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commemorating this event.

ASSYRIAN AND BABYLONIAN HISTORICAL TEXTS

(c) From Broken Prisms
According to the broken Prism A

[Aziru, king] of Ashdod (lacuna) on acc

_mn_:m crime . .. ) from . .. Ahimit v .. EM %%%M Mm
3:.5. over [them ... 11 made (him) ruler, . | :._.vmﬁq
W  like (those of) the {former] kings, | imposed Euom

. LB. [But these] accursed [Hittites] conceived [th
idea] of not delivering the tribute and [started) N
chz_oa.umu_:ﬂ their ruler; they expelled him !
A_,wa-Sa.Sv a Onnn.wh comm[oner without claim ¢
the throne] to be king over them, they made sit aozo
[on the very throne] of his (former) master and Tr%
i ] their city o.m (or: for) the at{tack] (lacuna of w
nes) ... its neighborhood, a moat {they preparc 3
of a depth of 20+ x cubits -« . it (even) nomnrwa L
::&Qm:.u::m water, in order to. . . . Then [to] the ET.H.,
O Palestine (Pilitte), Judah (la.dedi), Bd[om). Moy
(and) those who live (on islands) and bring .:_.vc:.
[and] RSE.‘Q -gifts to my Jord Ashur—[he spread]
countless os_. lies to alienate (them) from Bw M:a_
_.mmwww m_n%”ovzwa Mm Pir'y, king of Musry—, voz“:,:m
fave them—and asked hj; 1y,

But I, Sargon, the rightful ruler, a%%."mo awﬂw” mw_w..
Nmﬂﬁ%%”“.?:ﬂ& _u% Nebo and Marduk Anm:v

. Vg the orders of Ashur, led my

mwmm Q”m M._%M__w. »m:m oﬁwm m:b—..mmwnm, at the peak of «rwmﬂw

, , as (if 1 i
%Rnw. however, their E.:M imovwv»% W:wﬂ.c:a. b
'S OWn power and (therefore did no /
.M MVSWMW@M%WE&N _,M._mn_.mrm? rnw_.a mvcc"ﬂ%“. Mﬂvmwomﬁw
ton (while I was still) far aw, e

> ay, and the
rw mwmw.n.wm my lord Ashur overwhelmed him apd

Nimrud Inscription, (8)

(Property of Sar
g 8gon, ctc.) the subdy ’
Judah (la-d-du) which is far away, nywmthon%nM_ Mw

Hamath, th : W
conally ¢ ruler of which—Iay bidi—he captured per-

' After his victory over Tay-bi‘di

at Qarqar, Sargon erecieq various stelae

SENNACHERIB - THE SIEGE OF JERUSALEM +« 10Q

ENNACHERIB (704-681): THE SIEGE OF JERUSALEM

rom the Prism of Sennacherib.

: In my third campaign I marched against Hatti. Luli,
ing of Sidon, whom the terror-inspiring glamor of my
rdship had overwhelmed, fled far overseas and per-
shed. The awe-inspiring splendor of the “Weapon”
f Ashur, my lord, overwhelmed his strong cities (such
s) Great Sidon, Little Sidon, Bit-Zitti, Zaribtu, Mahal-
iba, Ushu (i.c. the mainland settlement of Tyre), Akzib
and) Akko, (all) his fortress cities, walled (and
ell) provided with feed and water for his garrisons,
and they bowed in submission to my feet. I installed
Ethba‘al (Tuba'lu) upon the throne to be their king
and imposed upon him tribute (due) to me (as his)
overlord (to be paid) annually without interruption,
As to all the kings of Amurru—Menahem (Mi-in-
fi-im-mu) from Samsimuruna, Tuba'lu from Sidon,
Abdili'ti from Arvad, Urumilki from Byblos, Mitinti
from Ashdod, Buduili from Beth-Ammon, Kammusun-
adbi from Moab (and) Aiarammu from Edom, they
brought sumptuous gifts (igisé) and—fourfold—their
heavy tdmartu -presents to me and kissed my fect.
Sidqia, however, king of Ashkelon, who did not bow
to my yoke, I deported and sent to Assyria, his family-
gods, himself, his wife, his children, his brothers, all the
"male descendants of his family. I set Sharruludari, son
of Rukibtuy, their former king, over the inhabitants of
- Ashkelon and imposed upon him the payment of tribute
(and of) Katrd -presents (due) to me (as) overlord—
~and he (now) pulls the straps (of my yoke) |
In the continuation of my campaign I besieged Beth-
Dagon, Joppa, Banai-Barqa, Azury, cities belonging to
Sidqia who did not bow to my fcet quickly (enough);
I conquered (them) and carried their spoils away.
The officials, the patricians and the (common) people
of Ekron’~who had thrown Padi, their king, into
fetters (because he was) loyal to (his) solemn oath
(sworn) by the god Ashur, and had handed him over
to Hezcekiah, the Jew (Ha-za-gi-(i)a-4 *“la-d-da-ai)—
(and) he (Hezekiah) held him in prison, unlawfully,
as if he (Padi) be an enemy—had become afraid and had
called (for help) upon the kings of Egypt (Mus(u)ri)
(and) the bowmen, the chariot(-corps) and the cavalry
of the king of Ethiopia (Melupha), an army beyond

1 Note the social stratification indicated in this passage.

(i1 37—iii 49) ANET, 287.288

Fig. 102

Il Kings 18:21, 24
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1 Kings 18:15  city, together with 30 talents of gold, 800 talents of "

ASSYRIAN AND BABYLONIAN HISTORICAL TEXTS

counting—and they (actually) had come to their assist]
ance. In the plain of Eltekeh (Al-22-qu-4), their battly
lines were drawn up against me and they sharpenes
their weapons. Upon a trust(-inspiring) oracle (given)
by Ashur, my lord, I fought with them and inflicted
a defeat upon them. In the mélée of the battle, I persony
ally captured alive the Egyptian charioteers with the(ir}
princes and (also) the charioteers of the king of
Ethiopia. I besieged Eltekeh (and) Timnah (Ta-am
na-a), conquered (them) and carried their spoils away,
I assaulted Ekron and killed the officials and patriciang
who had committed the crime and hung their bodies
on poles surrounding the city. The (common) citizepy
who were guilty of minor crimes, I considered prisoners!
of war. The rest of them, those who were not »nnﬁo@m
of crimes and misbehavior, I released. I made Padiy
their king, come from Jerusalem (Ur-sa-di-im-mu) and;
set him as their lord on the throne, imposing upon;
him the tribute (due) to me (as) overlord. 3
As to Hezekiah, the Jew, he did not submit to Eww
yoke, I laid sicge to 46 of his strong citics, walled forts!
and to the countless small villages in their vicinity,
and conquered (them) by means of in:-mgv&m
(carth-)ramps, and battering-rams brought (thus) near?
(to the walls) (combined with) the attack by foot uorw
diers, (using) mines, breeches as well as sapper wark:?
I drove out (of them) 200,150 people, young and,
old, male and female, horses, mules, donkeys, camels;’
big and small cattle beyond counting, and considered’
(them) booty. Himself I made a prisoner in Jerusalem,
his royal residence, like a bird in a cage. I surrounded
him with carthwork in order to molest thase who were
leaving his city’s gate. His towns which I had plundered,
I took away from his country and gave them (over)
to Mitinti, king of Ashdod, Padi, king of Ekron, and’
Sillibel, king of Gaza. Thus I reduced his country, but:
I'still increased the tribute and the kasrd -presents (due)
to me (as his) overlord which I imposed (later) upon
him beyond the former tribute, to be delivered annually.":
Hezckiah himself, whom the terror-inspiring splendor
of my lordship had overwhelmed and whose irregular.
and elite troops which he had brought into Jerusalem,
his royal residence, in order to strengthen (it), had
deserted him, did send me, later, to Nincveh, my lordly:

ESARHADDON THE §
silver,. precious stoncs, u.amﬂo:ﬁ _\»_.mn Eﬂ of n.o%.
stone, couches (inlaid) with ivory, nimedu < w%m %w -
laid) with ivory, clephant-hides, nvoi.cﬁwo , >
wood (and) all kinds of valuable treasures, his (ow ")
daughtcrs, concubines, male and female Muﬂ.a_ﬁmam.m .
order to deliver the tribute and to do obcisance a
slave he sent his (personal) messenger. e
1 This refers probably lo stibnite, which Buunr_pas.nqﬂ W..nh“. nﬂn:- Mm m
eye paint (beside the cheaper and efficient subst! 3

icall
d and soot). Stibium in easily reduced and the msmg is sporadically
Hﬂ.—s.— in Mesopotamia since the Eno.mciﬂmn: period.

Epigraph from a relicf showing the conquest of Pnnr..:r.
Sennacherib, king of the world, king of Assyria, sat
upon a nimedu -throne and passed in review the booty
(taken) from Lachish (La-ki-su).

ESARHADDON (680-669): THE m<WO.m>meHHZ~>Z

CAMPAIGN .
From the Prism B. A< ms..l<.— nv

[ called up the kings of the country Hatti and (of the
region) on mrn om_n..m side of the river' (Euphurates) (to
wit): Ba'lu, king of Tyre, Manassch (Me-na-si), king
of Judah (Ia-#-di), Qaushgabri, king of Edom, Musuri,
king of Moab, Sil-Be}, king of Gaza, Metinti, king of
Ashkelon, Ikausu, king of Ekron, Z»:n._»mm.»vu.. king
of Byblos, Matanba'al, king of Arvad, Abiba’al, w.E.m o.m
Samsimuruna, Puduil, king of Beth-Ammon, Ahimilki,
king of Ashdod—12 kings from the scacoast;

Ekishtura, king of Edi'il (ldalion), wm—vmﬁ.w (Py-
thagoras), king of Kitrusi (Chytros), Kisu, king of
Sillu'ua (Soli), Iruandar, king of Pappa Awuurouv, Erisu,
king of Silli, Damasu, king of Kur AOE.EBY Atmesu,
king of Tamesi, Damusi, king of Qarti-hadasti (Car-
thage), Unasagusy, king of Lidir (Ledra), Bususy, king
of Nuria,—10 kings from Cyprus (lednana) amidst the

sca, .
together 22 kings of Hatti, the scashore and the is-
lands; all these 1 sent out and made them transport
under terrible difficulties, to Z.5n<.nr. the town (where
I exercise) my rulership, as building material for my
palace: big logs, long beams (and) thin boards from
cedar and pine trees, products of the Sirara and Lebanon

<=C|1>_..Nm.-.—.z.->z CAMPAIGN - 201
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1 Kings 18:14
I Kings 19:8

ANET, 291

11 Chron. 33:11
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The Two-~
Campaign

he Assyrian monarch Sennacherib’s military
campaign against King Hezekiah of Judah
is one of the best-documented and most
discussed events in the history of ancient Israel.
The late-eighth-century B.C.E. encounter
is reported in both Kings (2 Kings 18:13-

e 19:37) and Chronicles (2 Chronicles 32:1-
23). It is likely the backdrop for several propheric teach-
ings (for cxamplc, Isaiah  1:4-9, 22:1-14; Micah
1:10-16). In addition, we have a derailed cuneiform account
of the campaign in the annals of Sennacherib (his third
campaign).! We even have a relief from Sennacherib’s
palace in Nineveh depicting his conquest of Lachish,? a
visual account complemented by archaeological finds from
the site south of Jerusalem.?

One might think that with this wealth of data. schol-
ars would have arrived at a satisfactory reconsrruction of
the course of events, the bartles and their
results. Bur scholars have not reached a
consensus because of the conrtradictions
in the Biblical and Assyrian accounts regard-
ing the outcome of the campaign.

According 1o the Bible, Sennacherib

Theory

withdrew after his army was decimared

Makes No by Yahweh’s angel (2 Kings 19:35), while

Sense Sennachenib’s annals claim that Hezekiah

MORDECHAI surrendered and paid the Assyrian king
COGAN an extremely large tribute.

