
 

 
Megiddo of the Kings of Israel
Author(s): Yigael Yadin
Source: The Biblical Archaeologist, Vol. 33, No. 3 (Sep., 1970), pp. 65-96
Published by: The American Schools of Oriental Research
Stable URL: http://www.jstor.org/stable/3211022
Accessed: 04-04-2017 00:16 UTC

 
JSTOR is a not-for-profit service that helps scholars, researchers, and students discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content in a trusted

digital archive. We use information technology and tools to increase productivity and facilitate new forms of scholarship. For more information about

JSTOR, please contact support@jstor.org.

 

Your use of the JSTOR archive indicates your acceptance of the Terms & Conditions of Use, available at

http://about.jstor.org/terms

The American Schools of Oriental Research is collaborating with JSTOR to digitize, preserve and
extend access to The Biblical Archaeologist

This content downloaded from 132.66.11.212 on Tue, 04 Apr 2017 00:16:29 UTC
All use subject to http://about.jstor.org/terms



 66  THE BIBLICAL ARCHAEOLOGIST (Vol. XXXIII,

 The Biblical Archaeologist is published quarterly (February, May, September, December)
 by the American Schools of Oriental Research. Its purpose is to meet the need for a readable,
 non-technical, yet thoroughly reliable account of archaeological discoveries as they relate to the
 Bible.

 Editor: Edward F. Campbell, Jr., with the assistance of Floyd V. Filson in New Testament
 matters. Editorial correspondence should be sent to the editor at 800 West Belden Avenue, Chica-
 go, Illinois 60614.

 Editorial Board: W. F. Albright, Johns Hopkins University; G. Ernest \Wright, Harvard
 University; Frank M. Cross, Jr., Harvard University; William G. Dever, Jerusalem.

 Subscriptions: $3.00 per year, payable to the American Schools of Oriental Research,
 126 Inman Street, Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139. Associate members of ASOR receive
 the journal automatically. Ten or more subscriptions for group use, mailed and billed to the
 same address, $2.00 per year apiece. Subscriptions run for the calendar year. In England: twen-
 ty-four shillings (24s.) per year, payable to B. H. Blackwell, Ltd., Broad Street, Oxford.
 Back numbers: $1.00 per iccue and $3.75 per volume, from the ASOR office. Please make
 remittance with order.

 The journal is indexed in Art Index, Index to Religious Periodical Literature, and at the
 end of every fifth volume of the journal itself.

 Second-class postage PAID at Cambridge, Massachusetts and additional offices.

 Copyright by American Schools of Oriental Research, 1970
 PRINTED IN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, BY TRANSCRIPT PRINTING COMPANY

 PETERBOROUGH, N. H.

 Megiddo of the Kings of Israel
 YIGAEL YADIN

 The Hebrew University

 (Professor Yadin broke the news of his restudy of the Megiddo stratigraphy
 in the BA ten years ago, after the first of three short campaigns he describes
 in this article. The report was so imlportant that we squeezed it in tiny type
 with only three photographs at the end of BA, XXIII.2. The article you are
 about to read contains much that is new and exciting; for that reason we
 have left a certain alolint of repetition of the 1960 article in place so that
 the entire picture can be painted. - EFC)

 The endeavors of the spade to unearth the building remains of Solo-
 mon, greatest builder among Israel's kings, are part of the enthralling web
 of the excavations in the Holy Land during the last seventy years. No doubt
 the crowning glory of Solomo1n's enterprises is the Temple he built in Jeru-
 salem, to which, understandably, whole chapters in the Bible are dedicated.
 David, who spent his life warring even beyond the borders of Israel, had
 no time to build fortified cities (which his offensive strategy in fact made

 unnecessary), let alone the Temple in Jerusalem. "You know that David my
 father could not build a house for the name of the Lord his God because of
 the warfare with which his enemies surrounded him, until the Lord put
 them under the soles of his feet" (I Kings 5:3).

 Despite the detailed descriptions of the Temple's plan, its measurements
 and its holy vessels, scholars for the past few centuries have struggled to
 reconstruct its plan and form, and their opinions differ to this day, mainly
 because we are unfamiliar vith some of the basic architectural terms. In-
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 Fig. 1. Airview of Megiddo from the southwest. The water shaft is in the foreground, with
 gallery 629 coming toward the viewer at the very bottom.
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 report of that campaign. It follows that the quarried water system was built
 at the end of Solomon's or Rehoboam's period, or - as seems to us more
 likely now - at the beginning of the Divided Monarchy. The dating of
 the water system is of paramount importance and for that reason we de-
 cided in 1966 to check our assupmtions by excavating. The method was
 simple enough: since it was obvious that the gallery had been dug into
 previous strata (a fact that was evident also from its walls, which, as prev-
 iously mentioned, were actually revetment walls, well finished where they
 faced the passage and roughly built towards the edges) we selected a square
 adjacent to the gallery on its south, and began to excavate it thoroughly.
 Our purpose was to determine the upper strata damaged through the gal-
 lery's quarrying. We were fortunate indeed. We succeeded in descending to
 stratum VIIA and discovering the whole array of strata familiar from other

 j S

 Fig. 17. Mason's mark on one of the cut blocks from gallery 629, identical with one of
 those used in Solomonic structures elsewhere at Megiddo.

