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The ‘Lachish Reliefs’ and the City of Lachish

DAVID USSISHKIN o
V4 ¥ —

Tel Aviv University

T conquest of Lachish was one of the major events of Sennacherib’s invasion of
Judah during bis third campaign in 701 B.C.E. The Bible informs us that Sennacherib
encamped at Lachish and esmh!ishcd hi: headquarters there during at least part of his

soirarn i Judah (2 Kings 18:14, 17; 19:8; Isa. 36:2; 37:8; 2 Chron. 32:9). The XXXIV
Assyrian inscriptions relating the detml< of the campaign' do not specifically mention ] F-] |
the conquest of Lachish. but this event was commemorated by the Assyrian king in the

‘1 ashish Reliefs' erected in his palace at Nineveh. one of the most remarkable series of 4

bhas reliefs depicting the siege and conquest of a city by the Assyrian army.

The ancient city of Lachish should almost certainly be identified with Tel Lachish
(Tell ed Duweir).2 This outstanding mound was extensively excavated by a British ex-
pedition directed by L.L. Starkey in 1932-1938, by Y. Aharoni in 1966 and 1968, and
since 1973 by an expedition of Tel Aviv University and the Israel Exploration Society
directed by the author.? The archaeological level representing the fortificd city which
was attacked in 701 B.C.E.—Level I1I—was identified and studied,* the main Assyrian
sicge ramp was discevered,® and evidence of the fierce battle and ensuing destruction of
the city was unearthed.

We thus see that literary. artistic and archaeological data combine lo inform us about
the siege and conquest of Lachish. Therefore. we are provided with a unique opportunity
to compare a detailed Neo Assyrian relief with the topographical end archaeological
data of a major ancient site. This was carried out in 1958 by R.D. Barnett, 6 on the -
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Fig. 1. Plan of the South-West Palace at Nineveh (drawn after Layard).

VONET, p 28R
This i "‘nhﬁt ation i< gencrally accepted today. Nevertheless, it is based on circumstantial evidence and 3.
thns cannot be definitely proven: a few scholars advocate identifying Lachish with other sites. See most
v G.W o Abktrom: s Tell ed-Duweir Ancient Lachish?, PEQ 112 (1980). pp. 7-9.

V1) Ussiehhin: Fxeavations at Tel Lachish—-1973-1977, Preliminary Report, Tel Aviv 5 (1978), pp.
[ERRN

' Jtam: The Destruction of Lachish by Seanacherib and the Dating of the Royal Judean Storage
Yaen Tel fvie 4 (1977), pp. 28-60. A few prominent scholars adhere to the view that Level TiI was
Werronsd i 297 RC T and not earlier: see most recently Kathleen M. Kenyon: Archacology in the Holy
Joed A Domden 1970 pp 208201 A D Tushingham: The Western Hill wnder the Monarchy, ZDPV 9§
(1579 pp. 49 30 On the basis of this view Level 1V must be identificd with the city attacked by the
Toanian aren

Ussishkin (above. n. 3), pp. 67-74, Pls. 21223,
¢ R.D. Barnett: The Siege of I achish. /FJ & (1958). pp. 161- 164,

basis of the archaeological data uncovered in the British excavations. Barnett claiimed
that the reliefs portray in the main actual features of Lachish and the siege rather than
merely depicting an imaginary enemy stronghold being assaulted, and thus they could
be relicd upon in an attempt to reconstruct the siege. The present study will make
similar claims; it is basically an elaboration of Barnett's work, largely founded on
archacological data recovered in the recent excavations at the site which were not
available to Barnett.
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Sennacherib transferred the Assyrian capital to Nineveh (modern Kuyunjik), devoting
considerable efforts in beautifying the city, and constructed his royal palace there. This
extravagant edifice. its construction, size, magnificence and beauty, are recorded in
detail in Sennacherib’s inscriptions: he proudly called it the ‘Palace without a Rival’.?
Sennacherib's palace is now known as the Scuth-West Palace; it was partially excavated
by Henry Layard, who prepared a plan of the building (Fig. 1) and uncovered a large
number of bas-reliefs adorning the walls.® Relevant to us are Rooms XXI1X-XLI,
which comprised a separate architectural unit within the palace complex. G. Turner’
Joceribes the unit as a reception suite of strictly ceremonial function. Symmetrically
planned, the suite hiad two central adjoining halls, with a smaller, centrally placed room
(No. XXXVD flanked by subsidiary chambers at the rear. Three monumental
doorwavs were built on a straight axis across the centre of the suite, leading the way
from Court X1X to the cuter hall (No. XXIX), thence to the central hall (No. XXXI1V),
and finally to Room XXXVI at the rear. Each of the three doorways was flanked by
colossal winged bulls, descending in size from 18 fect (the outermost) to about 12 feet
(the innermost). As Lavard remarked, ‘It would be difficult to conceive any interior
archiicctural arrangement more imposing than this triple group of gigantic forms as
<cen in perspective by those who stood in the centre of the hall, dimly lighted from
above, and harmoniously colored or overlaid, like the cherubims in the tempte of

Solemon, with gold.™®

The planning of the suite and arrangement of the doorways indicate the special,

cignificance of Rnom XXXVI at the rear. Here were erected the bas-reliefs depicting
e eopquest of Lachish. It seems that the whole room, and perhaps the entire suite,
were irtended to commemorate the conquest of Judah and the victory at Lachish."!