For close to a century and a half, schol-
ars have debated these conflicting
accounts. Several historians have sug-

gested a novel way to resolve this contradiction: They
surmise that the reports relare to two separate campaigns:
one in 701 B.C.E., in which Sennacherib emerged as
victor and collected a large tribute from Hezekiah as the
price for his remaining in office; and a second campaign
sometime after 688 B.C.E., in which Sennacherib suf-
fered a major setback in the land of Judah.

In a recent article in BAR, William Shea, a scholar
of ancient Near Eastern studies, sought to defend this

two-campaign theory.® On closer examination, how-
ever, it is indefensible.

Unfortunately, the Assvrian annals from 689 B.C.E.
until Sennacherib’s assassination in 681 B.C.E. have
not survived—or at least they have not vet been found,
if indeed any were written. Since Assvrian sources can-
not confirm a second campaign in Judah, some scholars,
including Shea, have sought support in Egyprtian
sources. In 2 Kings 19:9 the Egyptian pharaoh Taharqa
is said to have engaged the Assyrian army in the Judahite
Shephelah.* Since Taharqa did not ascend the
throne until 690 B.C.E.. the Biblical report, it has
been argued, must refer to an Assyrian military cam-
paign in Judah after 690 B.C.E. Supporters of the
two-campaign theory contend that this was a mili-
tary campaign led by Sennacherib sometime before
his assassination in 681 B.C.E.—a campaign nort specif-
ically menrtioned in the Bible.

A recently published fragment of a stela records Tahargas

victory over an enemyv whose name is missing. All we

“Witliam H. Shea.
December 1999.

**“Shephelah” is the Hebrew term ror the foothills berween the coastal
plain and the Judean highland. See Harold Bsodsky, “The Shephelah—
Guardian of Tudea,” Bible Review. Winter 1987.

“Jerusalern  Under Stege.” BAR. November/

THE SIEGE OF LACHISH. Assyrian soldiers attack the
walled city of Lachish in this seventh-century B.C.E. relief
from the walls of Sennacherib’s palace in Nineveh. The
assault pictured here was not included in the stories of the
Judahite battles described in Sennacherib’s annals, a
cuneiform account of his military campaigns, but the clash
against Jerusalem was. The artack described in the annals
can be dated to 701 B.C.E. The Bible recounts the Assyrian
assault; yer the Biblical text seems to tell two stories, one of
Jerusalem’s surrender to Assyria and the other of a
miraculous deliverance of the city. Some scholars believe this
indicates two separate attacks on Judah, in 701 B.C.E. and
688 B.C.E.; Mordechai Cogan, author of the accompanying
article, counters that the Biblical accounts were written by
different authors at different times. The second story, he
claims, was simply an embellishment by a faithful writer
who believed that Jerusalem was saved by God’s haad.
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Tae BisLicar Hccount of Sennncaerip’'s HITACK

The Biblical text is one key to
understanding whether the
Assyrians attacked ferusalem once
or twice. In the accompanying
article, author Mordechai Cogan
suggests that the account in 2
Kings consists of three units. The
first is a straightforward account
of Assyria’s conquest of Judah's
Jortified cities and of the tribute
Judal's King Hezekiah was forced
to pay. In the second unit, an
Assyrian official, the rabshakeh,
tells the people of Jerusalem that
resistance will prove fruitless. The
third unit, seen by some scholars
as describing a later attack,
relates that Jerusalem was spared
destruction when an angel slew
185,000 Assyrian soldiers in one
night. Cogan, however, argues
that the third unit refers to the
same attack as the first unit but
was written by a later author
who attributed Jerusalem’s
survival to God'’s miraculous
intervention.

Unir 1 (2 Kings 18:13-16):

In the fourteenth year of King
Hezekiah, King Sennacherib of
Assyria came up against all the
fortified cities of Judah and
captured them. King Hezekiah of
Judah sent to the king of Assyria
at Lachish, saying, “I have done
wrong; withdraw from me;
whatever you impose on me I
will bear.” The king of Assyria
demanded of King Hezekiah of
Judah three hundred talents of
silver and thirty talents of gold.
Hezekiah gave him all the silver
that was found in the house of
the Lord and in the treasuries of
the king’s house. At that time
Hezekiah stripped the gold from
the doors of the temple of the
Lord, and from the doorposts
that King Hezekiah of Judah had
overlaid and gave it to the king
of Assyria.

Selections from Unir 2

(2 Kings 18:17-19:94,36-37):

The Rabshakeh said to them: “Say
to Hezekiah: Thus says the great
king, the king of Assyria: On what
do you base this confidence of
yours? Do you think that mere
words are strategy and power for
war? On whom do you now rely,
that you have rebelled against me?
See, you are relying now on Egypt,
that broken reed of a staff, which
will pierce the hand of anyone
who leans on it. Such is Pharach
king of Egypt to all who rely on
him. But if you say to me, “We
rely on the Lord our God,’ is it
not he whose high places and
altars Hezekiah has removed, say-
ing 1o Judah and Jerusalem, ‘You
shall worship before this alear in
Jerusalem™ ... Is it without the
Lord that I have come up against
this place to destroy i? The Lord
said to me, Go up against this
land, and destroy it.” ... “Do not
listen to Hezekiah; for thus says
the king of Assyria: ‘Make your
peace with me and come out to
me; then every one of you will eat
from your own vine and your own
fig tree, and drink water from your
own cistern, until I come and take
you away to a land like your own
land, a land of grain and wine, a
land of bread and vineyards, a land
of olive oil and honey, that you
may live and not die. Do not listen
to Hezekiah when he misleads you
by saying, The Lord will deliver
us.”” ... Isaiah said to them, “Say
to your master, “Thus says the
Lord: Do not be afraid because of
the words that you have heard,
with which the servants of the
king of Assyria have reviled me. [
myself will put a spirit in him, so
that he shall hear a rameor and
return to his own land; T will
cause him to fall by the sword in
his own land.”” ... Then King
Sennacherib of Assyria left, went

home, and lived at Nineveh. As he
was worshiping in the house of
his god Nisroch, his sons Adram-
melech and Sharezer killed him
with the sword, and they escaped
into the land of Ararat. His son
Esar-haddon succeeded him.

Selections from Unit 3

@ Kings 19:96-35):

[Sennacherib] sent messengers
again to Hezeldah, saying, “Thus
shall you speak to King Hezekiah
of Judah: Do not let your God on
whom you rely deceive you by
promising that Jerusalem will not
be given into the hand of the king
of Assyria. See, you have heard
what the kings of Assyria have
done to all lands, destroying them
utterly. Shall you be delivered?
Have the gods of the nations
delivered them, the nadons that
my predecessors destroyed ... 2"
Hezekiah received the letter from
the hand of the messengers and
read it; then Hezekiah went up to
the house of the Lord and spread
it before the Lord. And Hezekiah
prayed before the Lord ... Then
Isaiah son of Amoz sent to
Hezekiah, saying, “Thus says the
Lord, the God of Israel: | have
heard your prayer to me about
King Sennacherib of Assyria ...
Therefore thus says the Lord con-
cerning the king of Assyria: He
shall not come into this city, shoot
an arrow there, come before it
with a shield, or cast up a siege-
ramp against it. By the way that
he came, by the same he shall
return; he shall not come into this
city, says the Lord. For 1 will
defend this city to save it, for my
own sake and for the sake of my
servant David.” That very night
the angel of the Lord set out and
struck down one hundred eighty-
five thousand in the camp of the
Assyrians; when morning dawned,
they were all dead bodies.
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know is that the defeated enemy possessed cattle,
engaged in the production of honey, and was resettled
by the Egyptian pharaoh in villages. In his publication
of the text, Egyprologist Donald Redford of Pennsyl-
vania State University compares a number of phrases in
the new fragment to passages in other documents from
Taharqga's reign and proposes idendifying the enemy as
“some Libyan group” that, as other texts indicate, was
defeated and impressed into the king’s service.>
In his BAR article, Shea asserts that this new text
“provides Egyptian evidence in support of the two-cam-
paign theory.” His claim that the defeared enemy was
Sennacherib, however, looks like an 2 priori assump-
{ tion made in search of evidence to support the two-
campaign theory rather than an objective effort to inter-
pret the new text. The Taharqa stela tells us that the
defeated enemy forces arrived with their families and
possessions to be taken captive to Egypr. It is ludicrous
to imagine the mighty Assyrian army marching in defeat
to the coastal plain of Israel with the soldiers' families
and possessions in tow! Whoever Taharqa defeared, it
was certainly not the Assyrian army of Sennacherib.

Rather than reaching for straws to resolve the his-
torical quandary, it is best to interpret the Biblical text
as recounting a single campaign of Sennacherib waged
in 701 B.C.E. A critical evaluation of some elements
of the Biblical record shows them to be late and leg-
endary; therefore, this account cannot be accepred as

- evidence. But the most damning judgment of the two-
campaign theory is that it is simply impossible given
the widely accepred history of the seventh century B.C.E.
- We begin with the Biblical rexts.®

As is widely acknowledged, the account in Second
Kings of Sennacherib’s invasion of Judah draws on a
number of sources, distinguished by their style and
themes.” The Deuteronomistic author* arranged his mate-
rial so that it might convey a didactic message. This
sometimes required that he abandon strict chronolog-
ical arrangement.®

Three literary units are detectable in 2 Kings 18:13-
19:37 (see box at left):

Unit 1 (2 Kings 18:13-16): This is a chronicle-like
report of Sennacherib’s invasion of Judah, the capture
of Judal's fortified cities, Hezekiah's surrender and the
payment of a heavy tribute to Sennacherib. The details
of that payment (verse 16) may have been copied from

. a Temple source.
Unit 2 (2 Kings 18:17-19:92,36-37): This describes
: negotiations regarding Hezekiah’s possible surrender. The
: Assyrian rabshakeh, the head of a high-level delegartion,
faces his Judahite counterparts. The rabshakeh raises
the following points: (a) Egypt, a “splintered reed staff,”
on whom Hezekiah has been relying, cannot be
counted on for serious help, and the weak Judahite
army by iwelf is no match for the superior host of

*Most scholars believe that one school of authars was rezf)onsible for
most of Deuteronormy and for Joshua, Judges, Samuel and Kings.
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SennACHERTD DORASTS OF
His Conouests i Jupat

The Assyrian account of the campaign against Judah
agrees in many respects with the version in the Bible.
In his royal annals, Sennacherib describes a string of
military victories from Phoenicia to Egypts border, and
he boasts of his attacks against 46 fortified cities in
Judah. He also lists the riches that he was able 1o
extract from King Hezekiah. Interestingly, though
Sennacherib writes that he trapped Hezekiah in
Jerusalem “like a bird in a cage,” he never claims to
have defeated him outright.

In my third campaign, I marched against Hatui.
The awesome splendor of my lordship overwhelmed
Lulli, king of Sidon, and he fled overseas and
disappeared forever. The terrifying nature of the
weapon of (the god) Ashur overwheimed his strong
cities ...

As for Hezekiah, the Judaean, who had not
submitted to my yoke, I besieged forry-six of his
fortified walled cities and surrounding small towns,
which were without number. Using packed-down
ramps and by applying battering rams, infantry
attacks by mines, breeches and siege machines, 1
conquered (them). I took out 200,150 people, young
and old, male and female, horses, mules, donkeys,
camels, cattle and sheep, without number, and
counted them as spoil. Himself [Hezekiah), I locked
him up within Jerusalem, his royal city, like a bird
in a cage. I surrounded him with earthworks, and
made it unthinkable for him to exit by the city gate.
His cities which I had despoiled, I cut off from his
land and gave them to Mitind, king of Ashdod,
Padi, king of Ekron and Silli-bel, king of Gaza, and
thus diminished his land. I imposed upon him in
addition to the former tribute, yearly payment of
dues and gifts for my lordship.

