  C i ty  o l  Duv id .  a t  the  open ing  o f  rhe  Tyropoeon
Val lcy  ncar  the  S i loam Poo l .  F .  J .  B l i ss  and A.  C.  D ick ie
(  1894-97)  d iscovered muss ive  sec tors  o f  wa l ls  tha t  served to
dam the  opcn ing  o f  the  Tvropoeon Va l ley  and fo r r i f y  rh is
* 'eak  po in t ,  wh ich  was rhe  lowest  in  the  who lc  c i ty .  They

a lso  d iscovcred  the  conr inuat ion  o f  rhe  $ 'a l l  on  the  s lopes  o f
t h e  r v c s t e r n  h i l l  u b o r e  t h e  B e n  H i n n o m  V u l l e l  .  T h e  l o s e r  o t '
the  wa l l ' s  two lcve ls  wus mis taken l l '  a t t r ibu ted  bv  them to
the  per iod  o f  the  F i rs t  Temple .  (Th is  op in ion  scrved as  rhe

bas is  [o r  inc lud ing  the  ues tern .  us  *e l l  as  the  eus tern .  h i l l  i n
the  Jerusa len t  o f  rhe  e l r l r  n ronarchr ' . )  i \ t .  Parker 's
e x p e d r r i o n  ( 1 9 0 9 - l l )  d u g  i n  r h e  r r e r  o t ' r h e  C i h o n  S p r i n q
u n d  t h e  s l o p e  u b o r e  i t .  r r h c r e  i r n  a d d i r i o n a l  s e c t o r  o f  t h e
va l l  l ras  d iscor .e red  ( the  resu l ts  o f  Purker 's  exped i t ion  werc
, u b l i s h e d  b v  L .  H .  V i n c e r r t ) .  T h e  s o u t h e r n  e n d  o f  t h e  C i t 1 .

o f  Dav id  s  ns  in r  es t igu ted  b l  rhe  \ \ 'e i l l  e rped i t io r r  (  I9 l -1 -  l . l .
l 9 l - ' l - l l ) .  r r h i c h  r e r e u l c d  a d d i r i o n a l  b u i l t - u p  s e c r o r s  o f  r h c
l ine  o f  lb r r i t i ca t ions .

Warren's dig at the southeastern corner ol ' the T"rnplt Mount'

showing HJrodian layers of 15g wall  of the Mount ( l)  and
- adjoini ig i t  (2) what Warrcn idcnti f ied as thc wall  of the

Opi.t .  i t , i ,  was subscqucntly proved to- bc of a much later

pir iod, probably Hasmonean' ln the background are the } l l '

of Ofi". i  (3) and thc Kidron Valley (4) '  Pholo David Eisenberg'

Jerusalcm.
R . A . S .  \ l a c l l i s r e r  u n d  J .  G .  D u n c u n  ( 1 9 : j - : _ i ) e x c l v u r e d

u cons idcreb le  a rea  in  the  nor th  o f  the  C i ty  o l 'Duv id  over
the  C ihon Spr ing .  Ther  d iscovered sccrors  o f  the  s ,a l l .
to \ \e rs .  und revc tment  r rhose e l r l r .  use  thcv  a t r r ibu ted  to
the  Jebus i tc  c i t_v  and subsequent  use  to  Jerusa lcnr  dur ine  the
per iod  o i  Duv id  und So lonron.  lns ide  the  l ine  o f  l ' o r r i f i ca .
t ions  lhe \  uncovcred u  number  o f  popu lu t ion  s t r r ta .  thc
lo r res t  o f  wh ich  the l  a r r r ibu tcd  to  the  C i lnaan i te  und the
Is rae l i te  c i t ies .  Thc  J .  \ \ ' .  Cro \ r lbor  and C.N l .  F i rz ,sera ld
exped i t ion  (  1927 28)  due c lose  ro  rhe  area  mcnr ioned
above.  The resu l ts  o l '  thc  svs temut ic  exc i . l va t ion  sho*  rha t
most  o f  lhe  ren ln : tn ts  d iscovered thcre  cxnnot  bc  du tcd
car l ie r  than the  Roman and Bvz ln t ine  pcr iods .  Thet .  sere
add i t ions  lo  the  svsrem o l '  fo r t i f i ca t ions  then ucceprco  us
be long ing  ro  rhe  Jebus i te  c i ry . - rhe  sp lend id  gare  ( rhe  ' .Care

of  the  ! ' l l l ey" ) .  *h ich  is  above the  Tyropoeon Va l ley ,  in  rhe
w€st  o f  rhe  c i r1 ,  ( the  r r  id rh  o I  the  *  a l l  in  rhe  area  o f  rhe  gu te
is  appror imutc ly  28  i r .  (8 . - l  m. ) ) .  K .  Ca l l ing .  G.  Da lmun.  J .
S i m o n s .  L . H .  V i n c e n t .  ! 1 .  A v i - Y o n a h .  N .  A v i g a d .  B .
N lazar ,  and o ther  scho la rs  pub l i shed theorer ica l  s tud ies
bused on  these f ind ings .  r r  h i le  thc  e i lb r ts  o t '  u rchaeo los is rs
uere  d i rec ted  to  o thcr  a reas  o l 'unc ien t  Jc rusa len t .

Thcre  is  a  d i f fe rencc  o f  op in ion  concern ins  thc  bas ic
prob lcnr  o i  the  topogr ; rph-v  o I  anc ien t  Jerusa lcm:  rhe  r re ]
o l  the  c i r l  in  rhe  b ib l i ca l  per iod ,  pur t i cu la r ly  f rom the  r ime
of  Dav id  and So lomon.  Those who uccep ied  the  nar ror r
concept  (Ca l l ing .  A .  A t r .  I lazar ,  lnd  Av i - l ,onah)  c la imcd
tha t  the  area  o f  Jerusa lem in  tha t  pcr iod  sprcad over  rhe
ex tens ion  o f  rhc  C i ty  o f  Dav id - rhe  c ts rc rn  h i l l  bc rween rne

t 2 l
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Kathleen Kenyon's excavations in rhc caslern hi l l '  south of

the Templc Mount. Photo Wcrncr Braun, Jcrusalem.

K. id ron  Va l ley  and the  T l . ropoeon Va l lev_ar  the  top  o fuh ich .  s tood the  Templc  and rhc  k in -e .s  pa laces  w i th in  the
boundar ies  o f  rhe  Temple  iV lount  onO i i ,  v ic in i ry ,  as  rhey
are  toda1.  The exponents  o f  the  rv ider  concept  (V incent ,
S imons,  Da lman and o thers )  c la im tha t  the  western  h i l l ,
iV lount  Z ion ,  and rhe  Arme n ian  and Jewish  quar te rs  o I theprescn!  day  shou ld  be  added to  th is  a rea .  For  the i r
conc lus ions  in  th is  mat te r .  the  scho lars  employed the
descr ip r ions  in  the  B ib le  fa r  more  than they  used thearchaeo log ica l  l ind ings  then ava i lab le

T h e  e r c a v u t i o n s  o f  K a r h l c e n  K e n v o n  (  t 9 6  I  _ 6 7 )
opened I  new per iod  

.  
in  rhe  h is rory  o f  a rchaeo log ica l

1es11rch  o f  rhe  c r r -v .  She dug in  many p laces .  a t rhough
in  l in r i red  ureus ,  in  the  eas le rn  and western  h i l l s  unrJ
a  le r r  ins idc  the  Old  C i r .v - .  The fac t  tha t  rhe  are : rs
o t - e r c a r u t i o n s  $ e r e  s o  l i m i t e d  r v a s  d e t r i m e n t a l  t o  t h ermpor ran I  conc lus ions  she pub l ishcd.  On the  o thcr  hand,  inthe great cut A. u.hich lr ,as carr ied out betwecn rhe Cihon
Spring and rhe secrors of the upper *" i t  oir"or.r.o uyMaca l is re r  and Duncan in  1925,  i t .  f . y  to  un l . r r tonOing
tne  topography  and rhe  boundar ies  o i ihe  c i ty  in  b ib l i ca l
t imes *as made clear. The sysrem of fort incai ions discov-ercd  b_v  I luca l i s te r  und Duncan wus found to  

-have 
been

bu i l t  on  rhe  remnrnrs  o f  the  b ib l i ca l  c i t -v ,  wh ich  rvc re
demol ished w i rh  the  dcs t ruc t ion  o f  Jerusa lem a t  the  end o l .,1 " -F i r . r ]  Tcmplc  pcr iod .  l r  thus  becom. ,  

"1 . " ,  
rhu t  rhe  l inco f  fo r r i f i ca r ions  d iscovered by  Maca l is te r  and Duncan d idnot  p recede the  Return  to  Z ion  or  the  Hasmonean per iod .

Th is  conc lus ion  a lso  ho lds  lb r  the  resr  o t . t i . ' . l rnn"nrs  o t .fo r t i t i ca r ions  d iscovercd  on  rhe  rop  o f  the  eas tern  s lopedcscribcd above.

A scr ies  o f  sound ings  on  the  easrern  s lopc  o l , !he  wcs ternh i l l  c o n f i r m e d  t h e  o p i n i o n  t h a !  t h e r c  w : r s  n o  c o n t i n u a r i o n  o l .l s rae l i te  popu la t ion  wcs t  o f  th .  T r ropocon vu l ley .  Ken-yon ' .s  cur  A  was deepened in  somc p iu . . . ,o  in .  rock ,  uhereceram ics  r r  e re  found l iom the  e  , r f  y  e ronr .  Age and theVl idd le  Bronze Age.  Thc  .u . ,  
' "n . i .n i  

a rch i recrur126 s t ruc tu rc  \ ras  u  rh ick  wu l l  bu i l r  f r .111-h ; ;k ;  o f  rock  in  thc
JV l idd le  Bronze Age,  d iscovered a t  the  bo t rom o f  the  s lope.

. s o m e  8 2  f r .  ( 2 5  m . )  a b o v e  r h e  G i h o n S p r i n g .  T h i s  * a s  r h e
wal l  o f  Jerusa lem unr i l  the  e ighrh  

" .n ru iy  
s i . r .  Dur in -s  rhe

reign of Hezekiah a new *.al l ,  s,hose width rvas approxi-
mate ly  l8  f t .  (5 .5  m. ) ,  was  bu i l r  in  rhe  same o lace .-  

The d iscovery  o [  rhe  s i re  o f  thc  c i r - r  oar is  in  the  b ib r ica l
per iod  so lved anorher  d i t r i cur r  p rob iem,  i .e . .  the  re rar ion
between the  en t r : :nce  to  \ \ ' l r ren .s  shaf t  ( *h ich  r ras  J - t  f r .
h i g h )  a n d  t h e  l i n e  o f  t h e  u p p c r  s u l l .  s h i c h  i n  r h e  p a s r  h a d
been ar t r ibu ted  to  rhe  per iod  o f  the  Jebus i rc  c i t l  and  the
Ci ty  o f  Dav id ,  p lac ing  rhe  upper  enr rance ro  lhe  anc ienr
waterworks  ou ts ide  o f  thc  fo r t i f ied  area-  Such an  ar ranse-
ment would have dif fered complerely from rhose in evJrv
o ther  anc ien t  c i t y  and negated  the  verv  purpose fo r  sh ich
the  water rvorks  were  cons t r r rc ted ,  i .e . ,  to  ensure  a  regu la r
supp ly  o f  water  in  the  event  o f  a  s iege.  The inc lus ion  o f  rh is
water system within the l imits of rhe [ort i f ied ciry, as a resulr
o f  the  d iscovery  o f  the  new ranqc  o f  rva l l s ,  so lved th is
prob lem.

