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Introduction!

In November 99 7/ reports appeare in the S Ou recently emerged paleo-Hebrew 1N-

scr1ption that WOU confırm the existence of the temple of Solomon Kıng Ashyahu,
known irom the (JIid Jestament, WOU ave offered ree hekels of c1ilver ther Z ‘the

temple f YHWH  - The inscr1ıption WOU date ‚OU' 100 150 er the Solomonic C

The reports in the COU be traced back in popular sc1ientific American ]Jour-
nal.2 ere; the publiıcation 1S referred of [WO aleo-Hebrew inscr1ıpt1ons from the collection

of Mousaitefftf London.®* The CiIrcumstances of the excavatıon of both OSsStLraca AdIC unN-

known. Thıs mplıes that do NOT NOW where and when the OsStiraca WEIC found rchaeol-

ogıcal and stratıgraphic data dIcC absent that COuU help datıng the Thıs sıtuatıon

ımmediately Cal into question the authenticıty of the ındıngs. An investigatıon f the ink sed
in the Inscr1ıptions, however, made end all doubts .4 Moreover, the CONteENTS OT the

inscr1iptions ASSUTIEC such hıgh eve of owledge of Ancıent Israel and (]assıcal Hebrew hat

forgery should be eXCIude\ In thıs rticle 1ll present IMN Y readıng of the first inscr1ption. In

O1Nng S WI1 Ur Yy investigate the valıdıty of the claım that thıs C’lassıcal Hebrew exXT Can be
en evidence for the existence of the Solomoni1ic temple.

Text and Translatıion

first o0k the paleography of the inscription makes clear that the claım that hıs ex{i

written 100 150 after the construction of the Solomonic temple, 1S dıfficult defend
In INY 1eW the paleographic evidence allıes seventh CeNnturYy BOCE date for the inscr1ption.

Paper read al A meeting of the esearch ZTOUDS for 1Ca|l and Judaıc studies of the Faculty of ITheology and
the atholıc Theological Universıity al Utrecht, 19 January 995 WOU ıke thank IL Yy colleagues for the
stimulating remarks.
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Oorough analysıs of the evıdence, however, 1S wantıng \ES est the valıdıty of the claım hat the

inscr1ption woul refer the Solomonic temple, 111 178 present the inscription ıth
translatıon

—n  —n Ihus has ordered YOU shya- WN.71X. ND mn

hu, the kıng It has be gıven in the hand of TTn
Zlecharıah, sılver from Wa h05.177” D [?]

1 m955 in18 for the house of YHWH,
s(Chekels) / @

The exX[{ such 1S Ca y understand Yet it ralses SOTI1C quest1ons that 111 be en ıth

shortly.
Remarks the flext

Line

According the edıtors the 17S' word preserved WOU suggest that the orıgınal beginnıng of
the TeXT has een OS The Hebrew word RD, 1ıke; such as’, indeed commonly indıcates the

beginning of apodosıIs. Lang, however, has convincingly made clear that NS Cal sStan: at

the begınnıng of Hebrew sentence.6 The word then should be construed ASs US:, the

lıke, and has kataphoric function./ The Iınes 2b-5 then contaıns the COMMISSION f Ashyahu
and discussion of the cContents of broken Oftf part of the Inscr1ption 15 UNNCCCSSaATY,

The identity of Ashyahu 18 en1gmatıc. The alllc such IS NnOT atteste: in the Old
Testament. does, however, OStTracon from Arad from the beginnıng of the SIX

cCentury BCE.S hI1s Ashyahu 1S the father of yashı who played important role in the 0cal
admınıstration of rad around 600 BOCE According Lemaıre the Allllc Ashyahu WOU AappCAar

ON of the Lakısh-ostraca datıng around the Caplure of Jerusalem DYy the Babylonıians. The

>Bordreuıl, Israe]l ardee, "Deux Ostraca’,

6 Lang, “"Ihe Decalogue in the 1g] of ewly Publıshed Palaeo-Hebrew Inscription Hebrew (O)stracon
Mousaieff No I JSOT T7 (1998). 2025 do nOot wıth ang's conclusıions concerning the interpretation
of SOINC clauses in the Decalogue, SInCe they Alc speculatıve and make the impress10n of eing unsoundly
grounde« ın STaMMAr.