 areas, and even in enriching the pottery repertoire of some. It became de-
 cidedly clear that the gallery's quarrying damaged both stratum VIA and
 VB (see Fig. 16). Thus the gallery was squeezed stratigraphically speaking,
 both when counting from top to bottom and when counting from bottom
 to top. It was built in stratum IVB just like the other palaces and Solomon's
 gate. Had we needed further proof for the attribution of the gallery to
 stratum IVB, we now had it by chance. Since the excavation of the gallery
 by the first excavators of Megiddo, some of its stones had come loose and
 fallen to the ground. On overturning one such stone we noticed that it bore
 a mason's mark (Fig. 17) identical with marks discovered in the stratum
 IVB structures and in secondary use in stratum IV. It follows that the shaft
 and tunnel are later than Solomon and must have been cut at the beginning
 of the 9th century, during the reign of Omri's house.

 Following the above finds, we succeeded in discovering also in Hazor
 a similar water system from the same period. In the 1967 campaign at
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 Megiddo we made several trial trenches outside the cave entrance in order
 to find out the history of its use through earlier periods. The dig was rather

 complicated and it is impossible to enumerate all its details here. It would
 suffice to state that we have sufficient proof that the cave and spring, together
 with the hewn steps leading to it from the outside and supporting and re-
 vetment walls, were used largely in the Middle Bronze II period.

 An Additional Water System

 While were were busy examining the Israelite strata, we decided to
 check an additional find of the earlier excavators. Under the city gates
 and related to the road leading towards them, a well built staircase was dis-
 covered, which seemed to have been roofed. The Megiddo excavators had
 not completed its excavation and in their report they suggest that these
 stairs may have been part of a "pedestrian" approach. That interpretation
 made no sense and seemed to apply modem problems to ancient times. It
 made more sense to assume that the staircase led to an additional source of

 water in the north, which may have been connected with the other spring
 of Megiddo discovered near the Jenin-Haifa road. To verify all this we had
 to dig at the bottom of the steps. To start with we removed the large earth
 dumps with the aid of mechanical equipment. After a few days we discov-
 ered the continuation of the stairs turning east at a right angle towards a
 well-plastered pool. It was clear, thus, that this was no entrance to the city
 but a descent from the city to the water. We did not complete our examin-
 ation in this spot and cannot therefore say with certainty whether the water
 source was a pool that was filled by canal from the spring or from some
 other reservoir. One thing was clear: we had encountered a second water
 system, approximately from Ahab's period, which may have served in times
 of peace, since it was located beyond the city's main fortifications.

 Conclusions

 Let us sum up the dates and character of the cities from the beginning
 of the Iron age. Stratum VIIA, the first Iron age stratum, can be clearly
 attributed to the period from Ramses III to Ramses VI on account of the
 objects which bear their respective names. Here it was that a considerable
 amount of early Philistine pottery was found, and one can assume that this
 city had a garrison of Sea people.

 The city erected on the ruins of VIIA was VIB, differing considerably
 from its predecessor; judging by its buildings and their style, it could not
 have been a sizable city. A large amount of middle-phase Philistine pottery
 was found here. This city's earliest possible date is 1150, and probably about
 1120. It did not last long and it most probably was destroyed in the first
 half of the 11th century. The most important town at Megiddo following
 the destruction of VIIA and preceding its reconstruction by Solomon was
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 Fig. 18. Staircase beneath the city gates and leading down the slope near the access roads,
 now shown to be part of water system probably from Ahab's time in the 9th century
 B.C.

