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David’

Tomb?

A hundred years ago, Raymond Weill excavated
this site in the City of David and believed it to
be the Judahite kings’ tombs. Was he right?

Jeffrey R. Zom

“Then David slept with his ancestors,
and was buried in the City of David.”
{1 Kings 2:10)

AccorpinG TO THE Book oF Kincgs, MOST oF DAVID'S
immediate successors down through Ahaz were also buried
in the City of David.*

The City of David, a 12-acre site, is well established as
the earliest settlement of Jerusalem and the extent of the
city in David's time down through the next 250 years. It is
a relatively small ridge south of today's Temple Mount.

The city's location was determined by the Gihon Spring,
Jerusalem's only source of fresh water. The Gihon Spring
also marks the commencement of a remarkable 1,750-foot
tunnel known as Herekiah's Tunnel that carried (and still
carries) the water of the spring to the other side of the city,

‘Ueigh'trariah was nol buried in the City of Dawvid Because of Bis skin condision, seoonding b 2
Chrenicles. 36:33, bul 3 Kings 1507 says he was.



Chelst and his work of salvation,

The parting of the ways between Jew-
ish and gentile Christianity & manifest
already ot this stage, and the Epistle of
Barmabas marks the start of the future
doctrinal evolutsen of the church on
exclusively gentile lines. Half a cenmury
after Barnabas, the hishop of Sardis,
Melitn, declared thar the Jews are guiley
of deicide: “God has been murdered ... by
the right hand of lsrael™ (Paschal Homily
). Jewish Christianity makes no sense
any longer.

The Didachse: is the lssr Aowering of
Judeo-Christianity. After Hadrian sup-
pressed the Second bewish Revalt in
135 C.E., the decline of Jewish Christi-
anity began, Justin Martyr fexecuted in
165 C.E.) proudly notes that in his day
nsie-Jews largedy outnumbersd the Jewish
members of the church (First Apafogy).

Thereafter, Judeo-Chrisdanity, the
clder sister, sdhering to the observance of
the Mosaic precepts and combining them
with a primitive type of faith in Jesus,
progressively became a fringe phepom-
enon. Judeo-Chrstions progressively van-
ished, either rejoining the JTewish fold or
being absorbed in the gentile church. 8

Thiz arricle is adapted from Gesa Vermmess
arricle ‘Fews, Christiens and Jialass-
Christions” that appeared in the December
2001 sz of Standpoing, a political el
turd] magezine published it London, Our
thanks to editor Dandel Johnzon—Ed.

David's Tomb?

continmed from page 52

The archaeological remains from Ebla,
Ugarit, Bvblos and Hazor thus show
that roval felite toinbs of the Bromze
Age into the early part of the Tron Age
need not be extravagant o contain the
elaborate architecnural embellishments
of late Tron Age Tudshite mmbs. On the
contrary, in mary respects they resemble
Weill's tombs. Without their contents
and architectural contexts, none of these
ather tombs would be judged o be elite;
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roal tombs if compared to the fine lare
Judahite tombs that are customarily wsed
e discredit Tt and T2 as tombs Weills
tombe ack any trace of their original con-
tents or their above-ground architectural
content. All we have i their form, and
that matches well with ather tombs of
Dravid's era amd earlier.

T comnclude that Weill's T and T2 ore
very probably the remains of the tombs of
the Davidic dynasey

O final point: Why was David buried
within the walls of Jerusalem? After all,
Tzraelite lnws concerning ritual purifica-
tiom dictared that anyone who touched a
COrpse, or even a grave, became tually
impure untl the proper ceremony was
undertaken (Mumbers 190, One pos-
sibility is that Devid and his successors
were worried about the plundering of
their tombs and the desecration of their
remaims, Such a concern is well founded,
85 attested in Amws 2:1, where God prom-
ise% to punish the Moabites for burning
tor lime the bones of the kings of Edom,
Being buried inside the city odded a laver
of security, whether or not the burial
site viodaned (larer) Iiraelite low, Another
possibility ties in with David's decizion
i make the Canaanite city of Jerusalem
his capiral. As a Bethlchemite, David was
i doubt well acquainted with the trap-
pings of power found in this neary royal
center, Since the area under his control
inchuded a mixed Israclite-Canaanite
population, he chose Jerusnbem, at least in
part, as a center of authority that wiuld