He, Hezekiah, was overwhelmed by the awesome
splendor of my lordship, and he sent me after my
departure to Nineveh, my royal city, his elite troops
and his best soldiers, which he had brought into
Jerusalem as reinforcements, with 30 talents of gold,
800 talents of silver, choice antimony ... countless
trappings and implements of war, together with his
daughters, his palace women, his male and female
singers. He (also) dispatched his personal messenger
to deliver the tribute and to do obeisance.

—From the annals of Sennacherib, king of Assyria
(705-681 B.C.E.), translated from the Rassam Prism, in
Mordechai Cogan and Hayim Tadmor, 11 Kings, Anchor
Bible Series (New York: Doubleday, 1988), pp. 337-339.
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Unit 3 (2 Kings 19:9b-35):
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kiah is overwrought by these
demands and turns to the propher

Isaiah to intercede with Yahweh on his behalf,
Isaiah offers a word of comfort and encouragement:
Sennacherib will withdraw and return home, and there
he will be felled by divine will. In the end, Sennacherib
returns to Nineveh, where he is assassinated by two of
his sons.

EGYPTIAN EVIDENCE? Ascending the throne of Egypt
in 690 B.C.E., Pharach Taharqa (right) is central to the
scholarly debate over the number of Assytian military
campaigns against Jerusalem. According to 2 Kings 19:9,
Taharqa was pharaoh during the siege. The Egyptian stela
fragmenr above describes a major battle between Taharqa's
forces and an enemy whose name is now missing; it has
been claimed that the stela refers to a victorious campaign
against Assyrian forces in the foothills of Judah. The battle
took place after Taharqa rosc to power and thus cannot
have been part of Sennacheribs 701 B.C.E. campaign. This
would prove that the Assyrians attacked Judah a second
time, in 688 B.C.E., and lost the fight. But Taharqa’s stela
describes the unnamed enemy marching in defeat to Egypt
with their families, cattle and other possessions; author
Cogan writes that it is inconceivable that this refers to
Sennacheribs mighty army, which would have never
burdened itself in that manner during a military campaign.
Indeed, one leading Egyptologist believes Taharqa's enemy
was a group from Libya. Taharqa’s stela, Cogan concludes,
does not support the two-campaign theory.
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Hezekiah’s God is as power-
less as the gods of the nations
that Assyria has already con-

quered. Hezekiah hurries 1o

the Temple to pray for
deliverance, emphasizing
Sennacherib’s  blasphemy

against Yahweh. Isaiah
appears and, in a lengthy
poetic  prophecy (2
Kings 19:21-34), scoffs
at the arrogance of the
Assyrian  king, who
claims to have conquered the

wortld from the Nile Valley to the northern forests by
his own might, forgetting the true ruler of all.

Though three years of hard tmes will follow the Assyrian

onslaught, Isaiah prophecies, in the end Jerusalem and

the Davidic king will be saved because they enjoy

Yahweh's protection. That very night, 185,000

Assyrian soldiers are slaughtered by an angel of the

Lord.

Although some have
argued  that  these
three units come
from a single wrizer
who witnessed the
events and
that they
should be
read as a
contnuous
report, this
approach
requires
considerable
interpolation.
For exam-
ple,  the
gap found
between 2
Kings 18:16
and 18:17—berween
the surrender of Hezekiah in verse 16 and the appear-
ance before Jerusalem of the rabshakeh demanding
surrender in verse 17—may be bridged only by assum-
ing that Sennacherib had a change of heart and rejected
Hezekiah's offer of tribute and now demanded the cigy’s
total surrender, or that he had resumed hostilities for
some other reason. To suppose this was originally one
continuous narrative also requires dismissing the styl-
istic differences of each unit of the story.

Before suggesting how the Biblical text can be
accounted for, let us return to evaluate the cuneiform

7 '-'M‘i’iéof%

aO

JURAGEN LIEPE

BIBLICAL ARCHAEOLOGY REVIEW




inscription of Sennacherib.

The account in Sennacheribs annals was composed
about half a year after the end of the campaign—in other
words, some time in 700 B.C.E.—as the date in the
colophon of the version known as the Rassam cylinder
indicates.? The annals describe, in literary, nonchrono-
logical sequence, the reconquest of the rebel states in the
west, from Phoenicia down to Philistia and along Egypts
border. According to the annals, western rulers either fled
before the power of Assyrias army (as did Luli, king of
Sidon), surrendered without a fight (like the kings of
Transjordan) or suffered humiliating defeat (like the kings
of the Philistine cities). The Assyrian army turned back
an Egyptian auxiliary force that had come to aid the
rebels and took some of its men and equipment as spoils.
The annals treat Sennacheribs operations
in che kingdom of Judah separately
from those in other areas of combat.
The Assyrian annal writer devoted a
large amount of space to describing
these operations, which points to the
imporance he artached to Judahs posi-
tion in the western coalition against
Assyria. Most likely, Hezekiah was
the driving force behind the upris-
ing. And although Hezekiah was not
removed from the throne after his
submission, as was so often the case
with defeated monarchs, the annals
clearly state that he was forced to sur-
render and to pay a vast uibute to
Sennacherib. Moreover, territory in
the Shephelah was divided among the
Philistine  city-states  loval w0
Sennacherib. !0

Can this Assyrian report and the
three Biblical traditions refer to a sin-
gle campaign? Nothing really prevents
us from such a conclusion. We need
only consider the perspectives of the
various accounts in order to appre-
ciate that we are dealing with the
testimonies of diverse witnesses.

The Assyrian annals and Unit 1
in the Bible are in basic agreement:
Sennacherib brought Hezckiah to
his knees; Hezekiah rendered tribute
to Sennacherib and thus was permitted
to retain his throne.

Unit 2 of the Biblical account cen-
ters on one particular episode—the speech made by the
head of the Assyrian delegation, the rabshakeh, and the
impression it made on those who heard his striking rhetoric.
This episode reflects the realities of political negotiations
that were part of Assyrian foreign policy. But this account
cannot have been set down in writing before 680 B.C.E.,
the year of Sennacheribs assassination, because the con-

JANUARY/FEBRUARY 2001

SENNACHERIB’S STORY. Dating to 689 B.C.E., this day
prism contains 2 detailed description of Sennacherib’s eight
campaigns, including the one conducted against Judah and its
neighbors in 701 B.C.E. The cuneiform inscription tells of
the siege of Jerusalem and the tribute paid by King Hezekiah
of Judah; in this, it matches quite closely the Biblical account in
2 Kings 18:13-16. Scholars who believe Sennacherib artacked
Jerusalem twice say other annals, now missing, could include a
description of a second siege, but, Cogan notes. the history of
the seventh century B.C.E. makes that extremely unlikely.
Assyria ruled the Near East for almost the entire century: If
Sennacherib had failed in a second attack on Jerusalem, there
would have to have been a third campaign to re-establish
Assyrian rule in Judah. No such campaign is known.

cuding factual details concern the identity of
Sennacherib’s murderers and their place of refuge. The
reference to Taharqa as “king of Egypt”

in this unit is an anachronistic desig-
nation employed by a writer after
Taharga’s rise to the throne in 690.*
Unit 3 is the latest of the Biblical
testimonies. [n this prophetic narra-
tive, Hezekiah is portrayed as a
pious king who prays to Yahweh in
the Temple. He has no need for the
intercession of a prophet. Isaiah is
Yahweh’s messenger; he delivers a
promise of punishment for the
proud and arrogant Assvrian king.
A reference to the Assyrian conquest
of Egypt, which occurred nearly
three decades after Sennacherib’s
campaign and which was led by his
successor Esarhaddon and, later, by
Ashurbanipal, indicates thac Isatah's
original prophecy has been embel-
lished by later updating. The legendary
ending of the Biblical passage—the
decimation of the Assyrian army
that brought about the salvation of
Jerusalem, Yahweh’s city, and of
Hezekiah, the scion of David—
probably developed in the circle of
the faithful who understood that
something miraculous had
occurred vears before. Whereas so
many of the major cities in the
ancient Near Fast had been hum-
bled by the might of Assyria, Jerusalem

ODVIIHD 30 ALISYHIAINOD 'JLALILSNI TVINIHO

continues on page 69

*Egypuologist Kenneth Kitchen compares this to modern anachronis-
tic reporting that “Queen Elizabeth was born in 1926.” See “Late-Egyptian
Chronology and the Hebrew Monarchy.” journal of the Ancient Near
Eastern Sociery of Columbia Universizy 5 (1973), pp. 225-231.

Keep Reading s:wcxiof ourrelated articles onour
Web site: www.biblicalarchaeology.org
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MEIR LUBETSKI

277 ome two years ago, Harvard
" professor Frank Moore Cross
published an article in BAR
% that described for the first
4 time an extraordinary lump of
Ve’ clay.® Known as a bulla, the
clay was impressed with a seal belonging
to King Hezekiah, who ruled Judah from
c. 727-698 B.C.E. It was Hezekiah who
saved Jerusalem from a siege by the
Assyrian monarch Sennacherib by forti-
fying and expanding the city’s walls and
by building the tunnel that still bears his
name to ensure a steady supply of
water.”™ And it was he who instdtuted a
major religious reform in which he
sought to centralize worship in Solomon’s
Temple in Jerusalem, eliminating the
shrines and sacred pillars in outying
areas of the country, by then divided into

*Frank Moore Cross, “King Hezekiah's Seal Bears
Phoenician Imagery,” BAR, March/April 1999.

**See William Shea, “Jerusalem Under Siege.” BAR,
November/December 1999 and Mordecai éog:ln,
“Sennacherib’s Siege of Jerusalem.” BAR,
January/February 2001.

the northern kingdom of Israel and the
southern kingdom of Judah. Indeed. as
we shall see, Hezekiah even wanted 10
reunite the country again, as in the days
of David and Solomon.

The inscription on the seal, written
in the kind of Hebrew lerrers used
before the Babylonian Exile, reads,
according to Cross:

/e onenraRny (bzgyiw bz
ikl yhdh)

(Belonging] to Hezekiah [son of]
"Ahaz, king of /Judah

The seal, as impressed in the bulla, is
extraordinary not only because it belonged
to a well-known Judahite king, burt also
because it is iconic; that is, in addition
to the Hebrew inscription, it shows a
picture; in this case a carving of a two-
winged beetle pushing a ball of mud
or dung.

Whart in the world is a two-winged
dung beetle doing on a seal of a Hebrew
king? Its appearance, especially on a royal

seal, begs for interpretation. Cross asso-
ciates it with Phoenician iconography.
The importance of the marter is reflected
in the tide of his article: “King Hezekiah’s
Seal Bears Phoenician Imagery.”

The question is indeed important, as
I shall explain, bur I believe Cross gave
the wrong answer. The image is a direct
borrowing from Egyptian iconography
and can be understood as an adapration
by the grear Judahite king to advance
his own national agenda.

Cross recognizes that the iconography
of the dung beetle (also called a scarab)
originated in Egypt. But it was appro-
priated by the Phoenicians, along with
much other Egyptian art, as is widely
accepted. Thus many Phoenician seals
are scarab-shaped and we find many
Egyptian motifs, including the dung
beetle, in Phoenician decorative art. From
the ninth century B.C.E. on, Egyptian
symbols became widespread in Phoenicia
as earlier local traditions receded and
were forsaken.!
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PHOENICIAN OR EGYPTIAN! The seal
of Hezekiah, king of Judah from ¢. 727 two
698 B.C.E., left its mark in this bulla—

a small lump of wer clay used to secure a
document. It reads. according to Meir
Lubetski, author of the accompanying
article, “Judah, Belonging to Hezekiah, son
of Ahaz, King!” Hezekiah and Ahaz are the
only kings of Judah whase seal impressions
have been recovered. At center a two-winged
beetle, or scarab, pushes a tiny ball of
dung. Why did Hezekiah pick a scarab o
represent himself: Two years ago in BAR,
Frank Moore Cross argued thar the Egyptian-
style imagery came to Judah by way of
Phoenicia. Lubetski believes instead that
the imagery came directly from Egypt and
that Hezekiah used this beetle in an effort
to align himself with the pharaoh.