/On the dea of kataphorıc elements In C'lassıcal Hebrew SCC basıcally Schneider, (Grammatık des
Bıblischen Hebräisch FEın Ehrbuch, München Z

TAl EL3 sn Kenz Röllıg, Handbuch der Ithebräiäischen Epigraphik 1/1, Darmstadt 1995, 38U-
382
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inscr1ption hıs OStracCon, however, 1S NnOoTt VEr Yy ell legıble. 10 Ihe Ashyahu probably
INCans HWH has g1ven’ 0)4 f YHWH’ and Can be construed d| eXpression of the al

of hIs paren(ts.
ASs for the identity f Ashyahu complicating factor 15 the apposıtion 1 70M, ‘the Kıng', in

the inscriıption. No royal ruler DYy the Adilc of Ashyahu 1S known from the (Old Testament
from the inscr1ptions. ere dIC several proposals solve hıs riıddie

(1) Ihe 17rS solution 1S A4Sse! the idea hat the end f the first Iıne Tew etters WCIC

broken AaWaAY 112[7XX J AA |’üNı the SOI of yahu The element ON hen WOU
be the beginning of the Aaine of Israelıte udaean prince. IMS A such, attractıve proposa
has een rejected already Dy the dıtors SINCE the eXi lIınes In the Inscr1ıption do fıt VELY ell
and ere 1S ground for the suggestion that Iınes and In eIr present form WOU NOL

(2) Ihe second solution 15 ase!| the idea that Ashyahu has een udaean OT Israelıte Kıng
whose Adillec 15 presented ere In alternatıve orthography. The Adinlec hen WOU be
inverted form of the roya: Adiilc 03S In the Hebrew ere 1s ONE vC ellıng exXxample
of Inversion f the order subject-verb into verb-subject In the orthography of the amne O D

udaean kıng The amle of kıng Jeho1Jjachın (2 Kgs DAr 1D 2528 Jer 327 zek
ToNn 1S 1Iso wriıtten Jechonıiah (e.g Jer. 2A4 Conıah er AD Z

S44 It 1S, however, debated whether thıs W as A OTT1C13A| Can be assumed hat
Jeremiah, the Jeremaıc tradıtion, inverted the order of the amne mockıngly. But NC ıT it
W as offıcıal possi1bılıty refer kıng DYy inverting the order of HIS NamMme, hen T7WN,
S  ahu’, would be Invers1on of NT, Joash? In the Hebrew [WO 1Ings by the
alllec of 03S dIC known. C£) (EN the Kıng of (2 Kgs 1LL:Z1-1Z:ZE) and (2) 03Ss
the kıng of Israel (2 Kgs 3:10-13) who .aInec In the thırty-seventh yYCar of 03S! the
Kıng of An iıdentification ıth OMC of ese ([WO ings WOU 1IMpIY ate nınth CeNtLury
BCE date for the inscr1ption. The paleography, however, 1nts date in the eventh CeNLUTrYy
BCE

Ihe editors hınted the possıbıilıty that YTUN, shyahu’, WOU be varıant for 1,

10See Renz Röllıg, AaAnı  UC. /1, 437
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the Adile of the udaean Kıng NMISEI { hıs ıdentificatıon WOUuU ally ıth the paleographıc
data. TIhe Josıah, however, IS consistently wrıtten ıth yıgtol erb form, WN), and

ıth gatal erb form nomiınal form 1S the CdSC In Thıs observatıon makes

the identifıicatıon of Ashyahu ıth Osıah problematıc.

33 The 1r identificatıon 15 Aase\| the idea hat the Hebrew OUuUnNn a bn COU ave A broader

specter of meanıng than only roya ruler‘. 0Ug neıither In the Hebrew NOT In the

Inscr1pti1ons from ancıent Palestine the OUun 1 1S atteste« 1ıth the meanıng Jocal ruler; SI
BOT Z fact the word sed denote hat posıtıon E Ane possıbılıty hat Ashyahu has
een ocal ruler VCI OMNC of the udaean ‘provınces’ CannotTt hbe excluded beforehand In
commMmMunIıcCatıon the ANFE-I'ıSst, George as from S5Sydney has offered the iıdentificatiıon of

Ashyahu from thıs Inscription 1ıth the Ashyahu irom the rad In the Arad-ostraca,
yashıb, the S()I] of Ashyahu, 18 called MY OT Thıs brought as the assumptıon that

Ashyahu has een ruler ST the cıty-state of rad and that yashı has een the I1-

prince. Ihe OSITracCca from rad in which Elyashı plays prominent role, date around 600 B(  n

hıs mplıes hat Ashyahu WOU ave een the 0ocal ruler durıng the reign of Josıah In

VIEW, as Wwants {00 much. He overlooks the fact that durıng the reign of Josiah
centralızatiıon of cult and took place. Moreover, data (sem1-)autonomous cıty-state
in rad AIC absent