* symbolize his power in o way recogniz-

ahle to his non-Israclite subjects. Being
buried in Jerusalem in a tomb similar to
those used by ather Bronze Age elites,
e his family tomb in Bethlehem, was
anther way to symbolize his roval sta-
tus among his Cansanite ssbjects” In any
event, the Bible is clear in placing the roval
necropolis within the City of David * @

! Runny Refch, The City of David: Revisiting
Edr%y Excavariong (Washimgton, D Biblical
Archavology Sociery, 2004), pp. 7, 14

* The American Froderick L Bliss, warking for
the British almost 30 vears before Weill's work,
wiis actually che first archaeclogist to attempt o
Incate ard excovate the Daddic s in aocor-
dance with Clermanc-Ganneas ieas, Bliss
horwesver, dive 1o a misunderstanding excavared
suwth of the great boop and cleser 1o the Silam
Puol F1 Bliss, “Fourteenth Beport on rhe
Excavations ar Jerusaben,” Paletine Explonarion
Furnd (haarterly Statemenat 1897, 180, 264,

# Reesich, Tho City of Daid, pp. S6-57

“ Ar the time of Weill's excavarion, Weill foand
a masenry wall, 1 foot high, on the front edge of
the depression and & second masonoy wall
whilch Weill calls 8 “bench), 1 foot bigh, on
the buack edge of the depression. These walls,
ira trom Wil description on page 65
(of Enaish translarion), stretched the entdre
width of the cove, sburting the walls of the:
Ve at a right angle, Thus, the aat depression,
togzether with the rwo iasoncy walls, and the
wills of the cove itself perpendicular o the
masenry alk createxd g sort of “hasin® 2 foer
deeq. Trt;is basin was firand covered with &
“lackish coating” Weill sugrested twi stages i
this find: {1} the: depression itself, 1 font deeps
and [2) the nusoney and the black costing,
Wieill identified che firet stage s o sarcophsgus,
dating to the [ron Ape. He identified the secod
atage ns a L-Emr-dl;e’:r bathing basin including
the two misoney walls, He tentatively dated
this second stage 1o the Second Teniple period.
Wathing remaing of the masoary or of te
black coarirg, All that can be seen today is the
cut depressiom, Le, Waill's frst stage, T thank
Yanatan Adler for his assistance in parsing
Weill's -|||,"u:|.'|.|:IEIH'Ir|\.

" Insephuts, Rewick War 541

* David Uasishkin, a leading autherity oo First
ﬁmﬂe toenbe in Jerusalem (Diavid L;;i:hkin.
The Sitwan: The Necropalis from

e Feris q?:flr Judear Kimgdom [Jemasalern,
1993 has also conchoded st Weill's T1
ard T2 are most likely ronshe, Strangely, hpw-
ever, he rehases oo take the next step—that they
are Hkely the Davidic tombs referred ta in che
Bible: "In my view these coves may well have
been tombs ruined by e later guarcies, hut [
douba i they were roval tomba” (David Ussish-
Klry, 0 Briblical ferpsalom, Mugdddo, Sfezvesl and
Leehish [Hong Kong, 20111, p. 31) As we have
seen, the major ohjecton o the conclusion
thiwt T1 and T2 are the roval necropolis ks thas
TL and T2 are not tomba. Bue if chey sre tomhs,
alemust all the abjections o the conchesion

that they are the poval necropolis fade, Whar
elsaz could they bet The entire City of David

I bt 12 acres. The Bible itself indicares daat
this aren is just where the roval necropolls was
hwzabed. 8o if they are twmbs, ns Ussishkin ree-
agnimes, they should e the roval necropolis,

" Marrying a furelm princess (2 Samipe] 33,
emploving forelgmn mercenaries (2 Sanmel &15,
13:08-22}, sevuring the help of the Canaanie,
Phoenician Hiram of Tere to sssist i the con-
struction of & palace (2 Sarmsed 5:11-12), the use
af corvés labor (2 Samuel 206240, the prumi-
nence given his Jerusmlem-bormn son Sokmaon,
the g over of menbers of Saul's family
for exeewtion to the mon-Tsrsedite Gibeoniees

(2 B 2109, are additonsd marks that
Dravid inpended to porray himself 2= 2 legiti-
migte Canaanibe-style ruler,

* An earfier scholarly mweatment of this twpic
ey be found in Jefirey o Zom, “The Burials
of the Judean Kings: Socsohisborical Consid-
eratioms and Suggestions” in A M. Maier and

I Miroschedji, eds, <7 Wil Speak the Rididle of
Anwierar Tinwes™: 4 cal and Hilarosion!
Ftwdhies in Honor of Amitei Mazar on the Deod-
#ton of His Sicrlh Biethday (Winons Lake, TH:
Eisenbraurs, 2006], pp. S01-8230,
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DAVID'S TOMB?