Or v reconstructed greund plan of Room XXXV is presented here in Fig. 2. Layard

DD Lackenhtis Jhe fasals of Sennacherib, Chicago, 1924, pp. 94 -1274 idem: Ancient Records of
cvria cnd Babvlenia, 11, Chicago, 1927, pp. 160-179.
YA Vavard: Niwoveriesin the Riins of Nineveh and Babylen, London, 1853 idem: 4 Sccond Serles
ke L cuments of A revek. London. 1852: A, Paterson: Assyrian Sculptutes, Palace of Sinacherib, The
Plages 1918
(i D-oner. The Siate Apartments of Late Assyrian Palaces, Irag 32 (1970), pp. 200-202, PL. XLV:b.
1 ardl Diseoveries (above, n. R). p. 445,
e tempting o paice the possibility that the trbute received from Hezekiah, which is listed in the

W oo appale (1N T, p. 2RR). and especially the spoils taken from Lachish, were kept here. The
Chi Reliefe’ (97ske IV \) portray the following items being carried away by Assyrian soldiers, all
“atte ceremenial svmbol of government taken from the governors's palace-forl: a sceptre, two

Yyaticre. 1 throne, a chadiot, three spears. tw o round shields and six swords. A similar case is known from
ah Camend) An eseription of Sargen 11 was found at the entrance ta Reom U in the North-West
Pt sratine that o thic particular roem was kept part of the spoils taken from Pisiris, king of

Carchemich (1 uekenbill, 4ncient Records [above, n. 7h po THMETL Matlovan: Ninmrud and its Remaing,
1. London. 1966, p. 37).

—

X Paterson (above, n. R), Pls. 68 -78.
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Fig. 2. Plan of Room XXXVI in the South-West Palace.

i states that the room was 38 feet (11.5 m.) wide and 18 feet (5.45 m.) long," but ac-

cording to his ground plan of the edifice (Fig. 1) it was about 12 m. wide and 5.10 m
long. Our plan is based on the measurements of the reliefs—which indicate that uvc.
length of the room was 4.90 m. (see below)—and on Layard’s ground plan. The widfh
of the room is baszd on the assumption that the missing slab at the left-hand corner of
th.e wall was 30 cm. wide. The width of the entrance and the width and length of the
winged bulls are estimated, and may not be accurate.

The walls of Room XXXVI were probably entirely covered by the ‘Lachish Reliefs'
Layard's plan of tae palace marks thirteen numbered slabs around all the walls in the'
room, and in his written description he also mentions that this serics contained ‘thirteen
'slabs’.” Nevertheless, it scems that he was mistaken. Twelve slabs apparently arranged
In consecutive order are preserved at present. They are equivalent to Lavard's slabs
Nos. 5-13—only nine slabs as numbered by him. ’

The twelve preserved slabs are numbered by us with Roman numerals in consecutive

"~‘9rder from left to right.'* Slab VI is a corner slab which stood in the back right-hand

< % Layard, Discoveries (above. n. 8). note on p. 149,
S Ibid. p. st

[ e
The British Muscum numbers of the sahs, in ¢

‘ onsecutive order from left to right. N
124904 BAL 1249158 Fhev were published Iy X1y g

y Layard. Second Series (above. n. 8). Pls. XX -X X1V, and
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corner. while Slab X. again a corner slab, stood in the front right-hand corner. The !
rirht hatd edge of Slab X1, 10 cm. wide, is also carved, indicating that it was the edge
of the seties near the right hand jamb of the doorway. Slabs I-VI stretch for 11.15 m.
from the jeft-hand edge of Slab 1 to the back right-hand corner (including an allowance
of about 15 cm. for the missing edges of Slabs 11, 111 and 1V; see below). Slabs VI-X
ctreteh for 4.90 m. between the two corners. Slabs X-XII stretch for 2.70 m. between
the comer and the edge of the series. Thus we see that the preserved dado has an overall
fength of about 18.85m. (11.00 + 0.15 + 4.90 + 2.70 +0.10). The length of the missing
part of the series can only roughly be assessed. as the distance between the left-hand
cdpe of Slab 1 and the back left-hand corner of the room is not known; it was probably
030 1.00 m. long. Assuming that the missing slab along the back wall was 30 cm. long,
and that the left-hand side of the room was decorated similarly to the right-hand side,
then the length of the missing part of the dado must have been 8.00m.
(N 30 4 4.90 +2.70 + 0.10). and that of the entire serizs 26.85 m. (18.85 + 8.00). The
labe missing today (Nos. 1-4 according to Layard) were not documented, and the only
J::nt as to their content is Layard’s remark that ‘the reserve consisted of large bodies of 1
horeemen and charioteers’.’ Further along. in consecutive order from left to right, are }
<hown the attacking infantry, the storming of the city, the transfer of beoty, captives
and families going into exile, Sennacherib sitting on his throne, the royal tent and
chariots and. finally, the Assyrian military camp.