Organizing the city 's area \ras a problem because of the
narrowness of i ts circumference. due to the steepness of i ts
eastern slope. This problem \ras overcome bl.  a senes ot,
g raduated  te r races  f i l l ed  in ' . r i th  s tones  and suppor red  b1 .
stone walls that rose f ' rom. the base ol rhe city-.the eastern
wal l -upward .  Accord ing  to  Ken1,on ,  th is  sys tem u .as  used
in  Jerusa lcm f rom the  t . l th  century  a .c .e .  and th roughour
the  Is rae l i te  per iod .  I t  shou ld  be  ident i f ied  r r . i rh  rhe . .Mi l lo , . ,
ment ioned in  I  K ings  9 :15 .  Today i t  i s  c lear  rhar  rhe
Canaan i te  c i ty  ex tended on lv  on  rhc  easrern  h i l l ,  and  i t s
area  was approx imate ly  l5  acres  (60  dunams) .  There  is
ceramic  ev idence f rom the  ten lh  cenrury  s .c . r .  o f  the
ex tens ion  o f  the  popu la t ion  nor thward  to  the  Temple
Mount ,  wh ich  had been bu i l t  b l , so lomon s5  1 le  r rnn . ,  ̂ i r , ,
( the  admin is t ra t i ve  and re l ig ious  center ) .  I , ,  , " ; ; : : ;  ; ; ;
t h c n  u p p r o x i m a t e l y  1 2 0  d u n a m s .  R e m n a n r s  o f  b u i l d i n g s  o f
hcwl  51gng und pr r t tu - . . \ co l run  cap i ta ls ,  l r )und br  Kcnr  on .
h in t  l t  thc  sp lcnd id  bu i ld ings  o i  Jc rusa lem in  rhe  per iod  o l .
the  k ings  (s imi la r  to  rhosc  in  Samar ia  and I legrddo; .  \ \ ,h i le

Ken l -on  produced archaeo log ica l  ev idence o f  the  deve loo-
ment  o f  the  anc ien t  c i t y  on  rhe  en t i re  eas tern  h i i l  and
Temple  iV lount ,  excavat ions  car r ied  ou t  a f re r  rhe  S ix -Dav
War  (  1967)  p roduced new ev idence abour  the  h is ror l ,  o i  rhe' *es tern  h i l l  and  lhe  area  rodav  known as  rhe  Old  C i ty .  In
h is  excavar ions  ar  rhe  C i rade l .  Johns  (  1934_.10)  found
ceramics  f rom the  la te  ts rae l i te  per iod  no t  p r io r  to  rhe
se!en th  centur ) .  a .c .e .  Th is  fec t  rvas  proVed in  the
e x c a v a r i o n s  o f  R .  A m i r a n  a n d  A .  E i t a n  ( 1 9 6 g _ 6 9 ) .  i n  w h i c h
Uoors  o f  dwe l l ings  f rom thar  per iod  were  d iscerned.  S imi la r
ceramics  were  d iscovered c lose  ro  the  rock  by  Tush ingham,
work ing  w i th  Ken1.on ,  in  the  sound ings  made in  the
A r m e n i a n  Q u a r t e r  a n d  t h e  M u r i s r a n  B a z a a r .
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I n  N .  A v i g a d ' s  e x c a v a t i o n s  ( 1 9 6 9 f f . )  i n  r h e  c e n t e r  o f  t h e
Jcr r i sh  Quar te r .  par ts  o f  bu i ld ings  dared ro  the  end o f  the
ls r ; re l i te  per iod  r re rc  d isco , ,e red  fo r  rhe  f i rs t  t rme.  in
udd i t ion  ro  l r re  Is rae l i te  ceramics .  H is  ma in  f ind  (1970)  rvas
a scsmenr  o f  the  c i ry  rva l l ,  some lJ0  f t .  long  b1 ,  25  f r .  b road
( - i0  n l .  b1  8  n r . ,y .  runr r ing  rn  i l  nor the ]s t_southwest
d i rec t ion  across  thc  \ res te rn  h i l l .  B .  iV lazar .s  excavut lons
( f ronr  1968 onrvard ;  sourh  o f  rhe  Temple  Mount  uncovered
u  \ r h o l c  ) c r i c s  o l  t o n r b s  h e s n  i n  t h e  r o c k  \ r n o s e  s t \ l c
5ugsc) ts  Phoen ic iun  in l iuence and uh ich  he  dared to  ihe
n i n t h - e i g h r h  c c n r u r !  s . c . E .  T h e i r  s i t e  i s  b e v o n d  r h c
T 1 ' r o p o e o n  V u l l e r . o n  t h e  b e g i n n r n g  o l ' r h e  r o c k ) , s l o p e  o f  t h e
vrc5 [ern  h i l l .  l t  i s  c lcar  tha t  th is  sec tor  hud no t  been inc luded
in  the  l in r i t s  o f  the  c i t1 .  in  the  per iod  uhen i !  ev ident ty  served
as i l  cemetery for the aristocracl .  t t  is therefore norv possible
to  conJecrure  caut ious l l . tha t  in  the  lu te  e igh th  cenrur ) .8 .c .E .
an  ls rae l i re  se t t lemcnt  rvas  in i t ia ted  on  the  rves tern  h i l l .  The
bu i ld ings  $h ich  $ere  dug our  in  rhe  1960s by  Kenyon
p r o v i d c  c l e u r  s i g n s  o t  r h e  B u b l . l o n i a n  c o n q u e s r ; f  r h c  ) e a r586 a .c . r .  and scrve  as  ph l ,s ica l  ev idence o f  rhe  desr ruc lon
of  Jc rusu lem a t  rhc  end o f  rhe  F i rs t  Templc  per iod .

Necropuli tes. The gruves discorered by. puikcr 11909_
l l )  o n  t h c  s l o p e  u b o r c  t h c  C i h o n  u r c  ( i c  n r t r : r .  u n c i e n r
t indr  in  Jerusu lem.  Thc l  r rc re  darcd  to  rhe  bee inn ine
o l  the  E l r l l '  B ronze r \ge .  Kcnr  on  d iscor  e rcd  a  sencs
of  g raves  f rom the  i \ l i dd le  Bronze Age on  the  lV lounr
o f  O l ives .  Grar .es  r i ch  in  remnants  f rom rhe  \ { idd le  Bronze
und Lu te  Bronze Ages r l c re  lbund neur  rhe  Dominus  F lev i t
Church  and rvere  excavated  b1-  S .  Sa l le r  (  l9 j1 ) .  Craves  rv i th
munr  i rn  p6111nt  i  n tp lemcnts  o t ' t  he  Lare  Bronzc . { ,ge  r l  e re  u lso
l b u n d  i n  \ l h a l a t  A h i m  ( A m i r a n .  l 9 6  l ;  a n d  i n i h e  a r e a  o l
the  UN headquar rers .  A  ser ies  o f  g raves  o f  the  F i rs t
Tcmple period cut into rock *.ere founJ easr and west of the
Ci t l  o f  Dav id .  In  some o f  rhem,  the  in f luence o f  the

Thc  "Daugh re r  o f  Pha raoh  Tomb"  o l '  t he  F i r s r  TemDlc  oenoo
hcwn  ou t  o f  t hc  r ock  i n  S i l oam v i l l age .  Above  t he  en t r r nce  t o
the square structure : t re the remnants of  an inscr ipt ion rn ancrent
Hebre* characrcrs.  Photo David Eiscnberg,  Jerusalem.

Phoen ic ian  s r1 , le  i -s  no t icc rb le  in  the  p lunn ing  o f  the  her r6
sraves .  as  \ re l l  as  in  the  cemeterv  a rea .  As  ear l l -  as  lg6_ i  F .
d e  S a u l c l  i n r  g 5 1 r g 1 1 . 6  t h e  n r o n o l i t h i c  . ' T o m b  o f  r h e  t ) a u e h _
ter  o f  Phar loh . "  C le rmont -Ganneau exanr ined a  ser ies-o f
g r a ! e s  h e \ \ n  i n  t h e  r o c k  o t  t h e  S i l o a m  v i l l l g e  ( a m o n s  r n e n l
\aas  the  grave \ r i th  the  inscr ip t ion . . . [  ] yahu u ,ho  rs  over  Ihe
house" ) .  In  rhe  sourhern  end o f  the  C i ry  o i  Dav id ,  \ \ .e i l l
(  l 9 l l -  l J )  t b u n d  m o n u m e n r r l  t o m b s  r h . r r  h e  i d e n r i h e d  a s
the  graves  er i  the  House o i  Dar . id .  bur  i r  seenrs  rha t  rh is
ident i f i ca t ion  requ i res  fu r ther  p roo i .  A  suntmar , \ ,s tud-v  o f
t h e , q r a v c s  l n d  l c c o m p a n . v i n g  i n s c r i p t i o n s  i n  t h e  K i d r o n
Va l le l '  and  v i l lage  o f  S i loam s  as  mtde by  Av igad
(  l9 -15-17) .  . {  new survev  o f  a l l  the  graves  her r1  in  rock  in
S i loanr  was made b1.  D.  Uss ishk in  (196g) .  (For  rombs
d iscovered br ' l v lazar  sourh  o f  the  Temple  iV lounr ,  see
above. )

Srcoso Terrplr Pentoo. The Cit.v and !rs I 'ort i f ica-
r r r . r r . r .  Rerna ins  f rom the  per iod  o f  rhe  Second Temple ,  and
punrcu la r l ) .  l ' rom the  t ime o t  K ing  Herod (17_ l  B .c .E . )
scrved as a start ing point for archaeological research.
Terms and names connected  w i th  the  per iod  are  main iv
obta ined f rom rhe  dcscr ip t ions  o l  the  c i ry  by  Josephus.  In
1867-70,  Wi lson  and Warren  were  cngaged in  an  invcs t iea
t i o n  o l  t h e  H c r o d i a n  s a l l s  o t  t h e  T e m p l e  I l o u n r .  \ \ . a r r e n . s
descr ip t ion  and prec ise  ske tches  o l  rhe  roposraph l .o i
J e r u s a l e m ,  p a r r i c u l a r l ) . o f  r h e  s t r u c t u r e  o f  t L e  H e r o d i a n
rva l l s ,  a re  s r i l l  i n  use .  . .Rob inson 's  

Arch . .  and . .Wi lson .s
Arch"  were  s tud ied  in  de ta i l  and  rhe  narure  o f  the i r  o r ig ina l
func t ion  uas  examined.  \ \ ' a r ren  uncovered a  par t  o f  the
loundat ion  o f  the  f i rs t  a rch  o f  . .Rob inson.s  

. { rch . .  ( reve l led
in  i t s  enr i re rv  b1 ,  N lazar  f rom I969 and rhe  concepr  o l . i t s
hav in ,q  5s lysc l  as  the  base o f  an  ex iens ive  br idse  was aban-
doned) .  He in r .es t iga ted  the  Herod ian  subrer r -anean s r ruc-
tu re  in  rhe  sourh  o f  the  Temple  Mounr ,  rvh ich  is  ca l led  . .So l -
omon 's  S tab les . "  He a lso  cor rec t ly  idenr i f ied  thc  s i te  o f  rhe
Anton ia  fo r t ress .  ad jo in ing  the  nor thues t  corne  r  o f  the  Tem_
ple  N lount . ' *h ich  rvas  inves t iga tcd  b1  C lermonr_Gannc lu

( 1 8 7  l )  a n d  V i n c e n r  u n d  i V t a r i e - A l i n e  d e  S i o n  ( 1 9 j 5 ) :  ( r h c
foundation and stone f loor of the fortress can be seen tooav
in  the  ce l la rs  o f  the  monaster ies  a t  the  s ta r t  o f  V i3  pog6, . .a .
fo r  example  in  the  convenr  o f  the  Soeurs  de  S ion) .  C .  N.
Johns ( 193-l-10) revealed three forr i f icarion svsrems in rhe
cour t  o l  the  C i tade l  near  Ja f fa  Gr te .  The rso  ear l 'e r  .vs -
tems be loneed ro  the  Hasmonean per iod  and rhe  th i rd  ro  the
pcr iod  o f  Herod.  The mosr  impress ive  remnant  i s  phasae l .s
Tower ;  commonly  ca l led  Dav id 's  Tower  ( i t s  o r ie ina l  rem_
nants  a re  p reserved to  u  he igh t  o f  66  f t .  (20  m. ) .  l i became
c lear  tha t  on  the  eas tern  s ide  the  c i ty ' s  fo r t i f i ca t ion  s rs rem
res ted  on  t 'he  r ra l l s  o l  the  Temple  l tount  rnd  on  the  wcsr_
ern  s ide  on  rhe  C i rade l .