PREVIOUS PAGES: “David slept with his ancestors and
was buried in the City of David™ {1 Kings 2:10), The
Habrew Bible makes it clear that King David and his
SUCCessors were burled samewhere on the narmow richge
near the Gibon Spring where the sarliest dty of Jerusa-
lem was located, But where sxactly? The leader of an
early-20th-century excavation believed he had discoversd
the royal necrapolis of the Davidic kings in the southern
part of the City of David, overlooking the Kidran Val-
ley (the phato looks out from inside the largest of these
“tombs”), but many have challonged the identification,
Could this have been King David's burial place?

where it emptied into the Siloam Pool. How the
two teams of tunnelers, working from either end.
managed to tieet is still somewhat of a mystery. An
even greater mystery is the winding eourse of the
tunnel. If it had been cut in a straight line from the
spring to the pool, it would have been two-thirds
as long (and cost only two-thirds as much and
taken only two-thirds as much time m dig.)

Ome of the mysteries in this connection is the
strange semmicircular loop in the southern half of
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GUIDED BY WINDING WATERS.
The circuitous path of Hezekiah's
Turined—a 1,7%0-focd rack-hown
wialer tunned that leads from the
Gihan Spring, under the City of
David, to the Silcam Pool on the
southwest side—has bomng baffled
experts. particularly 8 semicincu-
lar “loap™ near the southem and,
Why did the team of turnelers
starting from the southern end
and geéng northeast fram the
pocd sweres southeast i form
a large are before then tuming
north again to meet the other
mmmmmmmq!hm late 19th century, famous French diplo-
mat and explorer Charles Clermont-Ganneay [above, left) suggested that the fun-
nelers dug this loop to avaid dishurbing the burial grounds of the Davidic kings,
Mﬂulﬂudﬂaﬂrmamewﬂnmmdﬂm&g.

Within a couple of decades, Baren Edmand de Rothschild had purchased land
in this area of the City of David so that excavations could test this hypothesis,

the tunnel. Why did the tunnelers make this seer
ingly unnecessary loop? In 1887 the famous Frenc
diplomat, Jerusalem savant and explorer Charle
Clermont-Ganneau suggested that this loop was a
effort by the munnelers to avoid an inadvertent dis
turbance of the burial grounds of the Davidic king
abowe the munnel *

In making this suggestion, Clermont-Gannea:
relied not only on the general Biblical description:
placing a roval necropolis in the City of David by
also more specific references In the Book of Nehe
miah. When Nehemish returned from the Babylo
fian Exile in the middle of the fifth century BC.E.
he rebuilt (or repaired) the walls of Jerusalem with
various teams of workers. It is possible from the
text to follow roughly the progress of this rebuild-
ing of the wall. At one point, a team is assigned
to repair the “Fountain Gate™ or “Spring Gate®
(Nehemiah 3:15). This is presumably the gate by
the Gihon Spring. This team also rebuilt the wall
located near the “poal of the Kings garden” which
is south of the Gihon Spring and adjacent m the
recently discovered Pool of Siloam* The assign-
ment of the next team then gives the kev location:
They repaired the wall “from opposite [or beside]
the graves [or tombs] of David as far as the arti-
ficial pool” (Mehemiah 2:16). From the context of
this passage, it is clear that the royal necropolis
was located at the southern end of the city, possi-
bly within the southern loop of Hezekiah's Tunnel.

To test Clermont-Ganneaus hypothesis, an
archaeological excavation of the area was mounted
in the early 20th cenmury, funded by Baron Edmond
de Rothschild and directed by the renowned
French Egyptologist Raymond Weill 2

Whether or not Wedll found the roval necropolis
of the kings of Judah, the results of his excavation
were quite remarkable. He defined cight sites of
rock cuttings as tombs, (Weill found a ninth far-
ther south, separate from the others, in a suhse-
quent excavation in the 1920s unlike the others,
it is clearly a tomb. 1t is a cave with a rectangular
entrance carved into the side of a cliff with a mag-
nificent view overlooking the Kidron Valley)

The only tombs Weill described with any speci-
ficity (indeed, described at all) in his published
reports are those he labeled T1 and T2 (as well as
T3} They are clearly the most prominent, as well
as the most interesting of his “pombs.”