Our chiel interest lics in the section of the relief portraying the storming of the city.
The <cene is carved on three slabs. the right-hand part of Slab 11, Stab 111 and the left-
hand part of Slab 1V (Fig. 3; PL 19). The section portraying the storming of the city
w15 apparently placed exactly in the centre of the rear wall of the room, opposite the en-
trance Given good lighting conditions, anycne who passed through the main entrance’ "
conld see the storming of Lachish as he proceeded through the three doorways flanked *

by the colossi,
There ic a slight gap in the battle scene between the side edges of Stabs Il and 111, and k
Glih 11T and TV, The gap between the edges of Slabs 1 and 1H is very clear, as both
Jahe dhpw sections of the same battering ram whose central section is missing; the ex-
o width of the gap and the position of Slab [T in relation to Slab 111 may be determined
o hic battering ram. The existence of a gap between the edges of Slabs Il and IV is -

;8

1 hw the hattering ram ascending the lower ramp at the left-hand side of Slab 1V; ™

Bt part ic shown bere, but its front part does not appear on Slab I The widthof
and the svact position of Slab HI in relation to Slab 1V can therefore only be £

1t

the gop

oo

* waning that the slabs were placed adjacent to one another and that they portrayed
v evinnous scene. we must conclude that tie original edges of Slabs 11, 11T and IV are”
< rresdng. At present he side edges of the slabs are partly restored with gypsum and "

et e examined. Therefore. the drawings of the Lachish reliefs prepared in Ninevelg:-

[ avard, Discoveries (above, n. &) p. 149,

THE ‘LACHISH RELIEFS’

the siege scene (Slabs II-1V), drawn by Judith Dekel.

Fig. 3. The "Lachish Reliets™:

173
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i i c i of the
1t the time of their discovery by Laym;d (z;re t:;e ma;n(;}v;\g:;)lfie}ltu;t;{tltlil?(:flt;:);njured
el ses. The reliefs were unearthed at the en ‘ s ' | '
h;’qql':lr’: c::ii were not removed from their po:cili(vn till th? arnvalt i:jtm(il;cu‘:;linofhgr
Dassam. He began to take them down in April 1853, ﬁndnl;g ‘g;eae;m . 1_853’and
fragile condition. The fragments were all packcd' and sent. to Bag 1al g for s
rhckncc to London via Basrah and Bombay." Prior “.’ their rimol\; e o by
sateh. the slabs were drawn in two series by the artist Charles Dos T e o
‘I"a\'a;(i The first scries of nine drawings by Hodder was not pul;llsm“.]e These were
Le\ sketches in which the fragments of the slﬂhs.. as detachTe;l (;?:;ingg in(dic;te(he
<hl.n\'n ‘and numbered.to facilitate their reassembly in Londf)n. 1te| o 8(2 e Slab
miserable condition of the slabs at that time. Slab 1l was disman cc et
1 into 32 parts (L 20:B), and Slab IV into 36 parts. Thu? we s]cqo d.imrcm N
as disptaved today in the British Museurzq was re:s;eiénb;etdo rpolmmin) P e
examination of Hodders key sketches (compare g, . .the ;kcmhcs fes tht ¢
contents of the missing sections of the slabs do not ay-)pear mf e e dim;nucmem o
afely assume that the edges of the slabs did not deteriorate a ‘Lf. 1l : ‘ :
?i‘i‘l;v‘rt(:‘l; ‘tn England. The second series includes the drawings 0:():‘l;iedLa:1|;1:ly1
Reliefs'  which were later published by Lay'ard and since tr.e;:nu's e
times.'® The sicge of the city, drawn by Lay:;rd,“’ :s ;:Or;-vhncf;:gzticec\n th‘e Slat;s i
.‘; ical lines marking the division into three sla . 1" s | . -~
::; 4::::1 here. and the elements which should zfppeal.' in thedn.lsinilg sltt:c'l}::::':;cg S:::nz
of the battering rams mentioned above, are depicted in the drawing.

1 < y s dl awing, bul
poss {L “ 1t ” C IMHSSIng Cdﬁes were g“ll extant “hel La dld plcpalcd ll g
N !