The remnants  o f  the  F i rs t  \ \ ' a l l  u .e re  uncovered south  o f
t h e  C i t a d e l  a r o u n d  i l t r .  Z i o n .  a l o n s  r h e  V a l l e l  o f  H i n n o m
to  the  K id ron  Va l lcy .  Sch ick  and H.  i r lauds le_v  ( lg7 l_7 , ;y
Ioca ted  remnants  o fha l fa  house in  rhe  rock  rha t  ser rcd  as  a
base fo r  the  rva l l  and i t s  towers  in  the  wes le rn  secror
be tween rhe  C i tade l  and Mr .  Z ion .  In  the  secr ion  berween
Mt .  Z ion  and rhe  K id ron  Va l ley .  B l i ss  and D ick ie
uncovered nr o lort i f icarion s]-stems: the earl ier u,as
mis taken lv  ascr ibed to  the  per iod  o f  the  F i rs t  Temple ,  bur
la te r  compar isons  w i th  the  f ind ings  o f  Johns .  excavar ion  in
the  C i tade l  show rha t  i t  be longed to  the  Hasmonean per iod .
The remnants  o I  the  rva l l s  found a t  the  top  o f  the  easrern
h i l l ,  wh ich  had been a t r r ibured  ro  the  F i rs r  Temple  per iod .
rvere  shou 'n  by  Ken l  on 's  excav i . r t ions  to  be lons  to  rhe
cont inuar ion  o f  the  F i rs r  Wal l ,  wh ich  exrended to  the
southeas tern  corner  o f  the  Ternp le  N lount .  Secr ions  o l  rhe
l ine of the First Wall ,  w,hich descend easrw.ard from
Phasae l ' s  Tower  d i rec t l y  to  Wi lson 's  Arch  on  the  Temple
Mount ,  rvere  revea led  bv  Warren  in  the  area  o f  the  marke ts
o f  the  Old  C i rv .



The l ine  o f  the  Second Wal l  was  recons t ruc ted  on  the
bas is  o f  the  sources ,  ra rher  rhan on  archaeo log icu l  f ind ings
( the  sc ien t i f i c  con ten t ions  o f  a  number  o f  scho la rs  about
th is  wa l l  a re  in t luenced by  the  loca t ion  o f  the  Church  o f  the
Holy  Sepu lcher  in  th is  a rea) .  F ix ing  o f  rhe  course  o f  the
Sccond \ \ 'a l l  nor th  o r  sou th  o f  th is  church  dc tc rmtnes  the
degree o f  sc ien t i f i c  aurhenr ic i rv  in  rhe  idenr i t i car ion  o f  th is
b u i l d i n g .  *  h i c h .  u c c o r d i n g  r o  C h r i s r i u n  r r a d i r i o n .  r s  o u r s i d e
thc  course  o t ' thc  Sccond \ \ 'u l l .  Esrub l i shed fuc ts .  hor rg1 .s1 .
r rc  l c \ \ .  The l inc  o f  thc  r r l l l  bcgan l r  the  F i rs t  \ ! , l l i  neer  the
Ci t : rde l .  p lss ing  rhe  are l  o i  rhe  Church  o f  rhe  Ho l r
Sepu lcher .  lnd  reuch ing  rhe  Danr : rscus  Gare .  g . to r *  th l :
q t t c  R .  \ \ .  H a n r i l r o n  ( l 9 l l _ _ 1 7 :  l 9 _ 1 3 1  * n O  J .  B .  H c n n e s s r
( l9 t ' l -66)  uncovcred r r  qa te  f rom rhe  la te  Roman p . r .O- .
lnd  ur tdcr  i t s  four rdu t ions  r r  as  fc rund an  Herod ian  cons t ruc-
t i o n .  r h o u s h I  b - v  H u m i l t o n  u n d . { r . i - \ ' o n u h  r , r  b e  t h e
or ig rn . r l  r :u rc  o f  the  Second \ \  a l l .  Henness \ . i  aur ibu t i r )n  o l .
thc  renr : r i r rs  bc lo r r  the  L)unr . rscus  C l rc  to  the  t rmc o l
, . \ g r r n p l  l .  r e g a r d i n r :  ( h c n r  u s  p l r i  o t  t h c  t h i r d  \ \  u l l .  i r
based on  insu l i i c icn t  e r . idencc .  Fr t rn r  there  the  r rx l l  lu rnsc l
to  thc  southe i . rs t  to \ \  J rd  . {n ton ia .  Kenr  on  dug near  the
\ lu r r . i . : t r r  B i rz i l i . l r  ln  rhe  Old  C i t r  u r rd  rc .por ted  l , j . , , r ,nc  rn .
l i r : . c  lh r i t '  r \  c r r t  in  rhc  rock  o l  r l rc  Sccond \ \  l l l .  thu ,  p l "c in , . :
t h e  ; . r r c r r  c r l  t h c  C h u r c h  o l  t h c  H u l \  S c p u l c h c r  t r u t : i d e  o l . t h e
murke i  qu i . rncr  fo r t i f ied  b1 .  th is  r r . r l l .  I Ios r  scho la rs  d l te  the
b u i l d i n g  o f  r h e  S c c o n d  \ \ ' a l l  r o  r h c  H u s m o n e a n  D e r i o d .

T h c  c o u r > e  o l  t h c  T h i r d  \ l ' l l l .  r h e  c o n s t r u c r i o n  o l  r r h i c h
r r u s  b e g u n  a r  t h c  t i m e  o i  A g r i p p l  I  ( 3 7  c . E . )  i s  i n  d i s r r u t c .
! ' i ncent .  S imor rs .  Kcnr .on .  and Henes i \  f i r  thc  c , ,u rsc
p u r u l l c l  r t r  r h c  l i n e  o t ' t h e  T u r k i s h  \ \  e l l  i n  I h c  n o r t n c r n  p u r r
o i  t h e  O I d  C i 1 1 ,  o f r o d r r .  T h c  o p i n i t r n  o i  E .  L .  S u k e n i k  u n d
N l u v e r  1  l 9 : - 5  - 1 7 ) .  h o s c r e r .  s c e n r s  b e n c r  l ' o u n d c d .  T h e r
i d e n r i i r  r h e  T h i r d  \ \ ' u l l  s  i r h  r h e  l i n e  o t '  r h e  r r  r l l  r h c r
uncor  e red  r l ( )ns  i . t  d is tance o f  upprc r r imate l \  1 .60 t )  l i .  ( - i (
m . )  f r o m  r h e  I r x l i r n  H o s p r r a l  r o  r h c  \ \ ' . F .  A l b r i g h r  l n s r i t u r c
o f  Archueo log ic l l  Reseurch .  (Sec tors  o f  u  a l l .  losers .  lnd
g u t c  \ \ e r c  r e r c a l e d  p a r a l l e l  t o  t h c  l i n e  o l ' t h e  n t r r t h c r n  \ \ u l l o l '
t h c  O l d  C i r r .  u p p r o x i m l t c l l .  l . ( r 0 0  i r . 1 - i 1 . 1 6  n l . ) r o  r h e  n ( ) r r h . )
S e c t i o n s  o f  t h i s  r r a l l  h a d  b e e n  e r a m i n e d  b v  R o b i n s o n
( 1 8 - 1 8 ) .  \ ' .  S c h u l r z e  (  l 8 1 5 ) .  a n d  C .  S c h i c k  (  l 8 7 E ) .

A d d i r i o n u l  p o r t i o n s  o I  t h e  s a l l  a r e  s r i l l  b e i n g  d i s c l o s e d
toda l  in  d igs : r long i t s  course .  wh ich  beg ins  ar  rhe  C i tade l .
c o n t l n u e s  n o r t h r r a r d  t o  t h e  R u s i i a n  C o m p o u n d .  t u r n :

134 nor theas l  to  thc  nor thcrn  K id ron  t  a l le ) .  lnd  thcrc  ru rn :

I  sou th$  ard  to  the  nor the i l s te rn  corncr  o f  the  Temple  Mt run [ .
i  T h e  s a l l  i s  b u i l r  c l r e l c s s l l  a n d  r s  f u r  s i m p l e r  r h r n  r h e
i  Herod iun  s l l l s .  Th is  desc- r ip t ion  is  in  keep inu  *  i rh  rhc  h rs -
i  _  t o r i c a l  c o n d i t i o n s  i l r  t h e  t i m c  o f  i t s  c t r n s r r u c t i o n :  i !  \ \ t s
:  r . " . , , .  i n  r h - . - 1 . .  . , r '-  u ! = s , ,  - ,  . { g r i p p a  I a n d  c o n r p l e t e d  h a s t i l r  b e l b r e
:  the  ou tbrc tk  o l ' the  revo l r  in  66  C.E.  in  t r rder  r ( r  p rorec l  rhe
.  " N e s  C i t r . "

Pho tog raph  t aken  du r i ng  C .  N .  Johns ' excava t l ons  a t  t he  Ja f f a

Gate Ciradel ,  sho* ing two Hasmonean for t i f icat ion s lstems ( l

and 2)  and the remnants ot  Herod's Phasael  Toser (J) .  Courtes)

lsrael  Department o i  Ant iqui t ies,  Je rusalem.
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T h e  e r c l r  J t i o r ' l s  o l '  \ l a c l l i s t e r  l r n d  J .  G .  D u n c . r n .  J .  \ \ ' .
C r o \ \ l b o [ . r r r d  G .  \ 1 .  F i t z e e r u l d .  u r r d  K e n r \ r n  o n  t h c e : . . r s t c r n
h i l l  rc r  e : r led  t .he  usuu l  rcmnrn t )  t l f  d r tn t i c r l cs  l ' ronr  the
p e r i o d  o l  t h c  S e c o n d  1  c r n p l c .  K e r t r  o r r  p r o d u ; e d  c o n c l u s i \  e
r rch ldo lo : t i c i . r l  e r  idcnce i . l s  to  the  d l te  , t f ' thc  des t rucr ion  o i '
t h o s e  b u i l d i n g s .  s  h i c h  c o i n c i d c s  s  i t h  r h e  d e s r r u c r i o r r  o f
J ' : r u s u l r r l  i n  7 ( )  c . r .  l H e r  o t h c r  c o n c l u s i o n .  r h : r t  s e t t l c m e n t
o n  t h e  e J s t . r n  s l o p e  o l ' t h c  \ \ e \ t c n t  h i l l  d i d  n o t  b e ! i n  l r c f o r c
t h c  t i n r c  o t  . \ g r i p p r  l .  d o e s  n o r  l c . - o r d  r r i r h  r h c  l r n d i n g s  o l '
o t h e r  r r c h J c o l o g i s t . .  )

R e m n a n r s  o f  r h c  b u i l d i n g s  o l '  I h c  U p p c r  C i t l  * . e r e  t i r s r
reveu lcd  in  the  excav : r r ions  o i  thc  C i rade l .  Ar r i ran  and
E i t a n  (  1 9 6 3  6 9 1  r e r e u l e d  r \ r o  l e \ e l  '  o f  b u i l d i n g :  r h e  e u r l i e r
bc longs  to  the  Hrsn lonean c i r r ' .  r rh i le  the  la t te r  i s  f rom
Herod ian  t in res  and rvus  denro l i shed s  i rh  the  des t rucr ion  o f
J e r u s a l c r r i .  , \ r i g u d ' s  e x c a r u r i o n s  ( 1 9 6 9 f f . )  i n  t h e  J e * i s h
Quar tc r  d isc loscd  rcmnrn ls  l rom thc  Hustnonean and
Herod i ln  per iods .  Bcar - r r i fu l  u rch i rec tu ra l  de t r r i l s  und lu rge
quunt i l i cs  o t '  p l rs te r  l ' r rsn ten ls .  pa in ted  r r  i rh  u  r  a r ie r r  o l '
geonre t r i c  des igns  und p la r r ts .  sugscs t  the  c r is tencc  o f  a
s p l c n d i d  b u i l d i n g  f r o r n  r h e  H e r o d i u n  r J e r i o d .  A  s e r e n -
branchcd n tc t tu re l r  -onc  o l '  thc  most  anc ien !  knorvn
era tnp lcs  ensrar  ed  r r  i rh  g rea t  p rcc is ion  r ras  lbund on  onc
o l '  thc  n l rs tc r  I ' rasnrc r r ts .  . \ l so  uncor  c rcd  s  r rs  thc  lu rge
d s e l i i r r o  o i ' t h c  B u r  K a t h r o s  I ' a n r i l r ' .  r i c h  i n  l i n d i n g s .  r r  h i c h
\ \  us  co l l lp lc tc l r  cor  c rcd  s  i th  an  accunru la t ion  o f  l sh  f rom
t h c  l i r c  t . h u t  r a z c d  i t  l r  r l r e  t i n t c  o f  r h c  d c . r r u c t i o ! l  ( ) l ' t h d
U p p e r  C i l r  i n  7 0  r ' . t .