Are T1 and T2 part of the royal necropolis, per-
haps one of them the tomb of King David himself?
Let us take a closer lnok,

But before we do, a preliminary observation: As

“See Hamshal Sherks, “Tha Skam Pool—Where Jeses Cured S Blind
Man" BAR, SepiembesDciober 2005
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PHOTICEEPHY FEFEODUCTION: WLADIMIN HEKFEIN

A MAN WITH A PLAN. In T813-15 and 15331924,
renowned Egyptologist Raymand Welll (below) directed
axcavations above the scuthem loop of Hezekiah's Tun-
nel an Baron Rothschild's property in the southem part of
the City of David to test Clermont-Ganneau's hypothesis.
On the color-coded plan of Weill's arginal [right), Heze-
klah's Tunmel |s marked n blee and Welll's T13-184
excavalion area is cutlined in green.

WHAT HE FOUND.
Despite [ater guaimy-
ing (shaded in green at
left), Welll discovered
ancient walls {“M" in
purple [mur is Franch
for “wall"] and “B" in
red), rtual pools (*P"
in oranga|, cisberns
{“C" in blue) and &
gircutar tower [“H" in
lbrown) nowy beligved
to be a columbarium,
The meast remarkable
finds, howsaver, were
nine rock-cut features
that Weill identified as
“tombs" [T1-TE are

in yellow on this plan;
T9 was farthar sowthi.
He identified the thres
most prominant tambs
(T1-T3}—the anly ones
he described in his
repori—as part of the
royal necropolis of the
kings of Judah.

g gl 'y 1T ——
sl 1
iy Rairs o opoe e @ il
Wals o rarvrrn v
Toimavrer wad B 1ared secieon B
B e (H1

TTIED

BIBLICAL ARCHAEDLOGY REVIEW 47




indicare thar the form of the tunnel was alttered in
the Second Temple period, But even if T and T2
were used as cisterns i the Second Temple period,
thiz does not detract from the argument that they
were originally used as tombs in the First Temple
pertod, Indeed, Weill himself suggested that his
"tombs” may howe been reused as part of the con-
struction of the famous synagogue of Thesdotos
that was built somewhere in this area. (Weill found
an inscription from the symagogue nearby) Some
of the First Temple period tmbs across the valley
from the City of David are now similarly wsed for
another purpose—as the basements and rooms of
homes of Sibwan villagers.*

The main argument againae the identification of
Weill's “tombs” as the roval necropolis, however, 15
that they look nothing like the mmposing Jerusalem
tombs we know of from the First Temple period: in
the hillside of Silwan across the Kidron Valley; at
Keref Hinmom west of the City of David: or on the
grounds of the Ecole Biblique north of the Old Citye
These tombs variously feature bome repositorics,
gabled ceilings, “Hathor™-style headrests, and walls
and doors cut with frames, recesses, cornices and
other architectural embellizhments. There is no
a hint of amy of these features in Weills “tombs”
"How,” the argument runs, “could the nobilicy of

" Herchel Shanks, “The Tombs of Sikean,” BAR, May'ne 1559

BIBLICAL ARCHAEDLOGY REVIEW

DAWVID'S

A CASE OF MISTAKEN IDENTITY. Crusaders (ermansa-

ausly) placed this cenataph draged in vebvat on the hill
now kisown as ML Zian to mark the traditional fomb of
King David. Ewen the tamous Jewish historian Josephus,
wititing in the Tirst century C.E., thought that David had
bessn buried on the soutfrwestern hill of Jemusalem, which
he mistakenly identified as M. Ton. Biblical references
in the Book of Kings and Boak of Nehemiah, however,
mspard the earlier radition that David amd his successors

were buried in the City of David on the ridge to the east.

Judah and Jeruzalem be buried in such fine tombs
while the kingdoms rulers were relegated o these
erude tunnels?”

But these elaborate First Temple tombs o which
Weills "rombs” are often compared are 200 vears
lnter than Weill's “tombs” Why should we expect
tenth- and ninth-century BC.E. tombs to look like
tombs from the latter part of the eighth century
and larer? Instesd of looking for comparisons ar the
end of the Iron Age, when the Eingdom of Judah
had reached its full maturity, we should more sen-

sibly look for parallels with elite/roval burials from

the beginning of the Iron Age (12th century BCE)
and the end of the preceding Bronze Age,

The most striking feamure of these earlier roval
and elite tombs i their relative simplicity, Thess
tombs, i fact, are so simple that they would not
likely have been recognized as roval tombs, e
for their contents and architectural contexts For

ELCH ] EYHIE

TOMB?