! . . .
t they were ne t pro Cll\ (Jlsmd ltled and dlspa(thed, thlS C()Uld be the reason ‘0'
he d | | ¢ 'lll) —WwiHch seem s more
€ ira ¢ S ke!(l\CS. I‘lOlhcr p( S S lbl
l wnee in ‘{H (‘L S kC\ < /\‘ )5S . V} l seems to u
i at 1vard recd truct i ” € 118 ]!:, scchions in l 15 d a ngin or p -
ikely s thi I avar reconstr €« 1 SSINg S 101 1 rawi dCl to pre
{'! (‘ll‘. Hous l umnte Upt (I scene. } 18 V AN b”"y 1S SuUppc l(c Y
enta muot and umnterr (@ is |. l 1S POSst S S ) d l) the lact ”Ial
f 1C SICE S tie ¢ inaccurate (ir It . <
! 3 ” ¢ Sicge scene s SChCI“(l I ar (l 1 ira l:; ll) IV l()l ex
i) Lk.hu!l the drawmg o : ‘ '
. ! cha it thrown down ' the d( Cr dC Ss drawn as a {¢ crm ch upp )
Jmpie. a charn WOWw fown l)\ >fen s 1S Ir IWET wper city
wallh),
‘ T af S 'Il 1 d l‘f are now l” (7‘((‘” dnd nssing. dnd SO are thc
PAC UPPer pares o ‘l.l} S l'. an
N t S b ”l nd ] \ < l AN "04 1314 ned in the on gnt-ind
Ton o na SO0 Md Dy a . S 10 ( S0 ' mit n ’hl h'llld corner 0‘
} [§ n i\ be ¢ l\' Fldb o lhc SCrics w "Ch was pﬂl tl) pltSCl Vcd to its Iu“ llClglll.

i .
and can be of aid in reconstructing the full height of Slabs IL T and I

i L

CJ it The Stomes of Assyrio, London, 1936, pp. 78-79, 105-106. 174.

i British Museum), “, Pls. B

r Drawii of Assyri S(‘lll[)“”t'S (MS kcpt in the 1S " :

LR sidce: (ricinal Drawings f'1 syrian " i ) i ;

S ”t( ir I!'\i"f' of Slab Hl—ix< |cpmduccd here in PL. 20:B with the kind permission of the
eodran 24 A

- o2
Vo ooy of the Restch NMuseum, N
’ . ‘I Pis. 2x o0 Uavard, Second Series (above, no &) Pls. XX NXIV.

1 Jhid.. PI. XXI1: Paterson (above. n. &). PL 77.

; Patz . 8), Pis. 74-76. 58
™ No. B.M. 124912: Layard, Second Series (above, n. 8), PI. XX1V; Paterson (above, n. 8) .
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" towards Sennacherib who sits on his throne

¢ scenes, cach representing a different sta
. here to create a harmonious and continuous series of reliefs. Signific

~ing of the city.

A comparison between the battle scene relief and the remains

3 " They include Layard's drawing mentioned above.,
b Bepicce in the text volume of Olga Tufnell: Lachish

THE ‘LACHISH RELIEFS’ 181
The full height of the left-hand part of Slab X is 2.74 m. It contains an upper margin
4-5 cm. thick, and the upper part of the relief, about 25cm. high, is merely a
background with trees shown above the wavy line of the hilly horizon; thus the scene
proper was about 2.44 m. high. Assuming that the scene depicting the storming of the
city was similarin height, we see that considerable parts of the slabs in question are now
missing. Slab I is now 1.72 m. high on its right-hand side; thus a section of the upper
part of the scenc about 70 cm. high could well be missing. Similarly-sized sections are
probably missing in the upper parts of the other two slabs. In addition, a section about
10-20 cm. high is missing at the bottom of Slabs I1I and Iv.

A very interesting observation was recently made by Mr. Eli Yanai, and is mentioned
here with his kind permission. In the centre of the scene depicting the storming of the
city, a row of deportees or refugees carrying their belongings is shown coming out of the
city-gate. While the storming of the city is shown in the midst of battle, the refugees are
certainly departing for exile once the battle has ended and the city has been destroyed.
This combination of differently timed scenes can now be explained. Mr. Yanai observed
that a row of deportees procecding to the right was also carved at the bottom of the
scene. Due to the miserable condition of the lower part of Slabs Il and 1V these figures
were not recognized, and their remains hardly feature in the putlished drawings of the
siege scene,?! including the recently prepared drawing reproduced here in Fig. 3. On
Slab I the remains of six heads, and possibly the hand of a seventh person. can be
recognized beneath the bottom of the siege ramp; three more heads can be recognized
below the siege ramp on Slab 1V (some of these heads are shown as circles or semi-
circles in Fig. 3). A long row of depcrtees can, in fact. be restored. Starting towards the
right from the city-gate down the roadway, it turns left along the lower part of the sicge
ramp, and then proceeds to the right at the bottom of the relief to join the line of depor-
tees shown to the right of the besieged city. The deported citizers of Lachish proceed
. and several of them are being brutally stab-
bed by Assyrian soldiers (Slabs IV-VII). Thus it scems reasonable to assume that the
three impaled prisoners shown at the bottom of the siege ramp are associated with the
line of deportees rather than with the attack and siecge ramp. In conclusion, two separate

ge in the conquest of Lachish, are interwoven

antly for us, the

deportees and the impaled prisoners are apparently irrelevant to the scene of the storm-

THE RELIEFS AND THE CITY

at the site leads one to the

and a drawing by G.L. Harding published as a fron-
111, The Iron Age. London. 1953.
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Pie 4 TelLachich and ite sumoundings: (1) North west corner of the mound; (2) Judean Palace-Fort; (3)
Croster city pate: £4) South west corner of the mound: (§) Siege ramp: (6) South east corner of the mound;
17t Probhable view point of T achich as portrayed in the relief and as portrayed in our reconstructions in

