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Who Destroyed Meg1ıddo VIA?

FErnst ®  el nauf — Bern

It W as nOL ore the early f the 3rd millennıum that «Universal Bureau {Or the
Investigation of Crimes agaınst umanıty>» became conce1vable. BYy necessIity, the UBI
faces CHNOTIMNOUS backlog of undreds ıf NOL thousands of VCAars old OUg
investigations become increasıngly dıfficult ıth the amount of time passed Since the acl, and
although verdıicts Can only brought in postumously, nevertheless maıntaın hat Justice
has handed Out ISO in past In order hope for INOIC human and enlıghtened
future

Megı1ıddo VIA W ds$s {lourıshing IOWN of the ate Iron per10d in Canaan/Palestine,
1C) en! In men-inflıcted destruction (a clear of murder OTr manslaughter,
trespassıng, burglary, pıllagıng, TaDC and arson) The assıve onl lagration 1C termıinated
Megıddo VIA Uurne: the MUudDrICcKSs and eIr T1S T1CcK-TE We ISO ave the usual
SuSpeclISs, VIZ. the Gang | eaders of eIr times, aka kıngs and rulers. Investigations ATIC

dıfficult. because the eviıdence of the wıtnesses, MOST of them aNONYMOUS and sOometimes ven

supposedly pseudonymous, has been heavıly doctored Dy OSse who collected ıt. { hıs part of
the evıidence IS accessible the publıc under the of «Books of Samuel» and «First O0k
of Kıngs». Statements, in general, remaın aırly and in SOMEC SCCIN be heavıly
1Aase! approximatıng lander. At 1rS' glance, thev reflect much INOTC hearsay than
eye-wıtness-accounts. None of the wıitnesses elir ‚dıtors IT yS g1ve complete and
comprehensıve rTecord of hat MaYy, must, ave happened. 1 hus, ee!l misdeeds
reported INa Yy INaYy NOL ave actually been commıiıtted, whereas er violent CIs m1g ave
SONC unnoticed. The few sclentilic pe avaılable make VC] sSlIow Sınce NC  S

evidence the ‚asc of Megı1ıddo VIA has recently urne: up', ıt appropriate render
interım TeVIEW. The Cas! CannoO! yel COUTT, but deserves OUT incessant attention.

The timeframe
The time frame has only recently been established?. The flourıshing town of Megıddo VIA
(flourıshing compared TarYy sıtes, ıfer V1S-Ä-VIS Megıddo I VIIL,

——  —— Finkelstein Ussishkıin Halpern ed., eg1ddo 111 MS 18/1&2; 2000); archaeology 15 NO}  S

competen! {0 dıstiınguish between violent destruction due human actıyıty NC the () hand and destruchon
caused by natural catastrophes the other, VC] much the, pathologıst 15 able ell whether PCISON
died of Car arrest i{irom S bullet through the head. Bıble-induced «destructions» ıke the NOtOr10US Casc of
Dan VII In the interpretation of Bıran, 1DlıCal Dan (Jerusalem 1994) 126 (a thın ayer of ash 15
«destruchon evel» at all) NO longer D unnoticed.

For Ben-Tor, Hazor and the Chronology of orthern Israel ‚epIYy srae. Finkelstein: BASOR 31'7/
(2000) 9-15, ci. the present uthor's replique: The 'onology and How Not wıth It: 101 (2000)
56-| for Na ’ aman, 317, 1-7, SCcCC inira, E: Accumulated C14-evidence for the Iron per10d in
the Feinän arca eads fo wıth 95% prol  ULy; the data publıshed Dy Levy el al., Ihe Jabal



Vecn {I1A and VA/IVB) ounded the gınnıng of the 10 century”. As the spatıal
organızatıon er dısorganızation of the settlement, the {iOwn W aSs NOL establıshed
DV entral plannıng, but developped gradually OVeEer eXpande: per10d of FOor
ıfs destruction, an V date yonı 950-920 BL IS hıghly unlıkely, though general assumptıon
108 the AavVCIAQC duratıon of especı  V if IM ınate: DV human actıvıty, 1S NOoL
possıble Megıddo Z iIratum mıissed DV the Chicago expedition, dıd NOL exıst for MOTE
han » ıf ollows the Assyrıan destruction of F3 and 1S terminated DV the Assyrıan
reconstruction whiıich cCOommenced in /16 BCE* duratıon of INOTIEC than would
extremely long and er iımprobable.

[ el 110 i{u  =} UT usual uS!