But this does not answer the question
as to whether Hezekiah got it from the
Phoenicians or more directly-—from the
Egyptians. In my view. the fact that the
beetle symbol appears in both Phoenicia
and Judah does not mean char che lat-
ter imitated Phoenicia, but rather thar
each independently developed its own

JULYAUGUST 2001

&

distinguishing features based on the orig-
inal source—Egypt. Transient Egyptian
craftsmen transmitted their versatile skills
in the arts and crafts over wide areas simul-
taneously in Phoenician and Judahite cir-
cles.* Consequently, Hebrew artisans not
only emulated Phoenico-Egyptian art,
but also copied Egyptian art directy.’

Forrunately, there are enough unique
sevlistic detatls to allow us to derermine
whether the decoration on Hezekiah's seal
represents a borrowing from a Phoenictan
adapration of an originally Egyptian icon
or a direct borrowing from Egyptian
prototypes. As one leading Egyptologist
has observed, “The style of the artifact
determines whether it is Egyptan or
perhaps a Phoenician imitation of the
[Egyptian] original.™

Beetles were a popular mortif in ancient
art and were depicted in several ways,
including wingless, two-winged and four-
winged. In the case of Hezekiah’s bulla.
the seal cutter fashioned a two-winged
scarab, based on the Egyptian prototype.

Ubject
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Egyptian artists produced only two-
winged beetles.> Phoenicia, in its adapta-
tion of this Egyptian modif, developed the
four-winged variery.® The four-winged
beetle of Phoenicia, however, is not com-
parable to the two-winged beetle of
Egypt.”

The predecessor of the winged becte
in Egyptian iconography and imagery was
the winged sun-disk. Known as the
Great Winged Disk. its literal meaning
in Egyptian (py wr) is the “Great Flier.”®
It is closely linked to Horus, god of the
horizon, who is portraved as a falcon.

Eminent Egyprologists explain the sym-
bol of the winged sun-disk as an artistic
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expression of the Egyptian
kingdom united under div-
ine providence; the two wings
represent Upper and Lower
Egypt® As early as the
Vih dynasty (c. 2498-2345
B.C.E)), the image of the
winged  sun-disk  was
accompanied by the phrase
nfr ntr nb t2 wy, “beauci-
ful deity, ruler of the
Two Lands [Egypt]."m
- The winged sun-
disk also represented
the pharach as Horus
incarnate, hovering over
the two halves of Egypt.!! In some
instances, the winged sun-disk s
defended by the two uraei (snakes), each
of which faces a wing and often also wears
a crown of either Upper or Lower
Egvpt.!* In later Egyptian imagery, Horus
is often represented as a winged beede,
as in this inscripton on the Prolemaic-
era Edfu Temple to Horus:
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“You are the youth that emerged as
the doer of beneficent acts,

Who served as the beetle who renews
the birth of royal crowns.”!

When the beetle, or scarab, as it is often
called, replaces the sun-disk, a ball car-
ried by the beetle represents the daily
rising solar ball that the sun god rolls

ASSYRIA

Babyione

DIVINE BEETLE. Revered throughout
Egyptian history, scarabs decorated amulets,
jewelry and seals since the Old Kingdom
(2686-2181 B.C.E.). Examples include a
pectoral (opposite), jewelry often placed on
the chest of a mummy, made of lapis lazuli
and other semiprecious stones and recovered
from the 14th-century B.C.E. tomb of
Tutankhamun and a gold anklet (left) from
the XXIst dynasty (1069-945 B.C.E.).
Scarabs were associated in Egypt with the
sun god and with creation because they were
believed to push their balls of dung—from
which young were thought to emerge with-
out need of a mother—from east to west, as
the sun moves.

from east to west. The name Hprr, or
Khopri, designates the young sun god in
the morning. The deity appears in a bee-
tle guise and his chief actribute is “to
become” or “to come into existence.”"?
The amalgam fused the sense of the sun’s
daily renewal with the perception of the
scarab’s constant rebirth to form the
Egyptian concept of life and life after
death.!® The nwvo wings—presumably the
falcon Horus's wings—symbolized the
pharaoh’s dominion over both Upper and
Lower Egypt.

What, then, did Hezekiah wish to con-
vey by selecting an Egyptian symbol for
his seal? His message becomes evident
when seen in the political context of
his reign. Shortly after his reign began
(c. 727 B.C.E), the northern kingdom
of Israel fell to the Assyrians (in 721
B.C.E.). The remainder of his reign (unil
¢. 698 B.C.E.) was marked by his unre-
lenting efforts to entice the remaining
Israelites who fled from the north to join
forces with him in order to restore the
unified kingdom (2 Chronicles 30:1, 6-
11, 18, 25; 31:1, 5-6).7” To a cercain
extent he succeeded in re-establishing some
of the grandeur of King Solomon’s time
(2 Chronicles 30:26). He earned the
respect of his neighbors (2 Chronicles
32:23) and became one of the leading
forces in the rebellion against Assyria.
His polidical alliance with the Egyptian
Cushite dynasty demonstrated a daring
challenge to Assyrian hegemony in the
region and also reflected his direct ties
with Egypt.'®

Isaiah, propher and confidante of
Hezekiah, often alludes to Egyptian cul-
wral ideology in his oracles.!” He even
refers to Egyprt as “land of the beetle with
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wings” (Isaiah 18:1).%° Much material con-
firms mutual conracts between the peo-
ple of Judah and Egypt.”!

Against this backdrop. I believe thar
Hezekiah consciously chose the Egyptian
design, laden with symbolic content, to
promote his own lofty ambitions. He bor-
rowed the beetle icon from his southwestern
neighbor and ally to convey the concept
of permanence. The ball the beetle pushes
represents the rejuvenation of the king-
dom; the ser of wings signifies the uni-
fication of the north and south of the
Land of Israel under a scion of the House
of David, just as they characterized the
union of Upper and Lower Egypt under
the pharach.?> The seal. then, expressed
the desire for the political renaissance of
a united Israel. It harmonized perfectly
with Hezekiah’s fervent hopes for an cter-
nally united kingdom.

In this way, the scarab was stripped of
its Egyptian religious iconography and
instead donned the mantle of a national
banner. The double-winged beetle symbol
unfurled the flag of Judah's official policy

and as such it was adopted as a kind of

5
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coat of arms. One scholar has recently
characterized the two-winged scarab motif
in Judah as “a royal emblem.”??

The idea is reinforced when the seal
is read exactly as written. Even though
Cross correctly deciphered the ancient
Hebrew words, he did not present them
in the order they appear on the seal. A
perusal of Nahman Avigad’s Corpus of
Wesr Semitic Stamp Seals shows that the
seal cutters engraved inscriptions in one
of three ways: either from top to bot-
tom, usually with dividers between the
words, clockwise around the icon or on
both sides of the icon. This seal does
not follow any of these patterns. Is it
flawed or deliberate? Srylistically, it
combines two patterns, reading from top
to bottom beginning with a single word
on the top and continuing on the lower
half with a phrase written in semicircle
rather than straight across. The single
word, yhdh. Judah, is separated from the

rest of the inscription by the body of
the beetle and is embraced by its two
wings. Conceptually it has a unique mes-
sage. The name of the country is promi-
nently placed, signaling its renewed sta-
tus. The borrom phrase identfies the owner,
“belonging to Hezekiah {son of] Ahaz
king.” The last word affirms Hezekiah as
ruler. Accordingly, the inscription should
be read as follows:

Judah/Belonging to Hezekiah, son of
Ahaz, King!

Nort only does the bottom part pro-
vide patronymic details, but it also pro-
claims regency. Hezckiah, whose father
was a vassal of Assyria; proudly features
the name of his strengthened country
after he had vanquished the Philistines
(2 Kings 18:8) and emphasizes his ele-
vated position as an independent king
following the rebellion against Senna-
cherib, king of Assyria (2 Kings 18:7).

While we are not accustorned to the
novel ending “king” on seal impressions,
it was not unusual in Egypt. A common
titular address of an Egypdan ruler was

LY




pr b wd” snb nb, or. Pharaoh, life,
prosperity. health. Lord! **
This meant: Pharaoh, mav he live and
prosper and enjoy good health, the king!
To recurn to the question of why a
Judahite king would employ Egyptian
imagery, we saw that the insignia had

THE FOUR-WINGED SCARAB on this
bowl, owned by London-based antiquities
collector Shlomo Moussaieff, identifies it as
coming from Phoenicia. not Egypt. according
to Frank Cross in an earlier BAR article.
Phoenicia is the home of the four-winged bee-
tle; almost no two-winged scarabs appear
there. And of 61 storage jar handles found in
Jerusalem in Hezekiah's cra stamped linelekh,
“belonging to the king,” only one shows a
four-winged scarab. To Lubetski this suggests
that Hezekiah was far more influenced by
Egyptian culrure than by Phoenician. Lubetski
believes that Hezekiah used Egyptian imagery
because he wished to align himself with Egypt
in the face of the Assytian threat from the
north. Luberski further suggests that Hezekiah
was drawn to Egyptian imagery because of his
political aspirarions: Just as the Upper and
Lower kingdoms of Egypt were united under
one pharaoh. so Hezekiah hoped one day to
reunite his southern kingdom of Judah with
the northern kingdom of Israel. which had
been conquered by Assiria in 711 B.CE.

political significance. But, besides its
Egypuian-inspired symbolism. did it incor-
porate any Judaic values? Did the seal cut-
ter choose a pattern for the beetle’s wings
at random or did he deliberately select
a particular modf? The beetle’s wings could
have been portraved in one of three ways:
a horizonwal position, ripped down or
tpped up. The artist chose neither the
hieroglvphic ideogram of the beete with
wings in a horizontal form™* nor the image
of the double-winged solar disk with
down-turned wingtips *° thar he might have
seen on the seal of Pharaoh Taharqa. the
polirical contemporary of Hezekiah.w
These two depictions are consonant wich
the Egvpuian view of a divine pharaoh who
hovers over the Two Lands. The Egvptian
artist, therefore, presents a roval god
incarnate in the ruler, sheltering, with his
wings, his subjects below him. In con-
trast, Hezekiahs roval seal cureer chose the
third model. a beetle whose double wings
are upswept, as in the image ot the
anthropomorphic sun god Khopri.=® He
picked a design thar suited his kings reli-
gious beliets: The Judahire king did not

view himself as a deirv but rather as a

human who gazed aloft to the God in
heaven for deliverance,™”

Hezekiah was succeeded by his son
Manasseh. A seal inscribed " [belonging!
to Manasseh son of the king” mav be
Manassehs seal before he ascended to
the throne.”® The seal. like Hezekiah’.
also bears a depiction of a two-winged
beetle with a ball between its forelegs.”!
In chis way, the message of the icon
and its svmbolism was passed on to an
additional generation.

Manasseh's name itself figures in the
case [ am building. Hezekiah did not chose
a name for his son containing a Judaic
theophoric element, like YW (yo-) or YH
{~yal) or YHNX" (-yahn). all signifving
the personal name of the Israclie God
YHWH. as was so common among the
kings of Israel and Judah (examples
include Yotham ioften spelled Jotham]
and even Hezekiah icself [Hizgivahu and
Hizgivah in Hebrew}). Instead he chose
a name thar originated on Egvptian soil.
Manasseh was the name Joseph gave to
his own firstborn—trom his "Egvpeian
wite, daughter of the priest of *On”
(Genesis 41:30-31). hence a grandson
to an Egyprian 72 or priest. Personal names
are rarely repeated in the Hebrew Bible,
but the king who renewed his interest
in Judah's southwestern neighbor chose
to revive a name for his only son and
heir to the throne that evoked an asso-
ciation with Egvpt. Small wonder that
the roval insignia of father and son carry
an Egyprian beetle emblem rooted in that
countrv's tradition. Even the grandson
of King Hezekiah carries an Egyprian
name, ‘Amon, which is reminiscent of
the Egvptian deity "Imn. For 80 years.
then, Judean kings of three generations
were influenced by Egypr.