[T S

o nsion that the relief depicts the city as it appeared from the south west. The two -

Siched reconciuetions of Hu sicge. by A. Sorrell under R.D. Barnett's direction,?
Chy 1LY Soulen under GUE. Wright's guidance,?! view the besieged city from that

Poaactt (aheaes o6 PLOMER,
WL Soyeo ihe March of Fmpires, in Fyervday Life in Bible Times, National Geographic Society,

pp. 2882239, 1 am indebted to Fr. C.1-. Gavin who drew my attention to the fact that the preparation

16,

of the reconstruction was done under Wrirht's guidance.

THE ‘LACHISH RELIEFS’

Fig. 5. Reconstruction of Lachish as viewed by the Assyrian artist, drawn by Gert le Grange.
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it more difficult tc identify our particular spot. Nevertheless, it seems that it should be
located roughly at the point marked by us (No. 7) on the map in Fig. 4. This place is at
an approximate elevation of 255 m. above sea level, about 200 m. from the south-west
corner of the mound. The photograph reproduced in Pl 20:A, which was taken here,
gives a clear idea of the appearance of the site from this particular angle.?

In Fig. 5 we present a reconstruction of the ancient city as seen during the sicge from
our sclected view point. It was prepared during the 1977 excavation scason by the
South African artist Gert le Grange. The reconstructed structures and main siege ramp
are first and foremost based on the archaeological data as understood in 1977, and are
complemented by the data provided by the reliefs. Naturally, the reconstructed city is
drawn on a relatively small scale and except for the attacking battering rams it shows
only the topographical and architectural features. Therefore, Mr. le Grange prepared
two additional drawings (Figs. 6-7), each presenting a section of the reconstructed city,
drawn from the same angle but on a larger scale. Here the artist has made a painstaking
and successful effort to convey the confusion of battle, interpreting in his own style the
data presented in the reliefs.

We shall now proceed to compare the topographical and archaeological data as ob-

- served from our selected view point to the features of the city as shown in the relief.

The city-gate of Levels V-1l was located or the western side 0" the mound (I,30n
Fig. 8).2% A wide, built roadway led to the city-gate from the south-west corner of the
mound, ascending along its western slope. On its western side the road was supported
by a retaining wall (Starkey’s ‘wall a’), and another wall (Starkey’s ‘wall b’) demarcated
the eastern side of the roadway. The gate complex was composed of an outer and an in-
ner gatehouse with an open court between them. The structure of the outer gate

i

¥

)

(Starkey’s ‘bastion’) protruded from the line of the slope; the gate faced southwards, its

: - axis parallel to the edge of the mound. The outer gatehouse must have been severely

% damaged during the battle. Furthermore, its remains are now covered by the remains of

} # %% the superimposed Level 11 outer gate and so far have been investigated only partially.

i 6 Be oieerstion of the assault on the main siege ramp. dravn by Gert le Grange. ‘ * Thus the ground plan of the outer gate is yet unclear. In any case, it must have been a

massive structure. The inner gatehouse was built along the upper periphery of the

“* mound and faced westwards; thus its axis was vertical to the edge of the mound. A per-

“. son approaching the city would have to walk along the ascending roadway to the outer
gate, turn sharp right after passing it, and then pass through the inner gate. In general,
the gate complex probably resembled that of Stratum 1V in Megiddo as restored by the
excavators. 6

The gatehouse prominently depicted in the centre of the sicge scene clearly must be

an be further claborated: it seems that

In our opinion this conclusion ¢ er elabor: ‘
a certain direction but as viewed

B I B e R
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et Sy : iewed from
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and onematid A . . ! \

ainine the proportions and relationships of the various fe
This supgestion seems to te firmly based,

o hly mant
' N pecific point,
tn the oplooker at one specific p . .
s as depicted in the reliel may well have differed in appcamnceA

Lot

oo thoegh the city wall -
I Leations whie > e oCity. A . o |
SN Y 1 - tl t of the site, on the slopt‘.d ™ A photograph takenin 1933 from about the same dircction was published by Tufnell (above, n. 21), PI.
i icular is located south wes site, :
thhie particular spot is focated s » )
Farms of Moshav Lachish, the modern village, as well a8

bstructing the view and making

In our opingon,
Ibid., pp. 93-98; Pls. 14:5-6, 108, 111, 114; Ussishkin (above, n. 3). pp. 55-63, Pls. 18-19.
G. Loud: Megiddo I1, Seasons of 1935-39. Chicago. 1948, p. 50, Fig. 107.

the neighbouring htlock.
trees. presently cover the face of the slope. thus partly ©
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it provides a clear view of the fagade
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Tufnell (above, n. 21), p. 55.

187 .