Saul

The 1rS Kıng of srael, represented Dy the wıitnesses INOTE warlord han King, 1S NOTL
ırectly ndıcftTel DV an y SOUTCE IS saıd that Saul U violent MO0ds and violent
actı1ons, and hat he found hıs eal operatıng In the Ca} VICINILY of Megıddo. W hat f the
mıl actıonS brought hım OWnN W as the of the regjional W In the ezreel

DreVIOUS raıd Meg1ddo VIA? COUTSC, Saul 1S yon! prosecutıion long HIS
{ingerprints aVve NOL been iıdentified and do NOL urn al the (whıch m1g su
happen) On the er hand ıt IS nOot precisely known when hıs Gang er actıve:
around 1000 BCE? 0O$() D6()7 According present expertise, the ast date 1S the €as lıkely.FOr chronological ICAaSONS, Saul 1S rather SUSpecl.

Eshbaal

Here, ave much better for ıt 1S reported hat hıs general ner wentT the Jezreel,
O er reg10ns, and made 1ts kıng Sam Da  9)°. TIhe fact of generalintroducing kıng ICa where hıs ruler dıd NnOL previously SOVEIN Q1VES raıse the
Suspıcıon hat milıtary violence Was involved. 1S, however, NOL explhicıtly tated that he
destroyed Megıddo. In addıtion, the time frame for 1S uncertaın as ıf 1S In the dsScC
of Saul Megıddo VIA MaVY NOL vel ave been establıshed when Eshbaal rule: Eshbaal/Abner
make better CIS than Saul Just DYy trıfle

Hamrat Fıdan ‘oject: Excavations al the W adı Fıdan CemeterYy, Jordan 1997) Levant S3 (1999) 13-308,03 and 305
In ddıtıon {O the not quıte conclusıve C-14-evidence AS presented by Carm Segal Megıddo HML, 21.,and INOTC prec1se data exıst and WI| publıshed in eg1ddo Fıinkelstein, DCIS. COM.). The remainı gunpublıshed evidence cıted in 101, fn. has een made accessible, in the meantıme, by Mazar. IJ

(1Tel Rehov) and by oral cCommunıcatıon al the Copenhagen contference Near kastern Archaeology,
SWUmmer (Tel Dor).

Peersmann: Megıddo IH. 5321
{ he preposıtion after the em of MLK 1S due the ellıpsis of A  DD verb of motion; cf. Gesenius

Kautzsch, Hebräische Grammatık 1pz1g 28 Hıldesheim 1977) 395 119g.
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Davıd

avı LOO, 1S wıdely described ave indulged In CIS of homicıde and genocıde Vr d

extensıve reg1on and urıng protracted time. The CA)7 > 1Ca of R realm ave been
ConstıtLutei Dy and Southern Samarıa: HIS [amıly owned DrOperLV between Hebron and
Baal-Hazor®. Reported milıtary achons led Davıd's far ‚ ast Rabbat Ammon, and

far north Maacah raıd Megıddo WOULU ave been quıte in character accordıng
Davıd's portraıt ın Sam 27-30:; Sam S 10172 (In the er hand. nearly acthons ıke
eEseE AdIcC reported ave been carrıed Out in the Phıilısto-Canaanıte West, which INa Yy nNnOL
accıdental avı probably knew where the rade capıtal Was concentrate: whıich R
kıngdom depended avl ave stale, 1S probabily NOL the culprıt who destroved
Meg1ıddo VIA

In 1010N2, Judges ‚27-28 indıcate hat Megıddo and Taanach AICcC under Israelıte
rule er in peaceful INanneT. The rehabılıty of thıs SOUTCEC 1S controversal, but it CannoOo!

onored

The dASCcC of Sheba, for SOMEC time the head of the srae Tatıon Organısatıon urıng
the reign of avı 1.e. terrorıst accordıng SOINC and reedom f1ghter In the of
others, 1Ss under Scrutiny DY fellow-ınvestigator alpern, CONIi1ıde: the present author
OVeT CUP of Englısh Tea (Say ing]isı) in the' Caniteen.

Solomon

(ırsi glance, rather unlıkely SuSspectl, being represented Dy (J)UT SOUTCES the «kıng of
PDCACC>» Upareıl. hıs perception has, however, urne: Out ideologıcal CONSITUC of
ater generatıons. Turning the primary evıdence, the 1conographıc record represents the Iron
1A1 A per10d (ca 1150-875 BCE) d| ABC of violence, the 1CONOgTaphYy :elated PCAaCC,
S  ılıty and eCONOMIC prosperity NOL being atteste« before the Iron 115 per10d, 1.€ the reign
of the MT1 dynasty”.

ere aIcC, however, [WO specıfic references Solomon interferin: WI1 Megı1ıddo.
According Kıngs 9,15 he Ven 1008 Megıddo. But thıs eed NOL xclude hat he had
prevı10usly destroyed the IOWn. The archaeologıcal record does, however, ndıcate that the
destruction of Megiddo VIA WdsS Ollowe: DYy per10d of abandonment. In addıtion, the
reference Hazor, Meg1ddo and Gezer in Kıngs 9,15 1S NnOL rei1able SOUTCEC lor the 10°
Century, the specıfic grouping of the TEE sıtes being due Siructures and constellatıons
Treated operatıve under erobeam the Assyrıans.