T h c  l . r l t l u t  o l ' t h c  l t r c : l  i l r r ) u n d  t h e  s r r u t h r r c s l c r n  c ( ) r l r c r o l '
T c r r r n l c  \ l t r u ; t t  i r  b c ( r ) n l i n g  n r u { r d : \ i \  c l r  c l c u r c r  d u c  t r l
\ l . r zur ' :  c \e  r \  i l l . i r )n \  {bcurnnr r rg  l96S } .  . , \ lu rn l rs idc  f  hc
southern  rva l l  o f  the  Temple  iV lount  a  w ide  s t reer .  paved
\ r l th  s lone s labs ,  lead ing  to  Hu lda 's  Gares . , ras  d iscovercd .
I t  r r a 5  s u p p 6 l t e d  b 1 . a  h i g h  w a l l  o n  i t s  s o u t h e r n  s i d e .  r r h i c h
sep l ra red  i t  f ronr  the  cont inuat ion  o f  the  s lope o i  thc
e : . rs te rn  h i l l .  The ex tenr  o f  the  remains  o f  . .Rob inson.s
A r c h "  s a s  r e v e l r l e d .  A  m o n u m e n t a l  s t u i r r r l , i , \ \ : . l s  u n -
covered lead ing  l rom the  p l : rza  in  f ronr  o f  rhe  Temple  up  to
the  s t reer  in  f ron t  o f  one Hu ld lh  G l te  ( rhe . .Doub le  C l te . . ) .
R e m u i n s  o l  a  p a r u l l e l  s r u i r s a y  l e d  u p  r o  r h e  o t h e r  H u l d u h
C u t c  ( t h e  " T r i p l e  G a r e " ) .  T h e  d c r l i l s  o f  t h e  s o u r h e r n  a n d
\ \es te rn  r r i r l l s  o f  the  Templc  Mount  ser ! .e  us  un  example  o f
the  Herod i ln  bu i ld ing  s i .s tem.  The e . r ten t  o f  the  r r  o rk  and
lhe  exp i rnse  o f  the  areu  invo lved resu l ted  in  the  d iscoverv
o f  thousands o t ' smal l  i tems (po t ten . .  co ins .  e tc . ) .

. {  summurv  o f  a rchaeo log icu l  rese  arch  todav  shos  s  th l t
t l te  Sccond Temple  c i t r ,  _s re  w l ' rom the  unc ien t  kernc l  o l  the
C i t r  o l  D a v i d  u n d  p a r t  o f  r h e  \ \ e s t e r n  h i l l .  i n  r v h i c h  r h e

re turnees  to  Z ion  se t t led .  Dvnamic  e rpuns ion  began rvhcn
J e r u s a l e m  b e c u r n e  t h e c a p i t a l  o l ' t h c  H e s n r o n e a n  k i n s d o n r  i n
t h e  s c c o n d  c c n t u r \  s . c . E .  a n d  t h c  c i t p i t a l  o l  t h c ' H e r o d r r t r r
k ingdom in  the  f i rs t  cen tur )  s .c . r .  and th is  expans ion
rexched the  . { rmen ianQurr te r  o l  rodc1 .  By  rhen most  o f

. -  t h e  u r e a  o f  t h e  r r e s t e r n  h i l l  l a s  b u i l t  u p .  a n d  t h e  p o p u l l t i o n
beg i rn  to  spreud to  the  nor thern  l reus  o l  the  c i t l  - thc  "Nes
Ci t r ' " -sh ich  reached i t s  pe lk  on  Ihe  eve  o f  the  revo l t  in  66
c .E. .  r r  hen Ihe  ! r rc ; . I  o f  the  fo r t i f ied  c i tv  e r rended over  1 .800
dun:.rms (- l  j0 acres).

. \  e< ' ropo l i :e r .  Thc  bur iu l  a re  as  o f  Jerus l lem lb r r l  I  be l t
s u r r o u n d i n g  t h e  c i t v  f r o m  S a n h e d r i r l u h  r n  t h e  n o r t h r r e s r .
t h r o u g h  G i r a t  h r - l v l i v r a r .  \ l r .  S c o p u s .  r h e  N l t .  o f  O I i r e s .
a n d  t h e  h i l l  o f  t h e  U N  h e a d q u a r l c r s .  r o  T u l p i ; - 1 o r  u n d
Ramat  Rahe l  in  the  south .  f i  f i s r r  g rar ,es  rvere  a lso  found
* 'es t  o f  the  c i r , l ' .  Hundreds  o f  rock-her r  n  tombs-some
s imple  and some vcrv  c labora te- ' *e re  uncovered.  The
ins ide  p lan  o f  the  tombs is  s imp le .  as  \ r 'as  rhe  cus tom rhen.
On the  s ides  o f  cen t ra l  rooms are  bur ia l  rooms tha t  con ta in
separa te  sepu lchra l  chambers .  Thc  bones o f  the  poor  sere
sathered in  l imestone ossuar ies .  Some o f  the  la rger  tombs
have decora ted  f ron ts  in f luenced bv  the  arch i tec tu ra l  s ry le
o f  the  \ \  es t  and by  the  eas t  He l len is t i c  s t .v - le :  the  cornb i -
n at ion creuled a h1 brid st.vle, rr h ich muv be del l  ned as Jerr ish
i l r l  o f  the  Second Temple  per iod .  As  cur l r  as  186]  de  Sau lc r
c leaned ou t  the  rombs o I  the  k ings  and d iscovered there
the  decora tcd  sarcophag i  tha t  p robab l i  be longed ro  the
l a m i l r  o l  Q u c c n  l l e l e  n u  o l  , { d i a b e n e .  C l e r m o n t - C u n n e u u
comple ted  the  ercavat ion  o f  those tombs in  1867.  He a ls t - r
par t i t l l y  c leancd thc  tomb knosn ; rs  . \bsu lom's  Tomb
( 1 8 9  1 ) .  l n  1 8 9  I  S c h i c k  p u b l i s h e d  t h e  d i s c o v e r y -  o I t h e  t o m b
of  the  Housc  o f  Herod.  found near  the  s i te  on  *h ich  rhc
K ing  Dur id  Hotc l  rvas  bu i l t  la te r .  ln  192.1  N.  S louschz
c le : . r red  Absa lom's  Tomb.  From 1926 to  19 .10  E.  L .  Suken ik
s tud ied  appro . r imate lv . l0  Jeu ish  funcrur r  complexes  in  thc
c i t ) '  (such as  the  tomb o f  thc  N ic i rnor  l lm i ly  d iscovercd  or r
i \ l t .  Scopu: ) .  Ar  igad  inve51 iox1g6 the  r  a r ious  bur ia l  s i tes  o l '
J c r u s u l e n r .  e s p c c i l l l v  i n  t h c  K i d r o n  V a l l e t  ( l 9 l j - 1 7 )

Jasor r ' s  Tomb l ' rom the  Hasmoncan per iod  *as  excera ted
i n  R c h r v l u h  b r  L .  R a h r n a n i  ( 1 9 5 1 ) .  s h o  l l s o  i n r e s 1 i " . 1 1 g 6
r h e  b u r i a l  s i r e s  o f  S u n h e d r i l l : r h  (  l 9 6 l ) .  l n  t 9 6 l J  \  .  T s . r t ' e r i s
excava led  severa l  tombs a t  G iva t  hu- \ l i v ta r .  nor theas t  o f
t h e  c i t r ' .  O n e  c l f  t h e m  c o n t a i n e d  J j  b u r i a l s .  i n c l u d i n g  o n e  o t '
u  ] 'oung man cu l led  Yohun i rn .  r l ' h t r  had d ied  b- " -  c rucr f i r ion .
Hundreds  o f  l in rcs tone ossuur ' ies  : rnd  s in rp le  g r i . rvcs  \ \e rc
d isc losed on  the  $es tc rn  s lope o l ' rhe  ! t t .  o t 'O l i ves .  nc i r r  rhc
C h u r c h  o l ' D o m i n u s  F I e r i t  b 1  P .  B .  B a - s e r r i  : r n d  J .  T .  \ l i l i k
(  195- i -5  j ) .  The mt io r  t ind in ,gs  in  rh is  cemeterv  a re  f ' ronr  rhc
Herod i ln  per iod :  hor re r  e r .  i t  r ras  used l ' ronr  thc  Hasmone-
an per ioc i  ro  lhe  BvzJnr ine  per iod .

1 3 5

B. l \ l a za r ' s  excavu r i ons  a l ong  rhe  $ .es t  sa l l  o f  t he  Temp le  I l oun r .
s h o * i a g  " R o b i n s o n ' s  A r c h . . ( l ) ,  a n d  r h e  b a s e  o f  a  p i i i " ,  f : f .He rod ian  s rones  ( J )  ue re  r eused  by  t he  Umavvuds .
Pho ro  Da r i d  E i senbe rg .  . l e rusa lem.r36
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L r r t  R o r r r s  P r n r o r ; , . - \ t i e r  t h c  d c . t r u c t r . r n  o r  r n e