(4) All identificatiıons far AdIic aseı the assumption hat Ashyahu has een udaean
x Israelıte. hıs assumption 1S understandabl: since (a) the inscr1ption 1S wriıtten in Hebrew:;
(D) Ashyahu 15 personal 1ıth yahwiıstic theophorıc lement and (C) the dedicatıon 1S
the temple f Y HWH. The assumptıon 1S, however, NOL NECCCSSATY. One Call speculate the ıdea
that Ashyahu has een non-Israelıte Kıing. CAall, for instance, nOTL be eXclude:‘ beforehand that
he W ds ruler V@1: ONEC of the Philıstine cCıty-states. Ihe followıng remarks aATrc NOL mean d

Droo for hıs option, but want ShOW hat 1S not completely nonsensical. (a) Ihe scr1pt of the

inscr1ption under consıderatıon reminds ONEC of the scr1pt of the roya dedicatory inscr1pti1on
OUuUnN: in Ton in 996 hat inscription makes clear that In ancıent TON language W as wriıt-
ten close eDTEW 00T! has questioned the NC tradıt1ona 16 W hat the Philistines

I5Bordreuıl, Israe]l Pardee, ‘Deux Ostraca’, SYZ: SCC also Lang, ‘'Decalogue 22

165ee C. Rüterswörden, Die Beamten der raelitischen Königszeıt (BWANT 117), Stuttgart 954, -
63

ANEF-]lıst 1S publıc platform for d1iscussıon topıcs elated o the ancient Near ast access1ible
USCI* of E-maı

185ee Gıtın, Dothan ave!l x oyal Dedicatory Insceription from TON , Israel Exploration Jour-
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chould hbe Sl descendants of people movıng the Levant from he Aegean 1CcCa Ihey
rather cshould be construed mıxture of OCa STOUDS, related the ea-People, and

indıgenous (’anaanıtes. Ihe veneratıon of HWH m1g ave een d lement in Canaanıte

rel1g10n.20 What 1S INOIGC, Phıilıistine kıng COU ave adopted the Y HWH-relıgion.
All solutions mentioned dIC characterized DYy mıxture of weak and SITON£Z poımnts. The

only possiıble conclusıon be made 1S hat dec1sion the identity of Ashyahu Cannot be
made the Hasıs of the evıdence avaılable

ınal remark the interpretation of iıne egards the infinıtıve CONSITruUuCT mn Wıth

Lang?! hıs form cshould be construed havıng gerundıve force.

Iine

‘[Zl]echarıah’" 1S COMIMNMON Israelıte AaIine hat (CCUIS SUOTIIC times In the ()id JTestament, in
ancıent Hebrew Inscr1pt10ns and in the from umran Depending the iıdentification of
Ashyahu, Zecharıah COU be iıdentified ıth character known from the Hebrew the

inscr1ptions. TIhe dıtors offered [WO possibılıties: TON. 2420 mentioned Zecharıah who
full of the spiırıt of God, nevertheless Was murdered Dy HIS uncle 0aSs Tron E
mentions Leviıte Zecharıah who W ds 'Over the house of (Go0d’ during the reign of kıng
Josjah .22 Looked AWdYy from the question whether detaıls elated in Chronicles hat AdIiIcC nOTL

mentioned In the 00k of ings dICc hıstorıically rel1able, the identificatıons Droposeı Cannot be
SCCMN er than assumptions. In the inscr1ption under consıideratıion CcCharıa| 1S CAast In the role
of financıal offıcer pries al the SanCIUaTrY.

‘Sıilver from arshısh ” The locatıon of arshıs 15 unclear. 23 oug the Phoenicıan

Nora-Iinscription refers arshıs Sardını1a24, Tarshısh In Spaın 1S INOTEC probable. At the
an of the Guadalqu1ver Rıver Phoenicıian colony had eecn establıshe.| oth Sar-

LI) Noort, Die Seevölker In Palästina (Palestina Antıqua 8). Kampen, Tr

20See C.B. ıj)kstra, Yahweh, and theır Asherah. On Continulty and Dıscontinulty In Canaanıte and
Ancıent Israelıte elıgıon’, In M.Dietrich O.Loretz Ugarıt Eın Ostmediterrannes Kulturzentrum Im
en Orient. Ergebnisse und Perspektiven der Forschung Band Ugarıt Un seIneE altorientalısche Ymwellt
(ALASP ünster 1995, Al 73