 undoubtedly the city of stratum VIA. It was newly planned, and in var-
 ious places large and spacious structures were discovered. Noteworthy is
 also the density of the settlement at that time. All houses were built of
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 bricks on stone foundations. Finds here were particularly rich, among them
 lots of metal tools. Outstanding are the Philistine pots of the third, degen-
 erate phase. This city was demolished by a fire of which traces are visible
 all over. The thick layers of ashes, the burnt bricks and the profusion of
 pottery are so typical that it is impossible to mistake its identity in every
 area. T. Dothan, in her book on the Philistines, has proved conclusively that
 the culture of this stratum is comparable to that of Tell Qasile X in the
 second half of the 11th century. It is interesting to note that the earliest
 iron tools appear both in Tell Qasile and in Megiddo. There is no doubt
 that Megiddo VIA was a developed Canaanite-Philistine city typical of
 the Canaanite-Philistine culture of Saul's days, when the Philistines dom-
 inated all metal craft (I Sam. 13:19). This city was completely destroyed,
 probably by David, as suggested by a number of scholars, notably Mazar.
 It was followed by a tiny hamlet in VB, or at least by an open city devoid
 of wall and gate.

 We come now to city IVB-VA. With the new discoveries there seems
 no doubt that this was Solomon's city, not only because the Bible says spe-
 cifically that Solomon built Megiddo, but also because all the pottery and
 architectural evidence (the style of stone dressing and the building plans)
 point that way. No more are we confronted with a single fort, but with a
 metropolis with stately buildings of official and ceremonial character. This
 city is surrounded by a casemate wall with a gigantic gate of six chambers
 and two towers, and has a secret passage (the gallery) leading to the water
 spring. This passage is built in the same style as the other IVB structures
 and adds proof to the existence of a wall around the city. Similar to the
 Solomonic gate, the structures of this city, too, are the earliest to be built
 in the Phoenician style (with its typical margin dressing) widely adopted
 in Solomon's days according to the Bible. One might even assume that the
 southern palace was the residence of Solomon's governor (Ba'ana son of
 Ahilud; I Kings 4:12), while the northern (6000) Bit hilani type served
 ceremonial purposes and perhaps even for the king himself whenever he
 visited Megiddo. I have already mentioned that we found the palace floors
 strewn with many pots, mostly broken, which serves to testify to the enor-
 mous destruction of Megiddo in the days of Rehoboam, following Shishak's
 campaign. A fragment of a stele of this Pharaoh found on the tell during
 the earlier excavations confirms this decisively.

 The city that was built on top of the Solomonic ruins, was quite dif-
 ferent in character and plan. It was not just an administrative city but a
 chariot city (of up to 450 horses), well fortified, with a water system for
 times of siege, and of course a governor's residence (338). In this stratum
 (IV) some repairs are visible, and there seems no doubt that it was used

 1970, 3)  95
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 over a long period, reaching its height most probably in Ahab's days, as is
 hinted in an important inscription of Shalmaneser III. It seems that among
 the coalition forces fighting against him in the battle of Qarqar (853 B.C.)
 Ahab's chariot force (2000 chariots) was the biggest of the lot!

 But even before Ahab's days we know of chariotry in Israel. Zimri for
 example (I Kings 16:9) is called "commander of half his chariots;" it is
 possible that that "half" was based in Megiddo. I have already mentioned
 when discussing the gates that the beginning of the offsets/insets wall could

 be attributed to Jeroboam I or one of the kings that preceded the House
 of Omri. It is interesting to note that the Megiddo excavators tended to
 ascribe this city to Solomon because of the biblical reference to chariot cities

 built by him. On the other hand, it is mentioned nowhere that Megiddo,
 Hazor and Gezer were chariot cities. Another interesting fact is that neither
 in Hazor nor in Gezer were stables discovered in the Solomonic stratum
 (or for that matter in any other strata). Megiddo's greatness as a fortified
 city in Ahab's times must have continued - as with Hazor- until its
 destruction by Tiglath-Pileser in 733.

 During that long period, probably nearer its beginning, the four-cham-
 bered gate was built. A new city, quite different in plan, was built on the
 ruins of city IV, characterized mainly by several large buildings with a cen-
 tral court in the Assyrian style (as shown by I. Dunayevsky and R. Amiran).
 There seems to be no doubt that it must be attributed to the Assyrian con-
 quest, when Megiddo became an important military-administrative center,
 in which the two chambered-gate was built. City II was an open city, with
 a large fort built on top of the wall among its other features. Those who
 ascribe this stratum to Josiah may be right.

 Thus comes to an end the history of Israelite Megiddo and with it, this

 short survey. We hope soon to be able to publish the full report of our ex-
 cavations with plans and drawings of the pottery and other finds, so that
 all scholars can check our conclusions, criticize them, and, we hope, accept
 them. If as a result of our excavations we have deprived Solomon of his
 famous stables, we may console ourselves that we have returned to its glory
 his real city which was no less magnificent than the cities of the northern
 kings of Israel who ruled after him.
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