S e c o n d  T c m p l e  u n d  r h e  i u p p r c s s i o n  o l '  r h c  B a r  K o k h b a
revo l r  (  l -1 j  c .L . ) .  rhe  boundar ics  o l '  the  c i t r  becarnc
n i l r ro \ \  e r .  Rcnrn ln ts  o f  the  la tc  Romln  c i t r ' .  s  hosc  nanre
r t u s  c h a n g e d  t o  A e l i a  C u p i t o l i n a  i n  t h e  s e c o n d  c e n r u r ! , c . E . ,
\ \ e r c  u n c o \ e r c d  i n  I  n u m b e r  o f  p l u c e s  i n  t h e  O l d  C i t 1 .  l n  t h e
b u i l d i n g s  o f  t h e  T e n r h  R o m a n  L e g i o n ,  s r a r i o n c d  a r  r h e  t i m c
in  Jerus : r lem.  s 'e re  found marks  o l ' i t s  sea l  (LXFl  on  sh i te
t i les  and c lu l  p ipes .  ln  rhe  excavut ions  in  rhe  C i tade l  b - " -
J o h n s ( 1 9 3 1 - J 0 )  u n d  A m i r a n  a n d  E i r a n  ( t 9 6 9 - 6 9 ) ,  m a n y
r e m n 3 n t s  s e r e  r e l e a l e d  o f  t h e  p c r m u n c n t  c a m p  o f  t h e
Tenth  Lcg ion .  S imi la r  remnants  *e  re  lound in  the  exc lva-
t i o n s  o l  A r  i - Y o n a h  o n  G i v a r  R a m  ( 1 9 6 3 ,  1 9 6 9 ) .  T h e  n e w
l ine  o f  fo r t i f i cu t ions  r r  as  uncovered ex tend ing  f rom thc  area
of  the  C i tade l  tnd  conr inu ins  under  the  l ine  o f  rhe  Turk ish
\ ! 'a l l  o f  rhe  OId  C i r l  .  Hami l ron  (1937-38)  and Hennessy
(1964-66)  revca led  secrors  o f  th is  wa l l  and i t s  rowers  on
both  s ides  o f  rhe  Damascus  Gate .  The ga te  o f  Ae l ia
Cap i to l inu  rvas  found under  the  Damascus  Gate .  and an
inscr ip t ion  ment ion ing  the  Roman name o f  thc  c i ty  r rus
found t i xed  upon thc  gure .  A t  the  beg inn ing  o f  rhe  V ia
Do lorosu.  above the  remnsnts  o f  Anron ia .  a  Roman
t r iumpha l  a rc l r .  no l  cu l led  Eccc  Homo.  s .as  d iscovered.
C lermont -Ganncuu invesr igared  i t  in  l87 l -71 .  Ken l  on
( 1 9 6  l - 6 7 )  f o u n d  r h u r  r h e  M u r i s r u n  A r e u  i n  t h e  O l d
C i t y .  \ h i c h  i n  h c r  o p i n i o n  h a d  n o r  b c e n  i n c l u d e d  s i r h i n  t h e
boundar ies  o f  the  Second Temple  c i r r .  had been f i l l ed  in
and leve lcd  u t  th t t  t in re  lb r  se t t lement  purposes .  The
s o u n d i n g s  o l  J .  P i n k e r f e l d  ( 1 9 . 1 9 )  i n  r h e  f o u n d a r i o n s  o f
"Drv id 's  Tonrb"  on  N l r .  Z ion  d isc loscd  a  o rev ious  le r .e l
bu i l r  f ro rn  s ronc .  ln  h is  op in ion  i r  p robr rb ly  conra ins
remni ln ts  o f  u  four th -centur l  synugogue.  In  l v lazur 's

-  .  e , \cavat ions  (beg inn ing  1968)  d*e l l ings  f rom th is  samc
per iod  *ere  lbund.  An inscr ip t ion  engruved on  u  s tonc
tub le t  da tes  to  rhe  d lvs  o f  Sept in r ius  Severuq (beg inn ing  o l '
the  th i rd  ccn turv  c .E . )  and is  ded ica ted  [o  the  emperor  and
h is  l ' ami l1 .  The sourhern  aqueduct  \ \us  dup l i c i r rcd  in
Ronran t imes b1 '  u  h igh- leve l  l ine  f rom E in  E tum.

T t l e  B ' r z . r s r t \ E  P E R l o D .  D u r i n g  t h r s  p c r r o d  J c r u : l l e r r r
l lour ished une* .  Thc  c i t r  becumc the  foca l  po in t  lb r
Chr is t iun  p i lu r in raues .  The muin  chunges concent ru red
around s i rcs  i t ssoc i l t cd  r r i th  Chr is t i : . rn  t r ld i t ion .  Neur  these
s i tes .  churches .  n ton ls te r ies .  and hosp ices  r !c re  bu i l t .  The
c i tv  aga in  spre ld  ou t  ovcr  thc  e3s tern  and westc rn  h i l l s  to
the  south  o f  thc  Tenrp le  N lount .  Thc  excavat ions  o l '
N lac l l i s te r  and Duncan,  Cros foor  und F i tzeera ld .  \ \ ' e i l l .
Hami l ton ,  Ken lon ,  und i l luzar  rcvca l  rcmnants  o f  s t rce ts .
d*e l l ings .  i lnd  pub l i c  bu i ld ings  cover ing  the  south  o f  thc
c i r r .  r rh ich  \ \us  once uga in  enc i rc led  by  u  r ra l l .  Remnunts  o f
thu t  rva l l  had  bccn d iscovercd  bv  \ \ 'a r rcn  ncur  thc  Ophe l .
und lon- l  scc to rs  \ \e re  unco\ered  above the  Vu l lc r  o l '
H i n n o m  b 1  B l i s s  u n d  D i c k i c .  T h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  o l  r h i s  s a l l
i s  du tcd  to  the  midd lc  r t f  the  h l ' rh  ccnrur l  c .e .  und is
connected  * i th  thc  bu i ld ing  i . l c t i v i ( i cs  o l 'Empress  Eudoc i l
in Jerusalem. lv{uzur concludes from his f indings thut thc
Bvzantine bui ldings ne:.rr the \f , 'estern \\ 'ul l  uere destroycd
by  the  Je*  s  in  p reparu t ion  fo r  rhe  rcbu i ld ing  o f  rhe  Temple  in
the  t ime o f  Ju l ian  (162-61) .

Av igud 's  exc i . l v i r t ions  car r ied  ou t  in  the  Jes ish  Qu i r r te r
(1970)  revea led  I  bu thhouse shs56 lccessor ies  sere  r re l l
p reserved : . rnd  u  pur t  o f  the  Nea Church ,  bu i l t  b ; r  Jus t in ian
in  thes ix th  centurv  c . r .  Some o f  these h : . tve  been incorpora ted
i n t o  r r c r r c r  b u r l d r n { : .  T h c  C h u r c h  o l  t h c  H o l r  S c p u l c h c r  n u .
c run t incd  in  p ] r t  b r  \ \  i l son  (  I  l {6 -1  ) .  N l .  l l i r r r  c r  (  I  !_1_ i  - - l J  y .  ;1111

V .  C o r b o  ( 1 9 6  l - 6 _ r ) .  T h e  o r i g i n a l  c h u r c h  u l r  t b u n d c d  i n  r h e
four th  century  c .E .  The en t rance.  cont r r r \  to  the  tcccp tcd
f o r m .  i s  i n  t h e  e a s r .  T h i s  c h l n g e  r e s u l t e d  f r o n r : h e
i l r c h r r e c t u r i l l  i n c o r p . r i r t i , n  i n r o  t h e  c h u r c h  o r ' t n e  s r t e  o r  t h e
Hol . r  Sepu lcher .  r rh ich  r ras  sur rounded Lr1  i t  spec i r , ,
r o u n d  s t r u c I u r c :  t h c ' . R o c k  o l  C o l g o r h r L . . r r i r :  i n . _ l u
l r s  r r e l l .  T h e  o r d c r  o l  t h c  \ i  h i r e  F u r h e r s  a n c
iV luuss  (186_1-  l9L)0)  exc : . rvu ted  the  ren tnanr \  o t  the
c h u r c h  b u i l r  u b o r c  t h e  p o o l  o i  B e t h e s d r .  N e u r b r  t h e r
f o u n d  r e m n i l n t s  o f  a  s e c o n d  B _ r . z r n t i n e . f r r r J r , i ; ,
h ld  been incorpora ted  In to  the  c rusader  Church  o t  S i .
A n n e .  B l i s s  a n d  D i c k i e  ( l g 9 J - 9 7 )  d u g  a b o v e  t h e  S i l o a m
Pool  and uncovered the  remarns  o f  the  Church  o f  Eudoc i l .
J .  Germer -Durand.  who dug in  rhe  easrern  s lope o f  NI r .
Z ion  a t  the  end o f  rhe  lg th  cenrun. .  revea led  drve l l inn ,  

"n6a  c h u r c h .  P .  C .  O r f a l i  ( 1 9 0 9 .  l 9 l 9 _ 2 0 )  e x c a v a r e d  r h e
remains  o f  the  Gerhsemane Church  in  the  K id ron  Va l le r , .
V inccnr  (1959)  and Corbo (1959)  d iscovered , f . , .  r . rn " i " ,  o i
the  Church  o f  the  Ascens ion  on  rhe  top  o f  the  NI t .  o f  O l ives .
Av i -Yonah (19 .19)  d iscovered remains  o f  a  church  and a
monasrery  in  the  area  o f  C iva t  Ram.  Basat t r  and ; l l i l i k(  l9 - i3 -55)  uncovered a  cemeterv  o f  the  B l .z ln t ine  per rod  in
Dominus  F lev i t  on  rhe  fv l t .  o f  O l ives .

The Byzant ine  c i tv  was  desr royed s  i rh  the  pers ian
conquest  in  6 l . l  and  the  Mus l im conqucsr  in  63g.  par rs  o f
numerous  Byzant ine  s t ruc tu res  sen,ed  as  bu i ld in_s  mater ia l
fo r  the  N lus l im s t ruc tu res  tha t  * .e re  cons t ruc !ed  in  the  c i t r
by  rhe  end o f  rhe  se 'enrh  cenrur \ .  and in  rhc  . ig ; , ; ' . ; ; l ; ; ; '
iV1uch ev idence o f  tha t  was  found in  t f . , . . . * . r "u t ' . " r ; f
l v lazar  (beg inn ing  l96g) .  l t  bccame. l . r r "  rh " r  a  la rse
s l ruc tu rc  was bu i l t  c lose  to  the  southern  w.a l l  o f  the  Tempie
Mounr  in  the  per iod  o f  the  Uma-vvads  ar  rhe  beg inn ing  o f
lL . . : ig l , t t  cenrurv .  On one o f  rhe  s rones  in  rhe  Herod ian
wal l  o f  the  Tempre  rv tount ,  Mazar  d isco 'e red  an  inscr i r
t ion  rha t  he  be l ieves  was engraved by  a  Jewish  p i lg r im in  r .four rh  ccnrury  c .E .  The texr  o f  rh i  inscr ip r ion  was (akcn
f r o m  I s a i a h  6 6 :  l J : . . A n d  w h e n  v o u  s e e  t h i s  l o u r  h e a r t  s h a l l
re jo ice  and your  bones  sha l l  f lour ish  i i ke  vounggrass . . .Th is
in -scr ip r ion  undou b ted l r .  in  d icarcs  thar  am ong- r fc  masses  o l .
Chr is t i : rn  p i lg r in rs  r r  ho  ar r i ved  in  Jc rusu lJnr  dur ing  rhe
B- r  zan t inc  pcr iod .  thc re  r rc re  Jerv ish  p i l r : r im j  \  rs l t ing  thc
r u i n s  o f  t h e  T e m p l e  N l o u n t .