4lLang. ‘Decalogue F:
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23See Bordreuıl, Israel ardee, "Deux Ostraca’, 53-55; Wıth the Iıterature mentioned Dy them

24H Donner Röllig, Kanaanı  che und Aramädädısche Inschriften, Wiesbaden 19 No 46



dınıa and OU' West paın, WCIC known in antıquity for eır fiıne metals and mıneral dep-
Osıts.25 Ihe eXpression ‘hbeaten sılver from arshısh) Jer. 10:9, extual nıt ın 16 dıivıne
images dIC mocked, underscores the 1e6 W hat "sılver from arshısh) W ds of proverbial hıgh
quality
Line

“Ihe House of YHWH In the inscr1ption under consideration reference 18 made gıft for the

temple of YHWH In the Old Testament the eXpressi1on 1T C TNOIC han en refers the

temple in Jerusalem be ıt the SOolomonı1ıc uary the Second Temple. hıs 1S Iso the dsS5c

In repOrTSs 0as Z Kgs IS:31) and Josiah (2 Kgs The eXpression 15 Iso atteste:
the OStracon from rad (6) Ihıs inscr1ption does NOTL refer O0CAa| Sancluary, but

the temple In Jerusalem SINCe the letter under consıderatıon W as written er the cult
centralızatıon under Josjah and the temple rad had een destroyed er Stratum VIL er
wriıtten SOUTITCES mentionıng ‘sanctuary for YHWH’ dIC absent. 28 Thıs lIinguistic evıdence,
however, [01 NOL exclude the poss1bilıty that In ancıent Israe| 0cal shrıines and sanctuarıes
COU ave een indıcated 6111 should be kept in mınd that the t{ext of the Hebrew

1S strongly bıased Dy pro-Jerusalem po1n of 1e6W

rchaeologıcal excavatıons ave unearthed the remaıns of varliety of sanctuarıes firom
Iron Age Palestine ome of them WEIC ocated In Phıiılıstine areas29, others in Edomiuite ter-

rıtory>O and SOINC In Judah. 3! hıs mphıes that Ven In the eventh CeNLurYy BOCE sanctuarıes
er than the Solomoniıc temple COU ave een indıcated by the eXpression 611

2 Spaln: Strabo, Geog WD 1 Sardınıa: KAI 46

26Nee the outlıne In D.J Clıines, The Dictionary of Classıcal Hebhrew IL, Sheffield 995 154

27See Renz Röllıg, an  UC: 1/1, 354

anks, “Ihree hekels’, 29, refers the inscr1ıption an 1VOTY pomegranate that merged In the
antıquıty-market SOIMNC dA£ U: OJı 12 WIp IT ] INa RO Renz Röllıg, Handbuch I/1, 192-193 Ihe SUuppose:
readıng, however, 1S VDCH for debate
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Archaeology Review 14.2 (1988). 28-41; Idem, “Che Edomiute Shrine al Horvat Qıitmuit In the Judean CgEV, Pre-
lımınary KExcavatıon Report’, Tel VLIV 18 (1991): 931 and Kın Hazeva:; seventh-sıxth cCentury BCE;
en Yısrael, ‘°En Hazeva - 1994), Excavatıiıons and SUFVEYS In Israel 15 (1996). A

51E.g. Tel Batash: seventh CENLUTY BCE; SCn Keilm Mazar, Tımnan. 1CH. City In the OFre:
Valley, Wınona Lake 1995,



Line

As in the rad OSLraCca, numbers ATIC wriıtten In hiıeratıc scr1pt.>2
ese observatiıons yıe the followıng translatıon

I hus has Ashyahu, the Kıng, ordered you ın the an: of |Zlecharıa siılver irom
arshnıs should be g1ven for the N  uary of Y HWH; ree hekels

Conclusıion

oUg much remaıns unclear, the ’House of the LORD’ -inscription 1S welcome 1ı1tıon
the growıng f ancıent Hebrew inscr1ptions. As long the ıdentity of ‘Ashyahu, the

King 1S under discussıon, the identity of the SancLuary benefited ıth ree hekels of hıgh
qualıity silver Cannot be ettied TIhe 1eW that thıs inscrıption produces the incontestable Dro0:
of the ex1istence of the olomoniı1c temple 1s A4aSse! interpretation of the roya. amnle

referring Israelıte OT udaean King.

32See Lemaire, Inscriptions Hebraiques, BT
Ta