According ings 4,12, Solomon had «representati ve» at aanacC or Megıddo
and the adjacent Tea OuUg the relabılıty of the 1STs of Solomon'’'s offıcıals 1S Iso

Sam I3 „ /-12. { hıs 15 also the ICa irom which Davıd's milı elıte recruted, cl. Mazar, Ihe
barly Bıblıcal Penod Jerusalem 1986)

eel (° Uehlinger, Göttinnen, (5Ötter und Gottessymbole (QD *1997) 129-138; 145 Fıg 55a and
46-148; 152-165; 99-23023’7/7-3

{ hese «representat1ves» neıither ‚OUVEINOTS, NOT does the hıst constitute anı y «provıncıal In>»; cf.
Nıemann, Herrschait, Onl und S  > (FA1 1993) 33-40; they WCIC sort of «delegates» serving A

interface between the kıng and trnbes 0)4 [OWNS wıthın hıs sphere of interests.



controversı1al, Ings has recently gaıned in ai1[henticity°. 1S remarkable hat
SOlomon’'s elegate the ezreel dıd nOL reside al Megıddo, but obvıously al 1 aanach, xhıch
1S mentioned 17S Megıddo al the time of Solomon, then, must ave een ettled, because ıt IS
mentioned sıte, Dut should aVve carrıed less ımportance han Taanach Thıs observatıon
elps ıdentif y Megıddo WI1I Solomon'’'s Megı1ddo, and dıirects the search for the
erpeltraltor In the of Megıddo VIA quıte another SOC1a]| CONtieXT than that of ıngs
rulers.

ırst, however, ave conclude (J)UT revıisıon of the 1st of usual SuSpeCcCIs. We MaYy
stafe that thıs lıst, Solomon does nNnOL {1gure promınently.

oshenqg

oshenqg has een blamed DYy Finkelstein (at east, oshenq claıms ave conquered
Megıddo In h1s Karnak Inscription) and IS exculpiated DY SSIS who WOU sel
magnıfıcıent stela heap f ruins)*”?

In thıs CasSC, the defense ave slıght edge Ver the prosecution. In ıtıon,
Shosheng’s campaign(s)” took place ( 030-920 BCE: chronology makes hım the ast possıble
SuSpecl, but nNnOL lıkely ON  ®

Jerobeam

I{ Oshenq had indeed CONquered Megıddo wıthout destroyıng it, COU! eroboam have
struck back aflter the kgyptan maın arn had elt and taken Megıddo for 1MSEe| According

the MOSsStT recent reconstruction of Shoshenq's campaign(s)”, ONE the conclusıon
that Shoshenq dıd NOL 1g the nascent {Ingdoms of sSsrae and but er number of
s independen' OWNS and cıties the borders of the [WO hıghlan' States. In er worTds:
Oosheng, Jeroboam and Solomon/Rehabeam IA y INOIC probably ave been allıes han
enemiles, and it 1S quıte conceılıvable hat Ooshenq handed ver the terT1tOory he conquered
the [WO ings In 1ef. I’hus, then, ıt INa y aVvVe A(HIG be hat Megıddo fell peacefully under
Israelıte rule Jeroboam cshould NOL be kept the 1ıst of SuSpeclIs.

The Netighborhood
Most Cerımes ATiIC commıiıtted wıthın the cırcle of relatıves and acquaıntances. Previous
investigations WeTIC preoccuplied ıth the usual SUuSpeCIS hat thev {orgot investigate the
Vvicthiım's immediate socı1al Onftext where ONE 1S alwayvs Suppose have the 1ITrS 100

Meg1ddo's immediate ne1ghbors WEIC Jokneam and Taanach. According IO VEIV
ancıent and Wwıdespread attıtude, IN Y ne1ghbor 1S always T’he settlement hIıStory of

Due Bösenecker, Text und Redaktıon. Untersuchungen hebräischen und griechıschen Jlext V On

Önıge al (Dıss (6) KRostock 2  ‚000). The argumen! wıll presented ın INOTC detaıl elsewhere.
10 Hinkelstein Ussishkin: Megıddo 111, 599 and I1.
( Nıemann, I he OC10-political hadow of the Bıblıcal Olomon: 1 6 Handy ed., Ihe Age of SO-

lomon. Scholarshıp the J1urn of the eNN1UM (SHCANLE L: 297) 2-299, 296-299
—  — Na’aman, 191n D 8 SI N ADa 51 SIN ( UD — a Pn P.‚ 10N 247-276,
268, read In the 1g] of Nıemann, Shadow, 296f. Ihe author's reconstruchon of Shoshenq's campa1gn(s) and
ıts/theır CONSCQHUCNCES 15 comprised the adjacent INaD produced, MoOsSst oblıgingly, by Müller-Clemm)