DavVik's TOMB?

rwo levels to the tunnel—the new lower floor in
front and the original floor in back,

At the back of the upper tunnel, a rectangular
depressicn was cut about a foot deep?* This depres-
o is 6 feet long and almest 4 feet wide If this
curting is original, and not one of the later modifi-
cations to the chambes, the obvious speculation 15
chat it was meant for 2 human body or perhaps
sarcophapus,

Unfortunately, Weill doees not describe T2 in the
same derail as he did TL His text does not even
give the dimenslons of TZ, although his plan gives
it a length of almost 28 feet. Quarrying marks at
the front of the mnnel and indications on Weills
plan suggest a much longer orig pal form, perhaps
a5 much as 100 feet. The width of T2 is 7 fect,
according o the plan.

Ta shout 12 feet behind T, is even less ade-
guately described. Weill identified thess three
tombs as the remains of the royal necropolis of
King David. The other rock cuttings that are

MAKING ROOM FOR MORE KINGST The floor of the front
12 fepd of T1 was lowered in antiquity by & additlonal
foet to an overall height of 12 feel, &s shown in the
pmmmﬂmmﬁuﬂmhﬂlmmmm At the
same Ume, 8 new doonsay and sairs {also shawm in the
photo and section drawing beiow] were canved into the
rock 1o provide access to U lower level, Long horizomtal
groaves on both sides of the tunned (&t upper left in the
photo) likely supparted a rew floar constructed al the
height of the ariginal turnel floar—eMectively dividing the
sypel” inko Bwin floors of levals (also shown on the plan
and section drawing below, right].

T e

ey m

Aepra 12 bowr :i"-':' e : B
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= o S ———— rear of bowear lewel
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DAVMID'S TOMB?

FIMAL RESTING PLACET A rectangular depression or basin
is carved info the rock floor at the back of TTs upper tun-
ozl (i image above, recently taken with the help of a lad-
der, & the only known photograph of the depressian). Mea-
suring & feet long and almost 4 fast wide, if the depression
i an ariginal feature of the “tomb.” then it may ke held
the body ar sarcophagus of the deceased.

A 5IGH OF THE TIMES. Those who ohject to Weill's iderli-
fication of T1 & & rayal First Temple pericd tomb paint out
ihal several features in the hennel are datable 1o the Sec
ond Temple period, including fraces of a black-gray mortar
found near the grooves on the walls of the lower leved,
as well a3 triangular niches cut info the wall [right] lkely
to hold oil lamps. These scholars suggest that the tun-
mels were dstems or basements of Second Temple period
Fomes. While these “tambs™ may have functioned in this
wiay o parl of later Second Templs period structunes, this
does not preclude their ariginal function as tombs in an
eafller period—perhaps a5 part of & royal necropalis.

50

HESHEL SHAARS

supposedly tombs are simply located on his plan

His sdentification has not been widely accepted.

One objection is that in the late Second Temple
period (the period just before the Boman destruc-
tion of the Temple in 70 CE), much work was
performed in TL For example, in the lower tun-
nel of T, traces of a block-gray mortar-cement
were found in the vicinity of the grooves on the
side walls and are datable to the Second Temple
period. Similarly with the tnangular niches cut into
the wall likely to hold ol lamps—also from the Sec-
ond Temple period.

The short answer o these objections is of course
that T1 was obwioasly altered, probably more than
once. These modifications from the Second Tem-
ple period are simply evidenee of a later renovarion
of the structure. Nearby T2 preserves more of the
original appearunce of both chambers.