The excr r r .a t ions  car r ied  ou t  in  Jerus i t lem s incc  er r l1 .  l96g
h l r  e  shcd ner r  l ieh t  on  the  topogr "p t r i  o i .nc len  t  J . ru r " l . rn
l tnd  ind icu te  th l t  those r .ho  , rccepted  thc  nar ro r i  concept(see l2 - l  )  r re re  mis taken.  The c i r r  spreud ro  the  ss51E1n h111in  the  F i rs r  Temple  per iod  und rhe  . i second qu , ,ne  r . .  f  Zept r .
. l  

:  l ( l t  ex is red .  The c i t l  s  i r l l  found in  rhe  je*  i .n  euur te r( s e e  l 2 E r  ( i r  m t \  b e  r h e . . b r o a d  s a l l . . o l . \ c h .  _ . i : g ) s e e m st o  h : r v e  r u n  s o u t h .  t u r n e d  t o  t h e  e i l s t .  
" n O ' i o i n . O  

r r i t h  t h er r l l l  o f  r h e  C i r l  o f  D r r i d .  : r n d  r h u s  r t l e  S i i o , , m  p o o l  s a s
inc luded r r i th in  the  r ru l l s .  l r  r ras  u lso  re re , r leJ  th , r t  rhere\ \ l s  on l ]  one br id ,ee .  the  one pass ine  on  . . \ \  i l son  Arch , . .
rh i t r  connected  rhe  Temple .  i ! {ounr  i i ,h  ,h .  Upp. t -  C i r l . .
und  th i r t  the  "Rob inson Arch . . \ \ i l s  on l ) . "  p . r r ._n ' .  io  r  pos t
o f  : l  monume n t l l  s t l i r r r  u ) . .  l t  s  x5  .1 r i  , r r ra r i .o  th l r  thes tone f loor  in  the  convenr  o f  rhe  Soeurs  r . t .  i i on  (see l j l )rs  no t  o l thc  Anton i l  lo r r ress .  thu t  there  is  no  urch t ,eo los ic i l l
bas is  to  rhe  common resrorur ion  o f  th is  io r r ress .  , ; ; i l ;
l h e . \ n t o n i i r  l l s  p r o h : r b l )  s t n n d i n g  i n  t h e  n , , r r u r ,  r r a .he l r r  cen  the  Tenrp le  , \ {ount  lnd  \ . i l  Do lo ros i . r .
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B.  i l l a za r ' s  cxc : r v r t i ons  nea r  t he  sou th  t r a l l  o l ' t he  Tcmp le
!1oun t ,  r evea l i ng  rema ins  o t ' r he  Umayyad  pe r i od  (e i gh th
century c.E.) .  Eelow the streer sk i r r ins the wal l  on thc lef r
wus discovered a Herodian pavement leading to Huldah's
Gu tes .  l n  t hc  b r ckg round  i s  t he  dome  o t  r hc  r l -Aq . i  N lo : t 1uc .
Photo David Eisenbers.  Jerusalem. 180

xxv i  RAI \ IAT RAHEL.  Rumut  Rabe l is : rn
ancien! tel l  (Khirbat $dl i l r)  si tuatcd on
the  lands  o f  a  k ibbutz  by  the  same name
in  the  southern  ou tsk i r ts  o f  Jerusa lem.
The tel l  contains remains from the First
Temple pe r iod to the early Arab period.
The Hebrew Un ivers i ty  and the  Un ivers i -
t ! '  ol  Rome conducted f ive seasons of
excavat ions  therc  (1954-62)  under  the
d i rec t ion  o f  Y .  Aharon i .  The f inds
include especial ly important discoverics
conccrning the Judean kingdom and

post -Ex i l i c  per iods  and ind icare  tha t  rhe  s i re  shou ld
probably be idenrif ied with ancient Bet.h-Cherem. Seven
per iods  o f  occupat ion  were  uncovcred dur ing  the  excava-
t ions :  (  l )  The s i te  r rus  h rs t  ser r led  ar  rhe  t ime o t ' the  k ings  o l '
Judah in  the  n in th  o r  e igh th  cenrury  B .c .E .  (S t ra rum VB) ,
when a royal fortress was apparently bui l t ,  as evidenced by
f ragments  o f  wa l ls  o f  ash la r  s tones  and a  la rge  number  o f
handles of storage jars stamped with royal seal impressions
found in  th is  s t ra tum.  Th is  fo r t ress  *as  poss ib ly  a  house
loca ted  in  the  k ing 's  v ineyards  (hence the  name Beth-Cher -

Ash lar  masonr l  o f  the  inner  casemare  wa l l  o f  rhe  pa lace  bu ih  bv
one o f  the  las r  k ings  o f  Judah,  c .  600 g .c . r .  Sr ra tum ! 'A  o f  the
Ramat  Rahc l  e . rcavar ions .  Cour resy  y .  Aharon i .  Te l  Av iv
Unir ersiry.

em.  "House o f  the  V ineyard" ) ;  p r iva te  d rve l l ings ,  perhaps
be long ing  to  tenant  fa rmers ,  were  bu i l r  a round i t .  In  one o f
these houses  ivere  found sea l  impress ions  o f . .Shebnah [son
of ]  Shahar . "  uh ich  have a lso  been d iscovered a t  Lach ish
a n d  N t i z p e h .  ( l )  t n  r h e  l o l l o * i n g  s r r a r u m  ( V A )  o n e  o f  r h e
las t  k ings  o f  Judah erec ted  an  impos ing  pa lace  sur rounded
b- r 'a  lower  c i tade l  ex tend ing  over  an  area  o f  about  l0
dunams.  Th is  i s  rhe  f i rs t  pa lace  o f  a  Judean k ine  [ound thus
la r  in  a rchaeo los ica l  excavar ions .  and judg ing  i rom i rs  Ia re
date  i t  was  probab ly  bu i l r  by  Jeho iak im son o f  Jos iah
(608-598 B.c .E . ) ,  whose pa lace  is  descr ibed bv  Jeremiah
(22:  l l -19) .  The pa lace  wa l ls  were  .onr , ru . , .d  o f  ash la r
b locks ,  s im i la r  ro  Ahab 's  pa lace  ar  Samar ia ,  and i t  u ,as
decorated r,r ' i th proto-Aeolic capitals, found here for rhe
f i rs t  t ime in  Judah.  Among the  orher  ma in  f inos  were
window ba lusr rades  o f the  pa lace  (c f .  Jer .  22 :111,  a  pa in red
potsherd  dep ic r ing  a  k ing  seatcd  on  h is  rh rone (o r  char io t? ) .
and a  sea l  impress ion  o f  "E l iak im,  s teward  o f  yokhan, : '
a lso  known f rom Berh-Shemesh and Te l l  Be i t  M i rs im and
at t r ibu ted  ro  an  o l l i c ia l  o f  Jeho iach in  (yokhan )  son  o f
Jeho iak im.  (3 )  In  rhe  nexr .  ser t lemenr  (S t ra rum IVB) .  da t ing
to the post-E.\ i l ic period. l  new cit tdel was erecred. The
many seal impressions lound from the persian period
ind ica te  th3 t  the  s i te  rhen served as  an  admin is r ra t i ve  cenrer
and also strengthen irs identi f icat ion *. i th Beth-Cherem,
sh ich  is  menr ioned in  the  B ib le  as  a  d is r r i c t  cap i ra l  in  the
t ime o f  Nehemiah (3 :  l4 ) .  In  add i t ion  ro  the  numerous  se3 l
impress ions  inscr ibed "Yehud"  and . .Jerusa iem. . '  

o thers
tvere  s tamped w i th  the  names o f  t rvo  1sr r l  o t i i c ia ls .
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Brick with the stamp of the Tenth Roman Lcgion
LEG(10)  X  FRE(TENS[S) .  found in  Sr ra rum l i l  o f  the  Ramar
Rahcl cxcavations. Courtesv Y. Aharoni, Tel Aviv Universiry.

Jehoezer and Ahzai. r .rho r ' ,ere apparcntlv Jes.ish governors
prev ious l ) '  unknorvn .  ( - { )  A l ie r  the  des t ruc t ion  o l  th is  c i tade l
in  about  thc  th i rd  centurv  B .c .E .  an  un*a l led  se [ lement
(St ra tum IVA)  rook  i t s  p lace  and conr inued to  ex is r  un t i l
the  end o f  the  Second Temple  per iod .  Tomb caves  dar ing  to
this period contained ossuaries rvith Jervish names rvri t ten
in  Aramaic  and Greek .  (5 )  A f te r  the  fa l l  o f  the  Second
Temple .  bu i ld ings  were  erec led  on  rhe  h i l l  fo r  the  Tenrh
Roman Leg ion  (Sr ra tum l l l ) ,  as  ev idenced by  br icks
stamped LXFR lLegio X Fretensis). A Roman-style house
and * 'e l l -bu i l r  barhhouse \ \e re  a lso  found.  (6 )  In  the  f i i rh
centur \  a  Chr is t ian  church  r ras  bu i l t  on  lhe  te l l  * . i th  an
at tached monas le rv  complex  (S t ra tum I  l  ) .  Th is  i s  the
church  o f  the  "Karh isma"  ( . ' rhe  Seat " )  o f ren  ment roned in
Byzantine sources on the $.ay from Jerusalem to Beth_
lehem.  Accord ing  to  Chr is r ian  t rad i t ion .  i \ ta ry .  mother  o f
Jesus ,  res ted  there  dur ing  her  journev  ro  Berh iehem where
she gave b i r rh .  (7 )  In  the  ear ly  Arab  per iod  (S t ra rum l ) ,  thc
se t t lement  cons is ted  o fpoor l l  bu i l t  s t ruc tu res  (seventh  cen-
tu ry  c .E . ) .  Th is  was the  las t  occupar ion  o f  the  te l l .

l 8 t
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HIST 407 - History of Ancient Israel Mr. Mark D. Kaplan

VISIT TO MT. SINAI

A highly edited version ol a tyo-part ss11g;_o! trticles originally
wriuen by Dr. Herman L. HoeA-.

What Roed Did Isreel Trke?

Let us pick up the story with Exodus l3:17: 'And i t  came to pass, when Pharaoh had let  the
people go, that God led them not through the way of the land of the Philistines." Here is named the
first of several highways.

In ancient Egypt there were three major roads which went out of Egypt to foreign lands lying
to the northeast. One was 'the way of Etham,' or the way of -the wilderness of Shur,' which weni
{ro.m. Egyp_t through Beersheba to Canaan. It was the road by which Jacob came down into Egypt.
It joined, in Egypt, the main northeast route called 'the way of the land of the Philistines." This
route went from Memphis to the Mediterranean coast and through Gaza. A third route led to the
Arabian Peninsula across central  Sinai.

. Israel was proceeding north through Old Cairo. They could have easily taken the 'way of the
Philistines"--the Philistine highway. But instead of taking that, near as it was, God said, "Lest
peradventure the people repent when they see war! and return to Egypt.' God led the people through
the way of the wilderness of the Red Sea that crosses into Sinai above the Gulf of Suez.

Instead of taking the northern route, which would have taken them through the land of the
Philistines, or continuing on the middle route in an easterly direction through Beelsheba, they took
the road leading southe:rst toward Sinai and Arabia.

"And the chi ldren of Israel went up harnessed [or,  in ranks of f ive] out of  the land of Egypr.
And Moses took the bones of Joseph with him: for he had strai t ly sworn the chi ldren of Israel,
saying, God wi l l  surely vis i t  you; and ye shal l  carry up my bones away hence with you. And they
took their -joyJney from Succoth, and encamped in Etham, in the edge of the wilderness [of ShurJ"
( E x o .  l 3 : 1 8 - 2 0 ) .

This road leads to Mecca in Arabia and has been used from the very beginning of history.

At this point, Israel could have gone straight out of Egypt into northern Sinai. Then God
speaks. 'And the Lord spake unto Moses, saying, Speak unto the children of Israel, that they turn
[not continue, but turn sharply to the right and move southwardl and encamp before Pihahiroth,
between Migdol and the sea, over against Baalzephon: before it shall ye encamp by the sea" (Exo.
l4:t -2).

They camped by the seashore, off the main route. Six of the seven days of Unleavened Bread
had now passed.

lsrael could not go farther in its line of march. They stopped for the last holy day. Suddenly
Pharaoh and his army appeared on the horizon. He had them bottled up in front of the Pihahiroth
range of mountains! Did God make a mistake in leading them by the hand of Moses?

Israel was trapped in the area at the upper portion of the Red Sea by the Gutf of Suez, where
the mountain range comes down to the sea. When they journeyed into this area, it was like entering
a box canyon. They could not Bo any farther by land. The only place they could go was out into thi
water, because the mountain range comes right down to the seashore.
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Now look at the map of this region in an atlas. The Imperial Bible Dictionary says of thisarea: 'Pihahiroth, therefore, must have been the name of some natural  local i ty,  such as .  ro*t . ln,or- a range of mountains, a cliff, precipice, cape or promontory. It is said of ifie cnitare" ;i h;;;i:
the-n g.vgrtaken by Pharaoh at the Red-Se-a, that thiy wete entangled in the land, Ueing srrut-in Uvthe 'wi lderness'  or mountains (Exo. l4:3). ,

The Red Sea is nearly 8 miles across here!

Crossing the Red See

Continue with Exodus |  4:3: 'For Phara-oh wit l  say of the chi ldren of Israet,  they are entangtedin the land, the wilderness hath shut them in."