188 DAVID USSISHKIN
i endi eto
11 the relief, the deportees leaving the city follow a path descending fron.\ the %T;inl
tl-e right. Though the deportees do not concern us here, the path they are u§mtg cemer O};
'Aix is clearly the readway which ascends to the gate from the south-west co

o

the mound. From our view point the roadway is seen as in the relief, descending from
N ate to the right. . .
ll]‘v]::[j;(inn palace-fort of Levels IV-HI is th'e Iargest: most mas?lch:'md ;;?:t—lj::s
pressive edifice of the lron Age as yet known in Palestine (No. § in Ilg. . r.t P
fortress like building must have been a central governmental or royal palace- ?T or e
Lingdom of Judah. 1t crowns the centre of the mound and commands 34?669 ifu e
!'n\;n the hills of Judah to the coastal area. The superstructure fﬂ' lhc' qu I‘Cc-;s en Con)i
mioang. and the present remains are merely its raised fm.mda(mns. The bui :iween
<(ruu(§d stone walls for both the outer and inner foundations and the s?aceis e'3 eor
therh were filled with soil, giving the substructute the .appc.arance 0' (Ejl atriin o
(Starkey's ‘podium’). The massive character of th? foundatnovs is a cle;.lr |tn nl;:: on et
the superstructure of the building rose to a conﬁld-crable hmght(.l Ff)r 1:/51;':8 w;;e the
highest point, at the scuth-west corner of the building, the foundation we
thvnn 1 m. thick and siood to a height of more than 11 m. e citesate. In
Turning to the relief. we see in Slab [IT a large structure above the (':l y;f;" ‘.:ar‘
Lavard's \drmving (discussed above) it is interpreted as p.art o.f' the uplpcr CIt[\ll_T‘he e
ved on Slab 1L and it is drawn in line with and a's a cont'muatlon of t mtl ?vath.e o
hand edge of the struciure. and its connection \\'lth‘the ‘Cle-\\"a“, fali “"n:;n he mising
section <k‘f the scene between Slabs 1T and 11, and thus |'l is d:mcult'to ju gcdl ¢t e
ther were interconnected. Nevertheless, the structurc. m‘ Slab I is }carvc r: B %
n!izz-htlv higher than that of the city-wall ir Stab I1, an indicaton lhatlhcy we"t N
fcr‘uxl.c'rncmre'c‘ The structure on Slab 1T includes seven towers, the onle H o
ner now missing. The tower at the right hand corner and the fifth tower

hard cor ' o
the right rive hicher than the other towers. and we can safely assume lllmt ll|1e N
the teft hand corner was also bigher than the others. It scems to us that th

chenhd be interpretesd as the poatace fort, although its nrchi&cctur:\.l dc(ni!s arc polr(m)./lcd-
v etle as those of the citv-walls, Although soldiers (7) are standing on 'll as onlt lclu yd }
wal tremains of a few people can still be discerned here) the strgc}urc is cl‘ear yrp atcec .
‘=~\'.<~;1.1 the < vne of the hattle. The battering ram shown bc}l‘.)w it is attackn?g a eahur
Aopicted hy a sinele. aneled line probably representing the city-wall. The falling lor; es,
k.*:r:lrc ctones, tadder and round shields are all carved far below the s'tru‘cture %;n m.’e

‘ 1o dicsociated from it Furthermore, no enemy arrows are stuck in its walls as lp ¥
g ey walle on the two sides of the city.

7 cuggedtion  that  the palace-fort is shown in  the . :
Boavsd on ”;L: acsormption that the palace fort must have been represented in the scene.

relief is parlly;

(G

o tod e when onhe the substrocture of the edifice still stands., the palace-fort is the -

N ghd pp TR 86, Pl 1A 100 Ussishkin (above, n. 3 pp. 27-41 Pls. 10-14.
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most impressive structure on the mound, and we can only imagine its formidable ap-
pearance when it was complete. Its position as seen from our selected view point fits
well its position in the relief. The edifice stands behind, but high above, the gate struc-
ture; in fact its lower part may well have been seen from this point above the outer
gatehouse when the latter was undamaged. In the relief the lower part of the building is
shown at a level higher than that of the city-walls, and we can only speculate that it rose
to a higher level in the missing, upper part of Slab HI.

Sennacherib's main siege ramp was discovered at the south-west corner of the mound
(No. 11 in Fig. 8).2° Its attribution to the Assyrian campaign cannot be proved in the
absence of proper stratigraphy, and is based on the assumption that the Assyrian attack
was made on a grand scale and was extremely ferocious. Theorctically, the siege ramp
could have been laid during the Babylonian attack of 588/6 B.C.E. which is historically
and archaeologically attested. The siege ramp is composed of enormous amounts of
rubble heaped on the surface of the open area at the foot of the mound and laid against
its slope. The upper layer of the ramp consisted of stones bound with hard mortar. This
layer was the mantle of the ramp, added on top of the loose boulders in order to create a
compact surface. The sicge ramp—according to the existing surface remains—was
relatively wide end probably fan-shaped, narrowing towards its apex which reached the
bottom level of the outer city-wall. We estimate that the overall width of the siege ramp
at its bottom was about 55-60 m. and its height about 16 m.; inits centre the stones are
heaped to a height of several metres.