Indeed, by the end of the Second Temple period,
the memory of this area of the City of David as
the Davidic necropolis had faded and disappeared
We know this because the historian Josephus, writ-
ing in the first century CE., refers to Mt. Zion as
locared on the hill west of what we now know as
the City of David.® It was here on Mt Fion, Jose-
phus tells us, where David was buried. Indecd, the
western hill i stll (erronemasly) called Mt Zion,
and the raditional Jewish site of Davids tomb is
{again erroneously} locoted on this hill, In Mehemi-
ah's time, as we have seen, the Biblical writer still
knew where the rowal necropolis was located in the
City of David, but apparently by the late Second
Temple period the memory had been lost

Of course thar doesn'
mean that Weill's “tornbs™ are
the roval necropolis. Those
who question the identifi-
cation sugEest that they are
really rock-cut cisterns or
basements of Second Temple
peripd homes. This iz the
arpument of both the British
archaeologise Dame Kathleen
Eenyon and a current exca-
vator of the Ciy of Dand,
Fonny Reich, Although tun-
nel-like cisterns are known
from - the Second Temple
period, the upper parts of
the wallz are wsually con-
structed of masonry (unlike
TI and T2) and they are mot
us long o= Weill's “tombs”
The triangular niches and
maortar-cement in T1 clearly

HOVEMEER/DECEMEBER Td813




indicate that the form of the tunnel was altered in
the Second Temple period. But even if T1 and T2
were wsed & cisterns in the Sccond Temple period,
this does not detract from the argument that they
were originally used as tombs in the First Temple
period. Indeed, Weill himself suggested that his
“tombs" may have been revsed a5 part of the con-
struction of the famous synagogue of Theodots
that was built somewhere in this arca, (Weill found
an inscription from the synagogue nearby) Some
of the First Temple period tombs across the valley
from the City of David are now similarly used for
another purpose—as the bosements and rooms of
homes of Silwan villagers.*

The main arpument against the identification of
Weill's “tombs" as the roval necropolis, however, is
tneat they look nothing like the imposing Jerusalem
toimbs we kwow of from the First Temple period: in
the hillside of Sibwan across the Kidron Valley; at
Keret Hinnom west of the City of David; or on the
rrounds of the Eeole Biblique north of the O Ciry,
These tombs variously feamre bone mepositoriaes,
gabled ceilings, “Hathor*-soyle headrests, and walls
and doors cut with frames, recasses, cornices and
other architectural embellishments, There 15 not
a hint of any of these featuns= in Weill's “tombs”
“Howw,” the argument rung, “could the nobiline of

*Ses Harshel Shanks, “The Tomis of Shean,” BAR, May ke 1594

HIBLICAL AECHAEDLODGY REVIEW

DAVID'S

A CASE OF MISTAKEN IDENTITY. Crusaders ferrone-
cusly] placed this cenotaph draped in weleet on the hill
maw kngwn as Mt Zion fo mark the traditional tomb of
King David. Even the famous Mewish historian Josephus,
writing in the First century C.E., thought that David had
been bured on the southwestem hill of Jerusalem, which
e mistakenly identified & ML Tion, Biblcal references
in the Book of Kings and Book of Mehemiah, howener,
record the earlier iradition that David and his suecessons
were buried in the City of David on the ridge o the east.

Judah and Jerusalerm be buried in such fine tomhbs
while the kingdom's rulers were relegated to these
crude munnels?

But these elaborate First Temple tombs to which
Weill's “tombs™ are often compared are 200 years
later than Weill’s “tombs” Why should we expect
tenth- and ninth-century BCE. tombs o look like
tombs from the latter part of the eighth century
and later? Instead of looking for comparizons at the
end of the Iron Age, when the Kingdom of Judah
had resched its full maturity, we should more sen-
gibly look for parallels with elite/roval burials from
the beginning of the Iron Age (12th century BCE.)
and the end of the preceding Bronze Age.

The most striking feamure of these earlier royval
and clite tombs is their relative simplicicy. These
tombs, in fact, are =0 simple that ey would not
likely have been recognized as roval mombs, sove
for their contents and architectural contexts. For

TOMET
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Wedll recogmized, the area he excovated had been
heavily quarricd at some time after the Roman
destruction of the Temple in 70 C.E, This in itsclf
makes it very difficult to determine what was here
at the time of David and his successors, Weill csti-
mated that the quarrying ok sz much as 10 foet
of stone off the top of the hill

T1, the most impasing of the *tombs” 15 cssen-
tially a tunnel cut into the bedrock, about 54 feet
long, 8 feet wide and 6 feet high. Ar some point,
the flour of the front 32 feet of the munnel was low-
ered, giving the tunnel in the front arca a height

b e
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HACKED INTO GAPING OPENINGS by later quasrying, the
fascinating paralled reck-cut funmels Weill labeled T1 and
T2 arg shill the most Imposing of the “fombs.™ T1 (on the
left in the photo above) i about 54 fewt long, 8 feet wide
and & feet high. T2 (on the right) is about 2B feet long,
althaugh evidence suggests it may onginally have been
e than three times as long. Are thess the remalns of
a royal Davidic necropolis?

of more than 12 feet. At the same dme as the floor
was lowered, o rock-cut door was added to the
lwer front of the tunnel, which was reached by
a combination of o shaft and short Aight of stairs
inside the door?