God hardened Pharaoh's heart. 'And he took six hundred chosen chariots, and all the chariots
9f Egypt, and the captains ov€r every one of them. nnd ine Lora tiatoeneo t1e r,eart of pharaoh
king of E8ypt,  and he pursued after the chi ldren of Israel. '  Pharaoh overtook them camping by theSuez Gulf  of  the Red Sea on the eve of the seventh day of the Feast of Unleavened Break. Darknessfel l .

The Israel i tes were fr ightened. They said in verse 12,_"Let us alone, that we may serve theEgyptians- For it had been better for us tb serve the Egypiianr, irr*-inrt we should die in thewilderness. And Mos.es said unto the people, Fear ye noi'itana itil l, and see the salvation of theLord' which he will shew to you to_day: fog iLe:glptiani whom ye it"uJrien ro day, ye shall seethem again no more for ever. The Lord shall fight'for you, ano viirtan rroro you, peace. And theLord said unto Moses, wherefore criest tho_u unio.me? ipeak unio the childien or israii, rir;i lh;;go forward.' But where? Into the water. Impossible? 
-

Not ice! 'But. l i f t  thou up thy rod, and stretch out thine hand over the sea, and divide i t :  andthe chi ldren of Israel shal l  go on diy ground through the midst of  the sea. '

Now verse 2l :  'Moses stretched out his hand over the sea; and the Lord caused the sea to goback. '

THAT WAS A MIRACLE!

- A strong wind blew "al l  that night,  and made the sea dry land, and the waters were divided.And the children of Israel went into ttri niiojioiih; ;;; upon tr,e dry ground: and the waters werea wall unto them on their right hand, and on their teft. end the rgyptlais pu;;;, and went in afterthem to the midst of the sea, even ail Pharaoh's horses, hischario-ti, rno nlt r,oii.r.n. And it cameto pilss, that in the morning watch the Lord looked unio the host ol the Egypiians through the pirrai
of fire and of the cloud, and troubled them heavily: io tr,ai the Egyptia"iriial L.t us flee from the
lace oj Israel; for the Lord fishteth for them against the Etyptiaris.'nnc trri-I-ora saio unto M;;;,stretch out thine hand over the sea, that th-e-wa'ters -ay Jo-ri aiain upon in" giyptians, upon theirchariots, and upon their horsemen. And Moses stretcired forth his hand over ihe sr., and the seareturned to his strength when the morning appeared, and the rgyptia;s fleJag.intt it.,

Here was an area through the Red Sea wide enough for 600 chosen chariots of the Egyptiansto race through, besides a treat many troops. On the o'ther bank were over two million .-;;;i;;slaves. In verse 2t we read that the waters''returned, anb co"eteo the chariots, and the horsemen,and all the host of Pharaoh that came into the sea after them; there remained not so much as one ofthem. But the children of Israel walked upon dry land in the midst of the sea. . . . Thus the Lordsaved Israel that day out of the hand of tnb. rgyptians; and Israel siw trt. rgvptl"nr ou.J ;;;"-;;;sea shore. . .and the people feared the Lord, alnd uetie"idlhe Lord, ano rtii iervant Moses..
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Josephus adds some valid details to the same story! 'The number that pursued after them was
six hundred chariots,  with f i f ty thousand horsemen, and two hundred thousand footmen, al l  armed.
They also seized on the passag,es by which they imagined the Hebrews might f ly,  shutt ing them up
between inaccessible precipices and the sea, for there was. .  .a (r idge of)  mountains that terminated
at the sea, which were impassable by reason of their  roughness, and obstructed their  f l ight,  wherefore
they were pressed upon the Hebrews with theirarmy. '  (Ant iqui t ies of the "/ews, book 2, chapter l5).

' 'f -o .,w
Eeypt Lef t Desolete 

,. 
. %tr(i;; '

Pharaoh was dead. His army was slain. There was not even a solitary messeng,er to tetl the
Egypt ians what happened (Ps. 106: l  l ) . ' *

Read Exodus l5:4: "Pharaoh's charios and his host hath he cast into the sea: his chosen
captains also are drowned in the Red Sea. The depths have covered them: they sank into the bottom
as a stone. Thy r ight hand, O Lord, is become glor ious in power: thy r ight hand, O Lord, hath
dashed in pieces the enemy. '

God won the batt le for the chi ldren of Israel.  They were del ivered out of the land of Egypt
that Wednesday, Nisan 2l ,  1443 B.C. They rested on the peaceful  shores of Sinai,  where even today
such names as 'Ayn Musa" and "Ras Musa'[Musa--MosesJ testify to the Exodus.

A few verses in Psalm 77 are worth reading at this point. 'I will remember the works of the
Lord: surely I  wi l l  remember thy wonders of old.  I  wi l l  mediate also of al l  thy work, and talk of thy
doings" (verses I  l -12).  t rYhat were God's doings?

We find them in verse 16: "The waters saw thee, O God, the waters saw thee; they were
afraid: the depths also were troubled. The clouds poured out water the skies sent out a sound:
thine arrows also went abroad. The r oice of they thunder was in the heaven: the l ightnings l ightened
the world:  the earth trembled and shook. Thy way is in the sea, and thy path in the grear waters,
and thy footsteps are not known. Thou leddest thy people like a flock by the hand of Moses and
Aaron."

Thunder and rain and great l ightning shook the land that night.  Early Wednesday morning
the walls of sea water thundered upon Phagoh as his chaliot became stuck in the mud.

But what route did the children of Israel take from there?

The Next Threc Drys' Journey

'So Moses brought Israel from the Red Sea, and they went out into the wilderness of Shur;
and they went three days in the wilderness, and found no water'(Exo. l5:22).

The 'wilderness of Shur?' 'Three days" journey?

We have already met this wilderness in a previous verse--Exodus l3:20. "And they took their
journey from Succoth, and cncamped in Etham, in the edge of the wilderness.' Etham, where Israel
had earlier encamped, was on the very border of Egypt and the wilderness of Shur in northwestern
Sinai. If the Israelites had, at that time, proceeded immediately into the witderness, instead of
turning to Pihahiroth, they would have left Egypt before the days of Unleavened Bread were
fulfil led. But since leaving Egypt is a type of leaving sin, God planned that they should take seven
days, not five, to come out of Egypt.

It was a three-day journey from the shore of the Red Sea to their next major encampment
in the Sinai.
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Now we wi l l  begin to see that the recorded encampments in Sinai were a ser ies of weeklySabbaths. Though the people stopped to-rest dai ly,  oiseuetar t imes a day, to eat,  s leep, and rake careof their  personal needs, i t  was eueiy Sabbath i i l ; ;h;y ;" lampeO to ,esi for a day. They were beingtaught the habit  of  Sabbath t<eepini !

The Mirecle of Merah

At Marah our journey from Jerusalem into the sinai  met the route of the Exodus. we tookthe l i t t le-traveled route across the northern sinai  ou. i  *r , i "r ,  the Israel i  tanks sped to the M.i t la pass.

l?::liilt!#j:tt 
Pass, we first peered out westward across the wirdern.i, oi fhu, to modern Eeypt

To either side of the Mit la Pass are lou/ mountains. The mountain (594 meters or 1950 feethigh) to the south of the pass is catteo GeueiM;t.h;;;r-esent-aa-y *.ps- iire meaning in Englishis Mt' Marah' In the wilderness of Shur a little t" n. t"'riiiwest of Mt. Marah the children of Israetmust have encamped that first sabbath in Sinai- n *.oi'iary river bed) in this area receives therunoff from Mt. Marah whenever a desert thundershower occurs.

In this area there is to this day only one source of w11e.1.fo.r.traveling bedouin--a single wellon the edge of the wadi (32048'east iongiiuaei. l i  *u in..t t  t i t  
"t ir ,ooa 

int i  ih. *.t .r,  of this wetlthat Moses cast a tree, after which the witer--6y supernatuial intervention--became sweet or fresh.
In years past I used to query why it was that God showed Moses a tree which Moses cast intothe water'  The answer is thaf through.out the Sinai. inwadis one tan i inJl.rr-uuried patms andother trees that have been uprooted by-the torrentso]'tuining waters after trrunoirshowers. The rreesmay be carried many miles.and are deposited in trre tuaolr *h.n.ua, the waters recede. Thus we readin Exodus l5:25, "..  'and the Lord ir, l*ua r, imlr"ros.q' l i*."--probably barety visibte in the sandand gravel overburden--which Moses ordered iast inii,in. *.,.rr.

It was not the fallen tree which made the wa]er potabte. It was the God of Israel who did itlThev had to work at dragging that tree to the well. Faitf Ji$qf t. ,rork, oi rroitr, is dead! They hadto believe' while laboring and sweating, ttrat when-trt. i  n.o f inished their part God would do His!
Thus we read: ". .  . there he tthe.LordJ made for them a statute and an ordinance, and therehe proved them, and said. I f  thou wirt oir i lenir i  t . .rr." ' io ,r, .  voice of tr, . loio thy God, and wittdo that which is r icht in his sight, and wit igi";; ; ; l ; ; l ; 'Jommandmen6, and keep alt his statutes,I will put none of inese- oiseasli ,ipon tn.e, 

-rrhich 
r nave urought upon the Egyptians: for I am theLord that healeth thee'(Exo. 15:25'26). iust ar tnf-*at.rt oi t"taran *irefi,iared, so today Godheals--but we have our part' the calling or tr,e erdets, aiJinting trr.ii.i.ni'iii. prayer of faith.

All this was a very important lesson about healing which the Israelites should have learnedon thar Sabbath.

Northern Route, or Southern?

The children of Israel encamped by the Red Sea (Num. 33:10-l t) on their route from Marahto Mt' sinai' There would have been no need to return io ttre Red Sea if Mt. Sinai is somewhere inthe northern Sinai peninsula. This verse. mares seni.;nty i f  a southern route is folowed--thetraditional route' we shall see this proved as we follow ine-giulicat a.iouni oFir,. encampments.

The Springs of El im

From Marah the chirdren of Israer journeyed to Erim--a word meaning 'mighty ones. inEnglish' lAnd thev gal-ng to Elim, where yele twetve spiinjs or *atei,;"d-;;;;!.ore and ren patmtrees... '(Exo. l5:27. New Jewish rranslation. cf. Nu-m. l ' l ,g NiJvj.
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It  is s igni f icant that,  t ravel ing southward from Marah, the next logical  stop a week later
br ings us to the only area in al l  the Sinai where there are to this day an abundance of natural  spr ings
_--the region of_Gebel Sumar. Present-day maps show eteven springs along severat wadis no*ing inio
Wadi Wardan. In Moses'day these springs--and a twelf th one--must have f lowed more extent lu.rv,
pouring their  waters into the wadi atong which the Israel i tes--over two mil l ion of them__weie
encamped that Sabbath, the first day of the second monrh, Iyar l.

The area of El im by Wadi Wardan is st i l l  s igni f icant,  for at  present the Sinai 's targest airport
is located nearby.

'And they l the Israel i tes] removed from El im, and encamped by the Red Sea'(Num. 33:10).
As we journeyed south along a modern Egypt ian-bui l t  road, the land beiame more mountainous near
the coast along the Gulf of Suez. No longer could the arm of the Red Sea be t..n i.r i; id;ig;],
as we had commonly been able to see it between Marah and Elim. The mountains began to t eri ui
in. Then sudd-enly, as we drove through the narrowest pass there opened before us th; unexpecred,
breathtakinl  View of the Red Sea directty ahead! Thi sun was diopping low toward the western
ho( ,2 , ,W,

Anyone who has traveled this route knows that the only pass along the western Sinai coast is
at this point. The children of Israet had no choice but to encimp by the'Red Sea aftei io"r"uviruthrough the pass. And there are no recorded complainrs, eitnei. it is one of the mosi ueauiifu'i
regions in the whole of the Sinai.

From the Red Sea encampment the children of Israel journeyed slowly atong the foot of
.rountain bluffs that extend nearty into the sea at this point.