The main sicge ramp shown in the relief to the right of the city-gate is undoubtedly the
siege ramp at the south-west corner of the mound. The upper part of the siege ramp and
the city-wall above it were carved on the upper, missing parts of Slabs I1I and IV. From
our selected view point, located relatively nearby and nearly opposite the south-west
corner of the mound, the sicge ramp appears relatively large in proportion to other
features of the mound. In the relief the siege ramp is depicted in a similar way. From our
view point the palace-fort and the outer city-gate appear to the left of the south-west
corner and the sicge ramp, exactly as depicted by the Assyrian artist. Furthermore. the
leR-hand side of the siege ramp reaches the lower edge of the roadway which leads to
the outer city-gate; they appear adjacent to cne another from our view point, and they
are similarly portraved in the relief,

The relicf depicts five battering rams standing one beside the other on top of the siege
ramp. The number of battering rams depicted here is another irdication of the impor-
tance of the batlle, as the Assyrian relicfs usually depict no more than two battering
rams in a single attack. Assuming that the overall width of a battcring ram was about
1.50-2 m,, five battering rams could have easily been arrayed for battle on top of our
siege mound (Fig. 6). The relief depicts each battering ram standing on a track made of

large wooden logs. According to the reconstruction of Barnett and Sorrel]™® the whole

= B Ibid., pp. 67-74, Pls. 21-22.

® Barnctt (above, n. 6), Pl. 30:B.
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werface area of the sicge ramp was covered with such logs. but- it is more likely that a
narrew track of wooden logs or beams was laid along the sloping surface of ﬂ;e rs?mp
for cach of the attacking machines to enatble its smooth ascent to the top of the siege
m”}"‘:».m chariots or carts are shown in the relief being thrown l‘,yl the defende'rs onto the
Ascuinn soldiers and their battering rams on the ramp. The vehicles are.dcpxcted abo}\;e
r’h:f | vt hand side of the ramp. and more vehicles were prohnh!y dc.plclcd :\bove’t e
left hand side. in the missing section of Slab 111. The vehicles are |dcnt|(.:ally shown lg a
schemane though detailed manner: one wheel, with a thick felloe and slx :epokes, an ha
voke with attachments for harnessing two animals. Tongues of fire indicate that t :;.
Vel w ere set on fire by the defenders before being dropped. The fact that a group o

1

ddentical vehicles is shown strongly suggests that these were chariots mlh.cr than clarts.
The vehicles were probably standard war chariots of the royal Judean garrison statlor‘wd
in bochishe they could rot be used as such in the battle, and thus wcrc.throwr} burning
by the dck‘mk:rs i a last, desperate attempt to repulse .thc Assyrmnf. The ()(h:.r
‘ possibility, that these were various carts belonging to inhabitants of Lachish, seems to
< less likely.
) 'Ilt rqning t;w the ring of fortifications surrounding the ci‘ly in .chels 1V-I1I, »;'e* sel? that
the onter oitv-wall (Starkey's ‘stone and brick revetment ).ch|r::!cd the mound half-way
down the stope and joined the outer city-gate (No. tin F‘lg. 8)."' The south-west com;r
of the mound rises considerably, forming the highest point of the ITI()und, and helrc thc
outer oitv-wall rises to within nearly 6 m. of the summit. The elevation oftllxe wall in thc
Gwrth m:st corner is 265,34 m. above sea level as compared to 248.10 m. in U.le 50}1t -
cast corner of the mound and 247.29 m. in the the north-west corner. The forhﬁca'tlonsr
;:v”‘ the <outh-west corner were apparently specially reinforced, and here the cxcavaho‘n 0
the eater wall revealed ‘a brick section which projected to form the l?asc of a tower’. 13
the north west corner of the site the wall tums in a sharp curve; hcr'c it was strcnglhcned
by ot beast eight massive buttresses founded on bedrock. They projected between 4 an
<>m frory the lne of the wall and were about 2 m. in width. The wall wnsl c.n‘nslruc(c!d Mf
arevernent about 230 40 wide. leaning against the debris nflh.c n.munu. I'he fagade o
the woll de bt thronghout with salients and recesses: significantly, no towers
m:"':z*rmz from the line of the facade were constructed along the wall. .
Y The inner citv wall (Starkev's ‘six-metre wall’) extended along the upper periphery

af the monmdl and joined the towers of the inner gatehouse: it was studu?d only at the
wetern side of the mound (No. 4 in Fig. 8).%? The wall was built of bricks on st(z;:: 1
tions, Tl 1978 it was believed that massive towers 6 m. thick protruded from 1

fonnd-

e of the wall, which was 4 m. thick. This interpretation was expressed in the interim

- , 44, ALY
Pors gabove. n M opa 87 Q2 Ple |20 B 12, LOR - 109: Ussishkin (above, n. 3), pp. 43 i

1502 - )
T Yufnell (above, no 210 pp 72 77 P 109 Ussishkin (above, n. Y, pp. 47-50, 58, PL1.
ufnell (above. AR AT RENERN .