Oknecam the 170410° CENTUuTrTIES CannolL vel be wrıtten. Okneam wıll aVve be 1V estigated
Suspect the Megıddo-VIA-‚ASC SOO! the data AaIc publıshed.

aanaC the er hand, ODC SCIUUNY. Taanach has four wıthıin the Itron
per1 (IA gapD, I1A 1B) 1C| WEeEIC equated ıth Megıddo 1{5 through VA/IVB

(Rast)” Megıddo hrough VA/IVB (Finkelstein)”” Accordıing Finkelstein
Taanach COVEIS the per10d tween Me g1ddo HA and VIA 1L corresponds al

Megı1ddo the SaD er the destructon/abandonment f Megıddo JI1A and Megıddo
VIB Ontrary Finkelstein thıs synchronısm NOL hampered DYy the fact hat ere
Phıilıistine bıchrome TV al Taanach (and 1B) TE csShows Megıddo VIB
Phıiılistine the OT! WeIC few and the pOLLETY evıdence al Tanaach especl  V for
Taanach less  15 Taanach developped OutL of wıthout TEA! Meg1ddo VIA
developped from VIB aanacC en much the SAaLliC kınd of conflagration
dıd Meg1ddo VIiA For Fiınkelstein Oosheng the culprıt both NOW NOL VCGEV

VICUM kılled DYy the of mıth& Wesson New ork City VvVer the past
by the SAalllc The DOLLETY assemblage of Taanach cCorresponds

Megıddo VIR and the destruction of Taanach should slıghtly antedate the
destruction of Meg1ıddo VIA

The SCCHaillO hat suddenly CINCI SCS remıinds of the fact that NOL all Victhims of
violent 11IMME ALC Ways NnNOCceEnNT Taanach started develop urnng the Iron (1 lth
century) ell before Megıddo then Meg1ddo sets village which became

iOWN 1g SuSpecCt that the people of Meg1ddo VIA Out eIr
cCompelılion 111 the immediate ne1ghborhood Taanach 1B

The PTOSDCTOUS second half of the eX1istenCce of Meg1ıddo VIA Corresponds the aD
at Taanach after but the people of Taanach the wıder valley, m1g ell ave hought
of TeEVENLC and they INa Y easıly ave gaıne: Phoeniıicıan Gf the aAapPCATANCC of
burnished red slıp indıcator of SIOWINS Phoenıicıan influence) SO 1l WEeEeIC MOST probably
them who destroyed Megıddo VIA and ounded aanacC I1A 1C| Corresponds the Dap al

Megıddo er VIA (the POUETY of Taanach I1A between Megıddo VIA and VB)!7
Taanach 11AÄ developped 1Nnto Taanach I1 al the S\Aallıc i1me NC  S village SPIane al
Megıddo VBI8 Then eshong EStTOV! Taanach II but he rected hIis VICIOTYV stela al
Megıddo thus designating the vıllage for development regional center plan 1C

uely ımplemented Dy eroboam and) the dynasty of OmrI1 whi transposed the vıllage
f Megıddo 1NIo the regional Ceniter of Megıddo VA/IVB

hıs after all the MOSLI lıkely SCCMHNAI1LO 1{ CIMNECT SCS al the iiıme being But the CAaS:!
18(8)! closed vel urther investligalıons Aic imperalıve eas ave hypothesıs test

And of COUTSE Keep OUT 1ıst of usua|l SUSPECIS round them another i1ıme

13 KHast JTa anach I (Cambridge 1978)
14 Sl Finkelstein Notes ON the Stratigraphy and Chronology of Iron Age Ta anach (1998) 208-218
15 &1 Naaman The Contribution of the Irojan Grey W are irom and 1Jel Miıgne the
Chronology of the iıstıne Monochrome ’ottery 317/ (2000) B 4f W hether the rgumentum
sılentio the absence of omethıng a context where thıs something 15 xpected viable OT NOl 15 Ways
nof statlıslıcs
16 F:  xelstein, 25 213
1/ bıd Z
18 IheCof OMNC ollared ]‘ Taanach and eg1ddo (Finkelstein 25 216) argucs fOr the
CONleEMPOTaNLTY of these {[WO strata NOl of aanaC| and eg1ddo VA/IVB



oshenq and Solomon
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Shoshenq's Campaigns

Core and Periphery of the Early States of Israel and Judah

Places Fortified by Soloman Kings 1 7/f.)