It is worth noting that a number of
other Hebrew seals of Hezekiah's era
display Egvptian motifs that would hardly
have come from Phoenicia. For example.
one seal displays a winged sphinx,
wearing a kilt and double crown of
Upper and Lower Egypt. In front of the
sphinx is a large ankh.?* Another seal dis-
plavs a very Egypuan-looking winged
sun-disk.”* Another seal with a Hebrew
inscription  includes the bust of the
Egyptian lion-headed goddess Sekhmer.**
And of course the two-winged beetle
appears several times.>
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LIONS, SPHINXES AND SCARABS,

OH MY! The surviving half of a seal of
Pharoah Taharqa, Hezekiah's ally, shows at
top a portion of a winged sun-disk, a wraens
{snake) and, below, the cobra goddess
Wadjit--all symbols of Egyptian royalty. Note
the downward-pointing wing to the right of
the sun-disk, a detail not followed by
Hexckiah on his own seal. Also shown here
are several of the dozens of seals from Judah
with Hebrew inscriptions and Egyptian
motifs: Hezekiah's son Manasseh, named
after the son bom 1o the Biblical Joseph by
his Egyptian wife, carried on his facher’s
tradition by having a scarab on his seal (rop,
right); some scholars, however, have quest-
ioned this seal’s auchenticity. A seal belonging
to Hanna (middle, left) bears an ankh, the
Egyptian symbol of life, in front of 2 sphinx
wearing the crown of Egype, and the seal of
Shebnayahu, servant of King Uzziah of
Judah, Hezekiah's grandfather. displays two
winged sun-disks (middle, right). At bottom,
a seal (left) and its impression (right) fearure
the Egyptian lion goddess, Sekhmet, 2 rare
case where we have the seal iwself and not
only its impression.

Egyptian motifs later would fall out of
favor in Judah; Hezekiah's great-grandson
Josiah aligned himself with Babylonia, the
new rising power to the north, and died in
battle trying to block the Egyptian army.
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Cross implies that the two-winged
beetle on Hezekiah's seal reflects a reli-
gious view: “There appears to have been
a tendency to solarize Yahweh in Judah
in the eighth century [B.C.E.] and later,”
he tells us. But this would surely not be
true of Hezekiah. His allegiance solely
to the God of Israel was unquestioned:
“He trusted only in the Lord God of
Israel. There was none like him among
all the kings of Judah after him, nor
among those before him” (2 Kings 18:5).
It was Hezekiah who instituted a reli-
gious reform that centralized worship in
Jerusalem, abolishing outlying shrines
and smashing the sacred masseboth
(standing stones) (2 Kings 18:4). It is
unthinkable that Hezekiah had Egyptian
theology in mind when he commissioned
this seal.

To interpret Hezekiahs seal Cross
draws on the late fifth- or fourth-century
B.C.E. prophet Malachi to support his
view that the two-winged beetle, like the
winged sun-disk, imparts a religious sig-
nificance. For Cross, the winged sun-disk
is “a symbol of the deity bringing salva-
rion,” like the winged scarab pushing a

@
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ball of dung, which in his view signifies the
ever-renewing movemnent of the sun. Cross
invokes the words of Malachi:

“For you who revere my Name, the sun
of righteousness shall rise with healing in its
wings” (Malachi 3:20 in the Hebrew Bible).: 36

Reliance on Malachi, in my view, is inape,
to say the least. In the first place, the wings
on Hezekiah’s seal are artached to a scarab,
not to a sun-disk. Malachi’s poetic oracle men-
tions only the sun in conjunction with
wings, not with a beede. Moreover. a pro-
phet of the fifth-fourth cenrury B.C.E. is an
implausible source from which ro decode
eighth-sevench century B.C.E. iconography.
If che analogy suggested by the propher had
been drawn from a source ourtside ancient
Israel, Malachi would have chosen motifs from

art and religion of the dominant culture of

the time: DPersia. Indeed, we do have exam-
ples of the Persian deinv -\hur:l Mazda rising
from a winged sun- ~disk.” Such decorations
were \\1dcsprc.1d during the reign of the
Persian kings and even reached Thebes. the
cradle of sun worship.™ Surelv Malachi's
mertaphor has no connection to the winged
beetle on Hezekiah's seal.

Cross is correct that beetle iconography
disappears from Judah relatively earh:* His
reasons seem to me inaccurate, however.

Cross reasons that the religious reforms of

the Judahire king Josizh in the late seventh
century B.C.E. were more rigorous and
uncompromising in their aniconic {withour
images) thrust than those of Hezekiah.
indeed. che break with the past during
Josiah's reign was uncompromising, but fig-
urative art on scals was not necessarily
directly affected by his religious reforms. As
one prominent expert on ancient seals has
remarked, "It seems impossible 1o understand
the growing tendency of aniconism displaved
by late Judean private seals as the result of a
direct implementarion of the biblical vero on
cultic images.”* Instead. the waning of the
beetle as a roval emblem as well as the decline
in use of Egyptian pictorial designs on offi-
cial (and privare) seals was intentional—the
result of a shift in Judahite foreign policy.
Josiah had a complerely different political ori-
entation than Hezekiah. Instead of aligning
himself with Egypt, Josiah saw the rising Baby-
lonian empire as the dominating force of the
furure.*! He wisely sought to distance him-
self and his countrv from Egypr. His fore-
sight was justified, as later events showed.
Unforrunately, Josiah was killed in a barde
at Megiddo that sought to block the Egypt-
ian army from marching to northern Syria.
Once Josiah fell, the dream of a reborn
Solomonic kingdom, nuctured by his great-
grandfather Hezekiah, was laid to rest. In these
circumstances. the Egyptian svmbol of a

rwo-winged beetle was not only unappeal-
ing: it was also quite politically incorrect. g

This article is dedicated to tie memory of Cyrus
H. Gordon. my teacher, with whom I dis-
cussed this bulla. A [deceased] scholar, in whose
name a tradition is reported in this world, his
lips mave gently in the grave”

Talmud. Yebamorh 97a).
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Gardiner. "Horus.” p. +9.

2*Winged Sun-disk.” in Wiedemann, p. 5. fig.
4. See also Richard H. Wilkinson. "The Sphinx
Stela of Thutmose IV in Giza.” in his Symbel und
Magic in Egyprian Are (London: Thames and Hud-
son. 1994}, pp. 152-153, lllus. 100. Usually. the sun
aod has only one uraeus for his protection. See also
Gardiner, "Horus.” p. 48, n.2. p. 30, fig. 3.

“Gardiner. "Horus.” p. 33. See also Eman and Grapow.
Wortenduch, 1.178 no. 11 and 16179 no, 22

"The guote 15 tound in Gardiner. "Horus.” p. 33.

U Gardiner. Egyprian Grammar, 3rd ed. (London:
Oxford Univ. Press. 1973), p- 38+ Also. E.A. Wallis
Budge. The Eqyprazn Book m the Dead UNew York: Dover.
19679, cis-x. p. 246 n.2. For an explanadon of hpr
the verb, fiprr the dung b;u ¢. and Horr the divine.
see Faulkner. A Concrse Dicrionars. pp. 188-18%: See
also Daphne Ben-Tor, The Scara as a Moror of Ancrent
Egyprian Cuiziere Jerusalem: bsrael Museum. 1989),
p. 9 [Hebrew]. For the idea of the sun god appearing
in more than one aspect in Egvpuan religion, see Siegfried
Morenz. Egyperan Religion (lthaca: C Sornell Univ. Press.

1992), pp. 142-143. The various names of the sun god
are listed in George Hare, Egyprian Myths (Austn: Univ.
of Texas. 1990}, p. 45

1 Giveon explains the relationship beoween the sun
¢od and the dung beetle in Egypsian Scarabs From West-
ern Asia From the Collecrions of the British Museum
(Freiburg: University Press, 1985), p. 9.

UHezekiah is described as a king with impeccable
behavior by the Chronicler. For a discussion of the zim
of the Chronicler, sec David N. Freedman., “The
Chronicler's Purpose.” Catholic Biblical Quarrerly 23

{1961), pp. 436442 and Isaac Kalimi. The Book of
Chronicles  Historical  Writing and  Literary - Devices
(Jerusalem: Bialik Institwee, 2000, p. 31 {Hebrew]. For
an explanacion of the dncrgmg accountss of Kings and
Chronicles see M. Breuer, “Jorar ha-Teudor shel baal
Shaagar Aneh,” Megading 2 (1986). pp. 9-22 [Hcbrew].

1%2 Kings 18:21. 19:9; Isaiah 36:6, 37:9,17-22. The
weakness of the Egyptian ally, however. is Jernonstrated
by his failure to send help to Hezekiah, who was under
siege in his capital. See Douglas J. Brenner and Emily

BIBLICAL ARCHAEOLOGY REVIEW




Teeter, Egvprind she Egyprians (New York: Cambridge
Univ. Press. 1999), p. 3U. Compare Antony Spalinger.
"The Concept ot Monarchy During che  Saire
Epoch—aAn Essav of Svnthesis.” Orientalia 47 (1978).
p. 24. See ulso Hayvim Angel. "Ditkering Portrayals
of Hezekials Righteousness: Narratives and Prophe-

ctes.” Nacinaleh: Yeshiva Univ Jorrnal for the Swudy of

Bible 11999). pp. 1-13. For Egyprian tes, see pp. 3
and 8.

Wudeans during the time of Hezekiah were aware
of Egvptian culture and svmbols. See Sarah lseaelic-
Groil. “The Egypuian Background to Isaah 12:18.7
in Meir Lubetski et .. eds.. Bowndaries of the
Ancient Near Evstern World: A Tribure 1o Clrus H.
Gordon (Sherfield. England:  Sheffield  Academic
Press. 1998}, pp. 300-303: Meir Luberski and Claire
Gortleib. “Isaizh 18 The Egyptian Nexus.” cAucrent
Liraelire Religion.. pp. 304-384: Kenneth A, Kitchen,
“Late Egyptian Chronology and the Hebrew Monar-
che” Jowrsal of Ancient Near Ewtern Studies 5
(1973, pp. 223-233: Currid, Aneient Egypr. pp. 229-
246; Donald B. Redford. Egwpr. Caraan and Israel
o Ancrens Tmes (Princeton: Princeton Univ, Press.
19923, p. 351,

“"This is my translacion. published in Luberski ec al..
Boundaries. See dso Lubetskn. “ksaiah 18:1: Egvptian
Beetlemania,” in ferene Sewaties 0 a New Europe: Pro-
ceedings of the Firtly Congress of Jewtsh Studies i Copen-
hagen 1994 wnaer the Awpices of the European Asovr-
arion for fewnh Seudres  Copenhagen: C.A Reitzel
Publishers and the Roval Librarv, 19981, pp. 312320,

“ilubetski. Jewid Stuaies pp. 518-320.

“2A successtul struggle tor the reumfication of Upper
and Lower Egepr under one monarch takes place toward
the end of the sevenrh century B.C.E. See the rele-
vant Egqyprian sources in limes H. Breasted. ed.. Ancrerr
Recoras or Ezpe IV (Chicage: Univ. of Chicago Tress.
1906y, pp. 432454, Nefergara Shabako. the Nubun
pharaoh of the X\XVth dvnasty who unitied Upper and
Lower Eqpr. commemorated his achievements on a
scarabs see |, Yovortes, "Platdover pour Pauthenucicd
de scarabee historique de Shabako.” Bibfica 37.4 11950,
pp. 437476, Possiblv Hezekiah emulated Shabako
by symbolizing his attempred uminication or Isracl
and Judah with a scarab seal.