Grogves were cut into the walls of the lower
addithon of TI at the height of the origina] Aoor
hefore it was lowered in the front part of the tun-
intn the wall of the tunnel ar the height of the old
floor, essentially providing two floors or levels, one
abowve the other. Or these prooves were the begin-
ning of springs for a vault on top of which sat a
stome floor, In any évent, at one pnin: there were

ALMOST READY. Abandoned toward the end of the quar-
rying process, with channels cut on all sides, this would-
be building block n the City of David is still attached to
bedrock. Weill observed evidence of pervasive quamying
activity in his excavation area, estimating that nearly 10
feel of rock had been removed from the hil's haight,
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example, at Ebla in Syvia, two royal tombs wore
found below a Middle Bronze II palace dated tm
about 1800 BC.E. The chambers lack SYIMEETY
and sophistication. Only their contents and location
below the palace signify their royal status.

Similarly, at Late Rronze Age Ugarit {on the
Mediterranean coast of Syria), the tomb found
below the royal palace was built along the same
lines as other tombs: a single ashlar-built burial
chamber with a corbel roof and stepped  drormes,
or entryway. Again, only its place below the palace
signified ifs status,

Another example relates to the well-known sar-
cophagus of Ahiram, the king of Bvblos, who may

RECLINING LIDNS support the four comers of the 115h-

century B.CE. stane sarcophagis of King Ahiram of Bybios
(left]), nowr in the Bainut Museum. Refiefs an the side pan-

#ls depict & funerary banguet in which atbtendants stack
cups and dishes on the offering table before the king who
sits at left, enthroned on sphinues. An inscription on the
upper fim and Bd of the colfin [balowy, leflj—the pariiect
kniown substantial Phoenician insciption—identiies the
mwm-mmmmammm-
agus, the tomb Rself was small and roughly carved. Some
who refect the identification of Wedl’s tombs as a royal
necrapolls paint out that much more slaborate fombs later
in the First Temple period are known in Jenusalem, The
simplicity of King Ahiram's and other comemporaranecus
rayal tombs in the Near East, howover, parallel the plain
mummmmmlnmcwﬂm.
The more elegant Jarusalem tambs, on the ether hand,
were canved hundreds of years later, when Judah was a
more established, prosperous kingdam,

have been a contemporary of David, His tomb was
an irregularly shaped, roughly cut chamber entered
from an adjoining shaft. The main chamber was
about 26 feet long and a bit more than 13 feet
wide. Into this relatively small space, three stone
sarcophagi were placed. each sbout 8 feet long and
about half that in width. Only Ahiram's sarcopha-
gus was decorated and inscribed. Again, it is the
artifacts from the tomb {some bearing the name
of Pharaoh Ramesses II), the iconography and
inscription on the Ahiram sarcophagus, and the
tomb's location in the roval cemetery that indicate
this is a roval tomb. The tomb itself would hardly
SUEEest its roval status,

Two final mxamples come from closer to home—
Bronze Age Hazor. Yigael Yadin's excavations in
the lower city at Hazor revealed two tomb com-
plexes with similarities to Weill's Jerusalem tombs,
(I no longer need to place quotation marks around
Weill's tombs; I believe they are twmbs) The first
is & chamber about 25 by 20 feet and 25 foet desp
from Middle Bronze ITE (17501550 BC.E) that lsor
below a monumental building. Three tunnel-like
chambers open off the main chamber. The excava-
tion report describes them as “large caverns” Yadin
suggrested that these were tombs of nobility,

The second example from Hazor is an even more
striking paralle] to T1 and T2, It, too, is a tunnel.
It dates to about 1350 BALE. (Late Bronze [1) and
was found near a monumental, clearly elite struc-
ture. Designated “Burial Cave 8144.° it was enteved
through a shaft 3 feet wide and 2 feet deep At the
base of the shaft was a set of four stairs. The twn-
nel itself was 17 feet long and 9 feet wide. At the
far end of the mnnel were piles of human remains,
unfortunately in poor condition.
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