The Next Ssbbeth

The Bibl ical  account now cont inues: ' .  .  .and al l  the congregat ion of the chi ldren of Israel
came into the wilderness of Sin, which is between Elim and Sinai,-on-the fifteenth day of tt e seconj
month after their  depart ing out of the land of Egypt.  (Exo. t6: l ) .

Two important points must be noted. One is the place. It is the wilderness of Sin, the
desolate, nearly uninhabited sandy plain along the southwestern coast of the Sinai Peninsula. I t  is st i l l
known by that name among bedouin today. The Israelites entered onty its northern region before
turning eastward into the interior of the peninsula.

Now observe what occurred this particular Sabbath in the wilderness of Sin: 'And the whole
congregati_on of the children of Israel mur.mured against Moses and Aaron. . . '(Exo. l6:2). That day,
the l5th of the month, a Sabbath, the Lord said to Moses: 'Behold I will rain bread from neaven foi
you; and the people shall go out and gather a certain rate every day, that I may prove them, whether
they will walk in my law, or no."

Here was God's law--before Sinai!

€ontinuing: 'And it shatl come to pass, that on the sixth day they shall prepare that which
they br ing in;  and i t  shal l  be twice as much as they gatherdai ly ' (Eio. l3:a-5). 'They were told in
advance to prepare for the following Sabbath by githering twiie as much the comini Friday. 

-

When was this miracle to begin? "And Moses and Aaron said unto all the chitdren of Israel,
At even, then ye shall know that the Lord hath brought you out from the tand of Egypt. (uerie-O).'And it-came-to passr as_Aaron spake unto the whote dongregation of the children of ii iaet tn."i trt.
close of the Sabbathl, that they looked toward the wildirniss, and, behold, rhe glory of ine t-oio
appeared in the cloud. And thC Lord spake unto Moses, saying, I have heard the r;urmurings of the
children of Israel: speak unto them, siying, At even [betweei'the two evenings, at dusk] iou shall
eat flesh, and in the morning ye shail Ui tii l la with biead.... And it came to-pass, ttrat lf e"en 1at
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the end of the Sabbath- l  the quai ls came up, and covered the camp: and in the morning [of  the next
day ,  Sunday the  l6 th  o f  the  second month l the  dew lay  round abour  rhe  hos t . . . "  (verse-10- t4 ) .  O; i
of  the dew manna appeared.

Then for six da-ys, the children of lsrael slowly journeyed easrward to Dophkah (Num. 33:12)in the northern part  of  the wi lderness of Sin.

Journeying Through Wedi Feiran

From the plains of the northern wilderness of Sin we atso turned east along the only majorroad that leads to the interior of Sinai. Th.e road, ar rhis point today, is not pa"ed. Ii is a gra"er r6Jthat.runs along the broad and most beautiful wadi in thi whole oi ttre Sinai--WaOi Feirin. ln thiswadi, about a week's travel time for the mass of Israelites from their pii"ilur encampment, is themodern oasis of Feiran. This could hardly be other than the ancient Diphkah of ruu,.,,5urt j j,i i.- i iis the largest oasis in all the Sinai. No Israelite complainii here!

Here' at Dophkah or the oasis of Feiran (33039'east longitude and 28043' north tatitude), theyencamped on the Sabbath the 22nd day of the second month. Tf,e previous day Moses had said:'"inisis that which the Lord hath said, Tomorrow is the rest of the holy Sabbattr unto the Lord. . .. (rxo.
l6:23).  At Elophkah, on the 22nd, " . . .Moses said, Eat that to day, for to day i i  a Sabbath unto tr , iLord. .  . '  (verse 25).

Some disobeyed. They went out looking for manna that Sabbath morning and found none.
God thundered, '. ' ..Hg* long refuse ye ro keephy commandmenrs .nJ .iia*i? . . - S" th.;;;;i;rested on the seventh day" (verse 28 and 30).

Fr-om Dophkah the _Israel i tes journeyed to Alush (Num. 33: l3),  reaching i t  and encamping thel-TJ d.y of the month, the 29th, another weekly Sabbath. Alush is tocated 33oit 'east longit-ud;and
28"41'north lat i tude.

. Along-Wadi Feira! *e, too, reached another oasis--the only other important one along theent ire route of the wadi.  I t  could hardty be other than the Alush of the Bible. From here i t  would
have taken them about a.day's journey-to-reach their  unexpected encampment--Rephidir ,  * t . r i
there was "no water for the people to drink' (Num..3f:f n). Rephidim, toirrii Jay, is'recognir.J uvthe local bedouin as a broad area in Wadi Feiranadjoinini the pass where the wadi'turnr *-utf,. iUpto this point one travels in the wadi in a general eistertfdireition.)

an8,ry had the peopte become from lack of water (summer was approaching) that they
could have stoned Moses. 'And the Lord said unto Moses, Go on before ttre 

-p-eopte, 
anl take witfi

thee of the elders of Israel; and thy rod. . . . Behold, I wilf stand before tneJ inere upon rhe rock inHoreb, and thou shalt smite the roCk, and there shatl come water out of it, ttrat itri pedple may drink.And Moses did so in the sight of the elden of Israet'(Exo. l?:5-6).

Flnding The Rock

Notice that while the children of Israel were temporarily encamped in Rephidim, the elders
of Israel hurriedly accompanied Moses to Horeb. Horeb was near Rephidim.

Moses took off in a fast p_ace up the wadi southward to Horeb, where Mt. Sinai is located.
And th-ere, in the upper reaches of Wadi Feiran, which encircles Mt. Sinai, we saw what must be therock Moses struck!

It is-the.-only rock in all Sinai with twelve natural water stains indicating where water once
supernaturally flowed out of the side of the rock!

It is not a naturat outcrop of rock. It is a fallen angular boulder lying near the western footof Mt. Sinai on the edge of the wadi.
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I t  is one of the most remarkable evidences of div ine miraculous power preserved anywhere
in stone. The water could not have been from a natural  spr ing, because this rock is not an outcrop
through which spr ingwater might natural ly seep. I t  is one of many fal len boulders around Mt. Sinai,
but the only one with water stains!

The waters- pouring from the rock flowed along the western side of the mount, then
northward to Rephidim where the thirsty Israel i tes were encamped.

The next day a batt le broke out with a large detachment of Amaleki te soldiers (Exo. l7:E) who
must have come from the north through a wadi that joins Wadi Feiran near the pass. It was an all-
day struggle. Moses, atop one of the r idges along ihe pass, hetd up his hands al l  day to heaven,
imploring God to intervene on behalf of the rebefious israeiites. TLeirs was the victory.

Next day Moses'  father- in- law arr ived, together with his daughter,  Moses'  wife,  Zipporah.
(There is a wel l  named after her at the foot of  the northern side of Mt]Sinai.)  we read of rhis event
in Exodus l8:12, 'And i t  came to pass on the morrow, that Moses sat to judie the people: and the
people stood by Moses from the morning unto the evening.' The placi wheie Moses sat is
tradi t ional ly a unique rock outcropping at the pass by Rephidim. I t  is the most unusual reddish
natural rock anywhere along the wadi. If we had had to choose a place to sit while listening to
Pe-ople's problems, this rock outcropping would have been our logical choice. It has the charactei of
a high-backed chair  in i ts contour.

When Jethro saw how long it took Moses to judge the people, he suggested others be
appointed to help. That was done the very next day. Jlthro then ieft.

Encemped et Mt.  Sinai

The next day the children of Israel reached the foot of Mt. Sinai.

Here is the Bibl ical  account of this arr ival ,  giv ing the exact day of the week. ' In the third
month (Sivan), when the children of lsrael were gone forlh out of the iand of Egypt, the same day
came they into the wi lderness of Sinai"  (Exo. l9: i ) .

The 'same day" as what?

. Why the same day as they'were gone forth out of the tand of Egypt"! They left Egypt on the
sixth day of the week--what we call Thursday night and Friday today. i-trev arrived ar Mt. Sinai the
same day of the week, Friday. That Friday was the sixth day of thl third-month, Sivan.

Near the foot of Sinai, in this valley of the encampment, is a small hitt, not at all beautifut,
atop which Aaron placed the golden calf. Nearby, along the edge of the wadi norrhwest of Mt. Sinai
is a natural croded basin in the rock. Locals ciaim iiis where Moses stamped the golden calf to
powder. 'And he took the calf which they had made, and burnt it with iire, and- ground it to
pewder, and strewe{ i1 uqo-n- the water [flowing from the rock farther up the wadiJ, aid made the
children of Israel drink of it '(Exo. 32:i0, Jewilh translation)

_Thenext day after their arrival, Friday, Moses made two trips up Mt. Sinai (see Exo. l9:3,
7-9). It took us about an hour and a half on ihe tong, modern eastein tiail up the face of Sinai to
reach the top. We took it at a leisurely pace. Mosel probably climbed up and descended on the
steeper northern face of Sinai--the ordinary route down from the top of Sinii taken by most tourists
who visi t  the mountain today.
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The Vel ley of Assembly

While at Sinai we asked ourselves the quest ion: In which val ley or wadi ar the foot of  Sinai
did the Israel i tes assemble to hear the giving of the Law? They were encamped on the north, but i t
would hardly be fitting for the people merily ro stand at thei; tent flaps while the God of Heauen
spoke to them in majesty! The only wadi in which they could have assembted away from their tenrs
would have been at the eastern foot of Mt. Sinai. (The Wadi Feiran which extends aiong the west and
southwest of the Mount is too small and, besides, wts fil led with running water from- the r*k.t 

-

.It is significant that at the eastern foot of Sinai one had to face west, not east, to view the top
of Sinai and God's presence? And later, when a temple was built in Jerusalem for'Goa's-pr.i*ti
one also had to stand to the east, and face west, to view the front of the temple! The wadi td tn. ...i,
at the foot of Sinai, where Israet assempled-, is called by the native Arab bedouin the 'V.ii.t;
Seveg-' (There is no natural characteristic of seven featuies in the wadi. The native bedouin know
nothing of the name.)_ It i: significant that one counts seven weeks and then comes the day ofPenteco-st, the day the Israelites stood in this valley to hear the Law? And is it significant tfrai tne
o-nly val ley or wadi around Mt. Sinai f rom which one can view the uppermost peal of  Sinai is f rom
the east,  not the north? (The highest point of  the mount is on the sbutheast,  not the north.)

Cl imbing to the Top of Sinal

Today one normally approaches the top of Sinai from the east by a route built and hewn out
during the Turkish occupation of Sinai. This route gently moves up tfie tatus-covered foot of the
mountain in hairpin curves. Higher up, the trai l  r ises steiply,  unt i l  i t  cuts through the face of the
eastern slope near the northwestern rim of the mount.

Rim-? Yes, rim! For although Sinai is not votcanic, the mountain has a natural rim with a
miniature high val ley inside, near the top! There is no other mountain t ike i t  in al l  Sinai.  One cannoi
see this miniature val ley unt i l  one has reached the top of the r im and looks down into the heart  of
Sinai. There, a few hundred feet below are trees, a witl, and an Orthodox crtaper erected during the
Byzaatine period. This valley is reputedly the hiding place of Etijah to whiJtr the prophet flei in
the days of Jezebel. It was here, according to local tiadition, that God spoke to him.

And to this minia_ture valley ascended the seventy elders to eat in the presence of the Lord
99a of Israel (Exo.24: l  -2,9- l l ) .  Moses and the elders iame up the north sidi  and descended into
this miniature valley over the north rim. .But M-oses alone proceeded on that occasion to tne 

";;t 
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He would have had to walk up to the inner face of tni eastern rim, join thi trail on which we
y.al-ked' and climb, barefoot because of the presence of God, along the inner face of the rim to the
highest point.

The view from atop -Sinai is spectacular. To the east, a large valley, then mountains. To the
north, the entire stretch of the Sinai Peninsuta lies open- to uie*. To the southwest, another
mountain--slightly higher than Sinai, but lacking its majesty.

Mount Sinai truly is magnificent!