Roberr Deutsch. Mewages From the Past 1 Tel Aviv:
Archaeological Center Pubiications. 19991 p. 31 It i
important o menton the cubw bronze wetght 1 the
British Museum WATT9=33 on which 1 ovo-wingad
scarab is portraved and is thought to be the roval wm-
bol of che Kings of Judah. Curts and Reade. A ona
Emprre. p. 195 Yigal Yadin aready suggested in 1965
that che symbol of the tour-winged beetle served us
the roval insignia of che Judean monarchy: "A Note
on the Nimrud Bronze Bowls.” Ererz-lirael, 8:0 and
n. 1 and 2. He passed away betore the information
about the nwo-winged beeties appeared.

“Gardiner. £grpian Grammar. p. 75, n. 1. Fur-
ther evidence of this stvle. where an inscription sur-
rounds an icon and the pnrase ends with 2 roval
ride, can be found as follows: & scarab from the
period of the New Kingdem found in Tell o Ajjut
reads fpr-r ugr af A’ ar prenomen iche name borne
by the king beore his ascension to the throne of
Tuthmosis [T1. “beautiful god. ruler.” fi.c.. the king).
See Giveon. Ezyprian Scarabs from Western Asia, p.
100, no. 116 L. 976. Similarly. a scarab tound in
Gezer in the New Kingdom period has the follow-
ing inscription: smn-hprwe-r- mr Thet 126, prenomen
of Tuthmosis 1V “beloved of the god Thot, Lord.”
Giveon. Egsprran Suvaos. p. 124, no. 47, 104909,
Sce also bulla 84527 and 84884 of Shabako. king
of the XXVth dynasty. ¢ 716-695 B.C.E.. in
Giveon, Egyptian Scarabs, p. 166, Likewise. inscrip-
tions on Amun-Re scarabs end with the word. 16,
Lord; Giveon. £gvprian Scarabs, p. 44, no. 65 L. 612
p. 52, no. 90 L. 672 and many more.

2% Erman and Grapow, Warenbeuch, p. 179, no. 22,

*Gardiner. “Horus,” pp. 23-60. plate VI, nos, 2.3.4.

TSee Max E.L. Mallowan. Nimrud and s Remains,
vol. 2 {London: Collins. 1966}, p. 399, tig. 583. For
additional scarab objects belonging to the Egypuan
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Saite penod see pp. 437-41 4720 and p. 045 0, V0.

“¥See Wiedemann. Reiigron, p. 31

**Did the vision of the cherubim’s wings that spread
upsard in the Tabernadle tExodus 25:23, 2 Rings 6:27)
play a role in the design of the wings: Note the view
of the rabbis in the Babvlonian Talmud. Swuékais 36,
For illustrations of cherub wings trom the ninth cen-
tury: B.C.E. see Elie Borowski, "Cherubim: Gods
Throne:™ BAR. July/August 1993, pp. 361

#Some have suggested that the seal is a torgery. As
Avigad noted. the problem is  that Manasseh
ascended the throne when he was just 12 vears old.
Would he have had 1 seal betore chen? He may have
had property of his own despite his voung age or
the seal conld hove been used by the custodian of
his properny. See Avigad. “The Contributun of
Hebrew Seals w0 the Understanding of Israelite Reli-
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“Wiiller. dnctent Lraeitre Religion, pp. 200 and 202-
203.

“Avigad. Corpas no. 3”

“Avigad. Corprs. no. 3

“See Robert Deutsen and Michael Helezer, New
Epigraphic Evidence frarm the Biblical Period (Tel Aviv:
Archaeological Center Publication. 1993, p. 59,(no.
o3 18}).

FDeutsch and Hedtzen New Epigrapine Evidence.
p. 61 (no. 04 [9)) and p. 63 [11].

“The cranslation is quored from the article in BAR.
Cross cites the verse s 4:2. which is based on the
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Their Culture on Israel...

The Assyrians Impressed

The Babylonians Left No Trace

THE ASSYRIANS AND BABYLONIANS BOTH RAVAGED
large parts of ancient Isracl, vet the archacological evidence from the
aftermath of their respective conquests tells two very different sto-
ries. Why?

In 721 B.C.E., the Assyrians brought an end to the northern king-
dom of Israel. A litdle more than a century later, the Assyrians them-
selves suffered defeatr at the hands of the Babylonians, who became
the world’s new superpower. The Babylonians were no less bent on
mayhem and destruction than the Assyrians had been: In 586 B.C.E.,
they burnt Jerusalem and destroyed the Temple, bringing an end to
the southern kingdom of Judah and 400 years of Davidic rule.

As destroyers, the Assyrians and Babylonians had much in common.
But the periods thar followed their conquests could not be less alike.

EPHRAIM STERN

45




RENY
I

Y. ¢ Al L e

oy 4
"

. i N N B 1

iy il ,

. A oy

E S ol il L .

el fffu{',*luli,; il
Ty B ADSaRE

T TN NN B

ASSYRIAN ARCHERS mount an attack on
kron, one of the cities in the Philistine
Yentapolis, in this drawing of a wall relief
tom the palace of Sargon II, at Khorsabad
ancient Dur-Sharrukin). Sargon II, who
uled Assyria from 721 to 705 B.C.E., cap-
ured Ekron in 712 B.C.E., a decade after
is predecessor, Shalmaneser V, conquered
he city of Samaria—an event that marked
he end of the northern kingdom of Israel.
Known for the brutality of their military
:ampaigns, the Assyrians blazed a path of
lestruction through much of Palestine in
he eighth century B.C.E. Many of the
ities they conquered, however, the Assyr-
ans later rebuilt. They also established an
idministrative presence in Palestine that is
learly reflected in the archaeological record.
By contrast, archaeologists have found
dmost no evidence of a Babylonian occu-
sation of Palestine. Following their own
:onquest of the region in the late seventh
od early sixth centuries B.C.E., the Baby-
onians left much of Palestine in ruins and
nade lintle effore either to rebuild or to
wersee the cities they had destroyed.
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While the Assyrians left a clear imprint of
their presence in Palestine, there is a strange
gap after the Babylonian destruction. Call
it an archacological gap, if you wish.

The savage Babvlonian destruction of
Jerusalem is well documented both in
the Bible (in the books of Jeremiah and
Lamentations) and in the archaeologi-
cal record. When Nebuchadnezzar first
placed the city under siege in 597
B.C.E., the city quickly capirulated,
thereby avoiding a general destruction.
But in response to a revolt by Judahs
King Zedekiah, Nebuchadnezzar dis-
patched an army that, after an 18-
month siege, captured and destroyed the
city in 586 B.C.E. (see box, p. 48). The
evidence of this destruction is widely con-
firmed in Jerusalem excavations.*

On his first swing through Judah,
Nebuchadnezzar had destroyed much of
Philistia-—Ekron, Tel Batash, Tell Jemmeh,

*See Hershel Shanks, “Excavating in the Shadow of
the Temple Mount,” BAR, November/December 1986;
Benjamin Mazar, “Excavations Near Temple Mounrt Reveal
Splendors of Herodian Jerusalem.” BAR, July/August
1980; Suzanne F. Singer. “Found in Jerusalem: Remains
of the Babylonian Siege,” BAR, March 1976; Nitza

Rosovsky, “A Thousand Years of History in Jerusalem’s
Jewish Quarter,” BAR, May/June 1992,
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Rugeish and Tel Sera’. Particularly devas-
tated was Ashkelon, which the Babylonians
sacked in 604 B.C.E.**

Similar evidence of Babylonian des-
truction can be found throughour the Beer-
sheba Valley, in the Aravah (the valley south
of the Dead Sea) and in the Jordan River
valley. From south to north, we can trace
the effects of Babylonian might—ar Tell
el-Kheleifeh on the coast of the Red Sea,
at Ein Gedi on the shore of the Dead
Sea, and further north ar Dan, the source
of the Jordan River. The same is true in
excavations at major northern sites—
Hazor; Megiddo, overlooking the Jezreel
Valley; and Dor, on the Mediterranean
coast—and in central Judah, where, in addi-
tion to Jerusalem, we may look at Ramat
Rahel and Lachish, among other sites.

But the strange thing is that above the
remains left by these destructions, we find
no evidence of occupation undl the
Persian period, which began in about 538
B.C.E. For roughly half a century—from
604 B.C.E. to 538 B.C.E.—there is a
complete gap in evidence suggesting

**See Lawrence E. Stager, “The Fury of Babylon,”
BAR, January/February 1996.
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occupation. In all thar time. not a sin-
gle town destroved by the Babvlonians
was resertled.! This is true even of the
old Assyrian fortresses along the Way of
the Sea (the Via Maris); thev were reoc-
cupied only in the Persian period. as shown
by the recendy excavated fort at Rishon
le-Zion.”

The only indications of a Babylonian
presence in Palestine are the massive
destruction levels the Babvlonians left
behind. These are indeed impressive, but
there is nothing above them that can be
attributed to the Babylonian period.

The Babvlonian destruction of the
major harbor towns along the Palestinian
coast also ended the previously intensive
import of Greek ceramics into the country.
As scholar Saul Weinberg has lamented.
“We are left with a gap of almost a cen-
tuny- tor which we have so little imported
Greek pottery thar ir is of no help just
when it is most needed. ™

The Babylonian period is characterized
bv other notable absences as well. From
the period berween 604 and 538 B.C.E..
for example, not a single document con-
nected with the imperial Babyvionian
administration of Palestine has been
found. The Babvlonian remains consist only
of a few dozen Neo-Babvlonian seals and
seal impressions, some of which are
imports and some of which are locally man-
ufactured imitadons. Bur even a superfi-
cial examination of the stratigraphic con-
texts of these objects shows that some dare
to the late seventh and very early sixth
centuries B.C.E. (essentially betore the
Babylonian destruction), while the major-
itv date to the Persian period. Very few
can be safely actributed to the Babylonian
period itself.?

Archacologists have recovered three
Babylonian cuneiform tablets in Palestine.
Two of these tablets—one from Mikhmoret
on the Sharon coast and the other from
Buseireh in Edom—might have provided
evidence for the renewal of international
trade along two major highways, but they
are dated to the Persian period rather than
the Babylonian period.” Only the third
tabler, a dedicatory inscription from Tell
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en-Nasbeh in Benjamin, mav perhaps
belong to the Babvlonian period. buc
even it comes from a doubtful context.
Orher evidence of international trade is
entirelv lacking.

True. a huge inscribed Babvlonian rock
reliet has recently been rraced above the
Edomite citv of Sela. which lies cast of
the Jordan on the Kings' Highway (the
ancient route leading trom Mesoporamia
to Arabia. Palestine and Egvpr). Burt the
text is a memortal Inscription attrib-
uted to the last Babvionian monarch,
Nabunaid. Inscribed during one of his
campaigns in this area, it has nothing
to do wich the Babvlonian administra-
tion of the country.®

Now jet us compare this with the sit-
uation after the Assyrian conquest. The
Assvrian period lasted 75 vears—trom
about 713 B.C.E.. when Samaria was occu-
pied in the norch, to 640 B.C.E.. when
the Assvrians reureated from their estates
in Palestine. This is only slighdy longer
than the Babvionian period. which lasted
abour 63 vears.

Atter cheir conquest, the Assvrians
established several provinces in Palestine.
Four stone memorial stelae erected by
Assvrian kings have been recovered at
Samaria. Ashdod (see photo. below). Ben-
Shemen and Kakun. and  Assvrian
administrative tablets in cuneiform have
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SIGNS OF BABYLONIAN DESTRUCTION
have been found ar sires ranging from the
extreme north to the far south of Palestine
‘see map. above). On top of these remains.
however, excavartons have revealed very
little that would indicate an ongoing
Babyvlonian presence in the region.

The Assyrians. on the other hand, left
much evidence pointing to their occupation
of Palestine. The fragment shown here. for
example. is from an Assyrian memorial
stela. Inscribed
in wedge-shaped
cuneiform script.
the fragment
was recovered
from the Philis-
tine city of
Ashdod. which
the Assyrian
king Sargon II
conquered in
711 B.CE.
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been found ar Sepphoris, Tell Keisan,
Samaria, Gezer and Hadid. In addition,
archaeologists can study the Lamasheu
tabler* that was discovered in the vicinity
of Lachish.? Excavations have uncovered
Assyrian structures at Aveleth ha-Shahar,
Gezer, Tell Jemmeh, Tel Sera’, Tel Haror
and elsewhere, and we have already men-
tioned the line of fortresses that the
Assyrians established along the Via Maris.
Palestine also witnessed the construction
of Assyrian-style gates and fortifications,
even as the local four-room house was
replaced by the Mesopotamian open-court
house (see photo and plan, opposite).” The

“In Mesopotamian mythology, Lamashtu was a female
demon who attacked newborn children and caused
pregnanr women to miscarry. Lamashtu amulets and

plaques conuined incantations 1o ward off the
demon’s evil deeds.

Assvrians also influenced the region’s bur-
ial customs, as demonstrated by the clay
coftins found at sites in all the territories
of northern Israel under direct Assyrian con-
trol. These sites include Dor. Megiddo, Tell
el-Qitaf, Dothan, Samaria, Tell el-Far'ah
(north) and, recently, Jezreel.!?

Assvrian palace ware (sce photos, p. 51)
and its local imitations are common fea-
tures of excavations in northern Israel, as
are Assyrian reliefs. stone vessels,'! metal
artifacts and imported seals, some of
them inscribed with official ades. More-
over. glypdc art in Palestine, which had
previously been based on Phoenician-
Israclite archetipes. appears to have been
revolutionized by Assyrian glypric styles.!”

In short, the archaeological record
points to an enormous difference
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ASSYRIAN INFLUENCE on the culture of
Palestine is shown by the remains of
buildings with an open-court design {photo
at left). As the plan below indicates, open-
court buildings had a large central court-
vard (highlighted in two of the buildings
on the plan), around which several smaller
rooms were arranged. This design was
common in Mesopotamia long before the
Assvrians conquered Israel, but it dees not
appear in Palestine until the late eighth
cenwury B.C.E., when the Assyrians started
rebuilding many of the towns they had
easlier destroved. As new construction went
forward. the open-court design replaced the
four-room building plan that had previously
been favored in Israel and Phoenicia.

The remains shown in the photograph
are from Hazor, about 10 miles north of
the Sea of Galilee. while the drawing below
is of Megiddo. After the Assyrians rebuilt
Megiddo. they made it the capital of an
imperial province comprising Galilee and
the Jezreel Valley. Although the open-court
structure became common in areas directly
under Assvrian control (Israel, Philistia and
parts of Phoenicia), the familiar Iscaelite
and Phoenician four-room design
continued to be in use in
Judah—which the
Assyrians did not
conquer—up to
the time of the
Babylonian
conquest.
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BENEATH A CRESCENT MOON, an
Assyrian king holds up an offering bowl o
the radiant figure of the god Assur. who
raises both of his hands as a sign of
blessing (at right). The image is from an
Assyrian stamp seal (at left in the photo),
shown here beside a modern impression
made by pressing the seal into wet clay.

Archaeologists discovered the seal in a
residential section of Dor. an Israelite and
Phoenician coastal city located about 12
miles south of modern Haifa. Destroved by
the Assyrians in 733 B.C.E., Dor. like
Megiddo, was soon rebuilt. Thereafter. it
became the administrative center of an
Assyrian province that included the Carmel
and Sharon coasts.

The cylinder seal below. also found at
Dor and also shown with a modern clav
impression. depicts a king doing bartle with
two horned griffins—a common Assyrian
ornamental motif. Palm
trees bracket the scene.
which also includes two
incense altars. one on each
stde of the king. Like the
stamp seal, the cvlinder seal
may have been used by
Assvrian officials in the
course of their adminis-
trative duties at Dor.

berween the period following the Babyv-
lonian conquest and the period follow-
ing the Assyrian conquest. But how can
we account for this difference? Clearly
it is nor a resulr of chance. On the con-
trary, the difference is atrributable 1o a
difference in the policies of the two
empires. While the Assvrians at first
adopted a policy of destruction and
deportation, this policy was soon almost
entirelv reversed. The Assvrians rebuilt
almost every destroved town. sending in

large numbers of new people from other
lands. on a scale seldom seen in the long
history of Palestine. Indeed. this is a phe-
nomenon still awaiting proper study. The
rebuilding of Megiddo, Dor, Dothan and
many other towns completely changed
the character of the desolared country.
The Babvlonians. by contrast. did noth-
ing 1o reverse the damage inflicted during
their inital phase of domination, when.
in addidon o destroving, burning and loot-
ing all the sertlements they occupied. ther
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also systematically deported those inhab-
itants of the region whom they did not
kill. Unlike their Assyrian counterparts,
the Babylonian authorities never built any-
thing. Moreover, their destruction of the
country's major harbor towns along the
Mediterranean coast ruined internacional
trade relations and left the economic sit-
uation of the rest of the country, includ-
ing the previous Assyrian provinces, in
shambles. As a result, the people in the
region were reduced to poverty.

It is interesting that in archaeological
parlance there is no cleatly defined
period called “Babylonian.” Indeed, the
Babylonian gap is implied by the time
charts typically found in Bible handbooks:
The destruction of Judah is followed by
the Persian period, when, following the
eclipse of the Babylonians by the com-
paratively benign Persians, the Jewish exiles
were permirted to return to Palestine.

1 do not mean to imply that the coun-
try was uninhabited during the period
between the Babylonian destruction and
the Persian period. There were undoubt-
edly some setlements, but the popula-
tion was very small. Many towns and vil-
lages were either completely or party
destroyed. The rest were barely functioning.
International trade virtually ceased. Only
two regions appear to have been spared
this fare—the northern part of Judah (the
region of Benjamin) and probably the land

NOVEMBER/DECEMBER 2040

RELICS OF A CONQUEST. These pottery vessels
belong to a class of artifacts known as Assyrian
palace ware, so named because many such vessels
have been recovered from palaces excavated at the

ancient Assyrian capitals of Nimrud, Nineveh and
Khorsabad. The two pieces shown here were
discovered at Dor, in Palestine, but their shapes
are typical of pottery found at various Assyrian
sites. Undecorated and composed of a whirtish,
well-levigated
(smoothed) clay,
Assyrian-style
palace ware has been

unearthed in numerous
excavations in northern
Israel. Especially common
are bowls like the one
shown at right, identifiable by
their carination, their distinctive keel-
shaped botrom.

of Ammon. although the latter region
awaits further investigation. ™
The rest of Palestine was largely barren.8

'For an archacological survey of the period. see Saul S.
Weinberg, “Post-Exilic Palestine: An Archaeological
Repont,” The Israel Academy of Sciences and Humaniries
Proceedings 4 (1969), pp. 78-97.

*On the stratigraphy of all these sites. see Ephraim
Swern, ed., The New Encyclopedia of Archacological
Excavations in the Holy Land (NEAEHL), 4 vols.
(Jerusalem: Israel Exploranon Sodery. 1993): on the Rishon
le-Zion fort, see Samuel R. Wolff. “Archacology in Israel.”
American Journal of Archaeology 100 (1996), p. 744.

*Weinberg, “Post-Exilic Palestine.” p. 13.

3PW. Dajani. “A Neo-Babylonian Seal from Amman.”
Annual of the Department of Ansiguiries of Jordan (ADA/)
6-7 (1962), pp. 124-125; Stemn, The Material Culture
of the Land of the Bible in the Persian Period. 538-332
B.CE (Warmnster. UK: Ans & Phillips, 1982), pp.
196-197, “Assynan and Babylonian Elements in the
Material Culture of Palestine in the Persian Period,”
Transeuphratene 7 (1994), pp. 51-62; Tallay Ornan,
Observations over the Glypric Finds in rael and Jordan:
Assyrian, Babylonian and Achaemenian Cylinder-Seals
from the First Half of the First Millennium B.C.E MA
thesis (Hebrew), (Jerusalem: Hebrew University, 1990);
Nahman Avigad and Benjarnin Sass. Corpus of West Semnisic
Stamp Seals ( Jerusalem: Isracl Academy of Sciences and
Humaniries, Isracl Exploration Sociery and the [nstituce
of Archaeology, Hebrew Universiny, 1997).

9 Stern, NEAEHL, vol. 3, p. 1044: Stephanie M. Dalley,
“The Cuneiform Tabler from Tawilan,” in Crystal M.
Bennet and Piowr Bienkowski, Excavations ar Tawilan
in Southern Jordan (Oxtord: Oxford Univ. Press, 1995),
pp- 67-68.

6Dalley and A. Goguel, “The Sela’ Sculprure: A Neo-
Babylonian Rock Relief in Southern Jordan,” ADA/
41 (1997), p. 169.

7John W, Crowfoot, Grace M. Crowfoor and Kathleen
M. Kenyon, Samaria-Sebaste [If: The Objects (London:
Palestine Exploration Fund, 1957), p. 35, pl. 4: 2-3;
Zdzislaw J. Kapera, “The Ashdod Stele of Sargon II,”
Folia Orientalia 17 (1976), pp. 87-99; Yoscf Porath et

endnotes continue on page 76

See text of our related articles on our Web site:
www biblicalarchaeology.org
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"’_‘ABYLONIAN AND ASSYRIAN HISTORICAL TEXTS

. A-cordinS to the broken Prism A published by H. Winck.
() a“." 1, 156-189, 11, 44. Translation: Luckenbill, AR, u,
15‘;;9;{7‘.95' Fragment D:

. [AdS, king] of Ashdod (lz‘xcu'n‘:‘l) on account of
'(his crime . . - ) from ... Ahxm{t1 ... his younger
ther over [them . .. ] I made (him) ruler... tribute
bro like (those of) the [former] kings, I imposed upon
.. [But these] accursed [Hittites] conceived [the
idea) of not delivering the tribute and [started] a
cbellion against their ruler; they expelled him .
r(Ia.m.z-m') 2 Greek, commoner without claim to
the throne] to be king over them, they made sit down
[on the very throne] of his (former) master and [they
.. ] their city of (or: for) the at{tack] (lacuna of 3
Lines) . . - its neighborhood, a moat [they prepared]
"of 2 depth of 20 x cubits . . . it (even) reached the
underground water, in order to. ... Then {to] the rulers
of Palestine (Pi-lii-t¢), Judah (J2-i-di), Ed[om], Moab
(and) those who live (on islands) and bring tribute
[and] tdmartu -gifts to my lord Ashur—[he spread]
countless evil lies to alienate (them) from me, and
(also) sent bribes tc Pir'y, king of Musru—a potentate,
incapable ta save them—and asked him to be an ally.
But I, Sargon, the rightful ruler, devoted to the pro-
nouncements (uttered by) Nebo and Marduk, (care-
fully) observing the orders of Ashur, led my army
over the Tigris and the Euphrates, at the pesk of the(ir)
flood, the spring flood, as (if it be) dry ground. This
Greek, however, their king who had put his trust in
his own power and (therefore) did not bow to my
(divinely ordained) rulership, heard about the approach
of my expedition (while I was still) far away, and the
- splendor of my lord Ashur overwhelmed him and ...
he fled. ... .

(3) Nimrud Inscription; published by H. Winckler, op.ciz, 1,
169-t70; Vol. 11, Pl 48. Translation: Luckenbiil, AR, 1, §137.

®
(Property of Sargon, ctc.) the subduer of the country
Judah (la-é-du) which is far away, the uprooter of
Hamath, the ruler of which—Iau'bidi—he captured per-
sonally.!

8. sENNacHERIB (704-681)
(a) The Siege of Jerusalem®

(1) From the Oricntal Institute Prism of Sennacherib, which
contains—as does the so<alled Taylor Prism (cf. Rawlinson, Vol.

*Instcad of Ahimiti, the parallel version has the name Abimilki.
—_—

! After his victory over lau-bi'di a¢ Qarqar, Sargon erected various stelac
ommemorating this event One, found near Hama on the Oronres, is cx-
unt and has been published by F. Thureau-Dangin, La Stéle d'Acharne, in
RA. xxx (1933), s3 f. The texe is badly preserved and of little interest.
—————

_* For the problems invalved, cf. the following bibliography: A. Alt, Palic-
fing lakrbuch, xxv (1925), 80-88; G. Boutlower, Journal of the Transactions,
‘etaria Jnsntute, 1x, 214-220; P. R. Dougherty, [BL, xuix (1930), 160-
‘7}3_0.. Eissfeldt, Paldstina [ahrbuch, xxvit (1931), 58-65; S. 1. Feigin,
tntrei Heavar (New York, 1943), pp. 88-117, 202-209 (in Hebrew);
; F“““Fon. AISL, xuit (1925), 1-25; L. L. Honor, Seanacherib’s [nvasion
:/ Pdletine, A Critical Source Study (New York, 1926); J. Lewy, OLZ,
p:x' (1928}, 150-163; Th. Reinach, Revue des études grecques, 172, 257-260;

Purs « Rogers, Wellhausen-Festschrife {Giessen, 1914), p. 3223 W. Rudalgh,
aldees

Sanhg'm lakrbuch, xxv (1919), 59-80; A. Ungnad, Dic Zahl der von

rib deportierien Judicr, ZAW, Lix, 199-202.

@

287
1, Pls. 37-42)—the fnal edition of the Annals of Sennacherib,
Publicauon: D. D. Luckenbill, The Annals of Sennacherid

(0IP, u, Chicago, 1924). Translation: sdid., and Luckeabill,
AR, u, §3233 .

(it 37—iii 49)

In my third campaign I marched against Hatei. Luli,
king of Siden, whom the terror-inspiring glamor of my
lordship had overwhelmed, fed far overseas and per-
ished.* The awe-inspiring splendor of the “Weapon”
of Ashur, my lord, overwhelmed his strong cities (such
as) Great Sidon, Little Sidon, Bit-Zitti, Zaribtu, Mahal-
liba, Ushu (i.c. the mainland settlement of Tyre), Akzib
(and) Akko, (all) his fortress cities, walled (and
well) provided with feed and water for his garrisons,
and they bowed in submission to my feet. I installed
Echba‘al (T#ba'lu) upon the throne to be their king
and imposed upon him tribute (due) to me (as his)
overlord (to be paid) annually without interruption.

As to all the kings of Amurru—>Menahem (Mi-in-
hi-im-mx) from Samsimuruna, Tuba'lu from Sidon,
Abdili't from Arvad, Urumilki from Byblos, Mitint
from Ashdod, Buduili from Beth-Ammon, Kammusun-
adbi from Moab (and) Alarammu from Edom. they
brought sumptuous gifts (igisit) and—fourfold—their
heavy zdmareu -presents to me and kissed my feet
Sidgia, however, king of Ashkelon, who did not bow
to my yoke, I deported and sent to Assyria, his family-
gads, himself, his wife, his children, his brothers, all the
male descendants of his family. I set Sharruludari, son
of Rukibtu, their former king, over the inhabitants of
Ashkelon and imposed upon him the payment of tribute
(and of) karri -presents (due) to me (as) overlord—
and he (now) pulls the straps (of my yoke)!

In the continuation of my campaign [ besieged Beth-
Dagon, Joppa. Banai-Barqa, Azuruy, cities belonging to
Sidgia who did not bow to my feet quickly (enough);
I conquered (them) and carried their spoils away.
The officials, the patricians and the (common) people
of Ekron*—who had thrown Padi, their king, into
fetters (because he was) loyal to (his) solemn oath
(sworn) by the god Ashur, and had handed him over
to Hezekiah, the Jew (Ha-za-qi-(i)a-d *™'la-d-da-ar)—
(and) he (Hezekiah) held him in prison, unlawfully,
as if he (Padi) be an enemy-—had become afraid and had
called (for help) upon the kings of Egypt (Mus(u)rr)
(and) the bowmen, the chariot(-corps) and the cavalry
of the king of Ethiopia (Me¢l/uhha), an army beyond
counting—and they (actually) had come to their assist-
ance. In the plain of Eltekeh (A/-ta-qu-d), their battle
lines were drawn up against me and they sharpened
their weapons. Upon a trust(-inspiring) oracle (given)
by Ashur, my lord, I fought with them and inflicted
a defeat upon them. In the mélée of the battle, I person-
ally captured alive the Egyptian charioteers with the(ir)
princes and (also) the charioteers of the king of

2 For the cnigmatic idiom fadd! fuj emédu, cf. latcly E. F. Weidner, 4/0,
xt (194e), 233 f. with the praposed translation “to dic an infamous

death.” o
3 Note the social stratification indicated in this passage.
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Ethiopia. I besieged Eltekeh (and) Timnah (Ta-am-
na-a), conquered (them) and carried their spoils away.
[ assaulted Ekron and killed the officials and patricians
who had committed the crime and hung their bodies
on poles surrounding the city. The (common) citizens
who were guilty of minor crimes, I considered prisoners
of war. The rest of them, those who were not accused
of crimes and misbehavior, I released. I made Padi,
their king, come from Jerusalem (Ur-sa-li-im-ma) and
set him as their lord on the throne, imposing upon
him the tribute (due) to me (as) overlord.

As to Hezekiah, the Jew, he did not submit to my
yoke, I laid siege to 46 of his strong cities, walled forts
and to the countless small villages in their vicinuey,
and conquered (them) by means of well-stamped
(earth-)ramps, and battering-rams brought (thus) near
(to the walls) (combined with) the attack by foot sol-
diers, (using) mines, breeches as well as sapper work.
I drove out (of them) 200,150 people, young and
old, male and female, horses, muies, donkeys, camels,
big and small cattle beyond couniing, and considered
(them) booty. Himself I made a prisoner in Jerusalem.
his royal residence, like a bird in a cage. I surrounded
him with earthwork in order to molest those who were
leaving his city’s gate. His towns which I had plundered.
I took away from his country and gave them (over)
to Mitint, king of Ashded, Padi. king of Ekron, and
Sillibel, king of Gaza. Thus I reduced his country, but
[ sull increased the tribute and the Rarri -presents (due)
to me (as his) overlord which I imposed (later) upon
him beyond the former tribute, to te delivered annually.
Hezekiah himself, whom the tezror-inspiring splendor
of my lordship had overwhelmed and whose irregular’
and clite troops which he had brought into Jerusalem,
his royal residence, in order to stwengthen (it), had
deserted him, did send me, later, to Nineveh, my lordly
city, together with 30 talents of gold, 8co talents of
silver, precious stones, antimony,’ large cuts of red
stone, couches (inlaid) with ivory, nimedu -chairs (in-
laid) with ivory, clephant-hides, ebony-wood, box-
wood (and) all kinds of valuable treasures, his (own)
daughters, concubines, male and female musicians. In
order to deliver the tribute and to do obeisance as a
stave he sent his (personal) messenger.

(z) From the Bull Inscription published by George Smith,

History of Sennacherib (Londan, 1853), as Nos. 1, 2, and 3.
Translation: cf. Luckenbill, op.ciz,, pp. 76 £.

(17—21)
And Luli, king of Sidon, was afraid to fight me and
fled to the country Cyprus (Jadnana) which is (an is-

4 For omelurdy, of. H. Wiackler, in OLZ, 1x (1g06), 334, and, recendy,
Tb. Bauer, dssurbanigal, u, 1.

3 This refers prabably to stibnite, a native sulphide of anumony (cf.
]. R. Partington, Origin and Development of Applied Chemistry [London,
1935], p. 256; also R. C. Thompson, A Dicziorary of Assyrian Chemisiry
and Geology [Oxford, 1936], p. 49). which mignt have been used as an
eye paint (beside the cheaper and cfficient subsutute, burne shells of almond
and soot). Subium is easily reduced and the meal is sporadically attested
in Mcsopotamia since the Neco-Sumerian period. For the provenience of the
stibnite, ¢f. B. Mcissner, OLZ, xvu (1915), 5z &.

land) in the midse of the sea. and sought refuge (there).
But even in this land, he met infamous death before
the awe-inspiring splendor of the “Weapon” of my
lord Ashur. T instailed Ethba'al (T#ba'lu) upon his
royal throne and imposed upon him the tribute (due
to) me (as his) overlord. I laid waste the large district
of Judah (/a-t-d:) and made the overbearing and proud
Hezekiah (Ha-za-gi-a-a-a), its king, bow in submission.

(3) From the Nebi Yunus Slab. published by Rawlinson, Val.
1, PL. 43. Translation: Luckenbiil. op.az, p. 86, and AR, u,
§347-

(13—15)

I deprived Luli, king of Sidon, of his kingdom. 1
installed Echba‘al (Tuba'ls) upon his throne and [ im-
pased upon him the tribute (due to) me (as his) over-
lord. T laid waste the large district of Judah and put
the straps (absin:) of my (voke) upon Hezekizh, its
king.

(1) Enigraph from a relief showing the conquest of Lachish.
¢t AL Paterson, Assyrian Scudprurzs: The Palace of Sinzcierid
(The Hague, rgr=-13), Pls. 7:--3. Traaslation: Luckenbill,
op.cit., p. 159

Sennacherib, king of the world, king of Assyria, sat
upon a nimedu -throne and passed in review the booty

(taken) from Lachish (La-&:-:4).
(b) The Death of Seanacherib

To illustrate the siiil mysterious circumstances ot the death
oi Seanacherib. a passage of the anzals of Ashurbanipal (Rassam
Cviinder. published by Rawlinsen, v, Pls. 1-10) is translated here.
Transladen: Luckenbill, op.csz.; 4R, 11, §3703, 766.

(iv 65—32)

I tore out the tongues of those whose slanderous
mouths had uttered blasphemies against my god Ashur
and had plotted against me; his god-fearing prince; [
defeated them (completely). The others, I smashed
alive with the very same statues of protective deities
with which they had smashed my own grandfather
Sennacherib—now (finally) as a (belated) burial sacri-
fice for his soul. I fed their corpses, cut into small pieces,
to dogs, pigs, zféu -birds, vultures, the birds of the sky
and (also) to the fish of the ocean. After 1 had per-
formed this and (thus) made quiet (again) the hearts
of the great gods, my lords, I removed the corpses of
those whom the pestilence had felled, whose lefrovers
(after) the dogs and pigs had fed on them were obstruct-
ing the strects, filling the places (of Babylon), (and)
of those who had lost their lives through the terrible
famine.

I Foc discussians dealing with the mysteriaus events connected with the
death of Sennacherib and the aceessica of Esarhaddon, ¢f. H. Hirschberg,
Studien zur Geschichte Essrhaddons, Konigr von Aisyrien (681-669)
(Ohlau, 1932), and the perrinent book reviews of J. Schawe, in A{0, 1X
(1933-34), 55-60: Th. Bauer, in 2.4, xvu (NF vis), 170-184; as well as
the remarks of A. Boissicr, in RA, xxx (1933), 73 . cf. alwo, B. Meissner,
Neue Nachrichten iber die Ermordung Sanheribs, in Preuss. Ak. 4. Wiss.
Sitz.-Ber. Phil. Hix, Kl. {1932), pp. 350 fi.; and Wo befand sich
Asarhaddon zur Zeit der Ermordung Sanheribs? in dndlecta Orientabia, xit
(1936), 232 fi.
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