1
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and popular reports of the current excavations. Nevertheless, it now seems that the data
available at present should be interpreted in a different way; apparently the inner city-
wall was about 6 m. thick throughout its length without protruding towers.

The relationship between the contemporaneous outer and inner city-walls is of car-
dinal importance. Starkey interpreted them both as being proper city-walls, thus con-
cluding that the city was surrounded by two rings of fortifications, both of similar
character. This conclusion formed the basis for the city’s reconstruction with two city-
walls, drawn by H.H. M'cWiIliams, published by Starkey in his first preliminary excava-
tion report,*® and reproduced many times since. Naturally, this situation was compared
to the relief, which was interpreted as portraying two lines of city-walls.®* This inter-
pretation is clearly stressed in Layard’s drawing discussed above. The assumption that
the city was surrounded by two city-walls also formed the basis for the reconstructions
of Sorrell and Soulen.?

With the renewal of excavations, the problem of the relationship between the two
city-walls was studied afresh. Till 1980 it was believed that there were two parallel city-
walls as interpreted by Starkey; on that basis our reconstruction of Lachish published
here in Figs. 5-7 portrays two city-walls. During the 1980 excavation season, however,
it became apparent that the accumulated archaeological evidence should be interpreted
in a different way and that in fact Lachish was surrounded by a single ring of fortifica-
tions. 1t now scems that the outer city-wall served merely as a strong retaining wall sup-
porting the bottom of a glacis which in turn supported the bottom of the inner city-wall.
Thus it seems that the inner city-wall was the sole free-standing city-wall defending the
city, while the outer wall served as the initial dzfence barrier, obstructing the advance of
the attackers and their battering rams, and preventing them from undermining the glacis
and the wall proper.

We shall now turn to the fortifications depicted in the relief, and discuss them with

reference to this new interpretation of the city’s fortifications. A section of the city-wall

is shown on Slab IV at the right-hand side of the siege scene. This is clearly the edge of
the city, and a diaponal groove descending from the bottom of the wall at its right-hand
edge marks the steep slope below the city-wall. Further to the left we sce the main siege
remp laid against a segment of the city-wall which is now missing. Significantly, it was
depicted at a level much higher than the wall section to the right of the siege ramp. A
single tower depicted above the latter wall section was interpreted as representing an in-

v;} ner city-wall, but it seems more likely to have belonged to the now missing wall segment

—_—

R A Starkey: A Lecture Delivered at the Rooms of the Palestine Exploration Fund. on June 22rd.

(1933). PEQ 1933, PL, 111,
Y For instance Tufrell (above, n. 21), p. 5.

B See notes 22-23, above.
®® A similar interpretation of the fortifications was suggested in my lecture on the fortifications of Lachih
k> and their portrayal in the reliefs given at the Congress of Jewish Studies, Jerusalem. 1973. However. 1 |

ater

feturned to the ‘two walls® concept, which appeared then to be justificd by the evidence.
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depicted above the siege ramp. Also, the missing wall sef:tion ab~ovc the s:c;gl:. rampswt':::
pertraved at a level higher than that of the structure to l'tS Icft.. n?utcrprcte y;xs a e
pulncc‘» fort. iom our view point the city-wall appears in a snmllar.way. l’n t. e sou y
west corner it rises higher than other parts of the wall, and n's our.vxcw point is locate
near and dircctly opposite the south-west corner, the fomﬁcz'mons here seem even
hizher. The section of wall shown at the right-hand edge of tbe Cl-t.y probzibly represe'nts
!I'.t: city-wall at the south-east corner of the mound (No. 6 in Fig. 4). From our view
point !'wmh the palace-fort and the fortifications at the sou(h~cas't‘cor'ncr woul: ap[:i:l:
roughly level with the top of the siege ramp, and bck.)w the fortifications at t elso t
west corner as in the relief. Finally, from our view point .the appea‘rance of the slope a
the right hand cdge of the city is very similar to that in Lhe relief. ‘ b
In Slah HI the fortifications are schematically portraved as an z.mgled line atta]c ef ly
a battering ram. This is probably the section of the wall (or glacis?) ‘lo the norl.1 0 dt Te
civ eate. In Slab 11 the fortifications at the left-hand edge of the city are depicte lm
du-ni} in the heat of battle. A diagonal line descending from the bottom ,Of the w?ll a 5(;
marks the steep slope of the site on this side. The relief l.1ere clearly depicts two lines or
manned city-walls; these must be the prominent fortifications at the n'orth»west cornfcr o
ke mound (No. 1 in Fig. 4) which form the left-hand e.dge of'th.e city .\vhet} secn ll'Ol‘(;
onr view point. According to our new interpretation of the cnl?' s. ﬁ?ruﬁcatlons on :'"s
single proper citv wall was constructed here. in. clear C(’)Nrﬂd‘ICtl()l‘ tf) the twtobwlcn
depicted on Slab 11 In the absence of a dcﬁn?twe solution l{\ls qucsmi)rl) mu§ deherc
apen at present: nevertheless, there is one possible answer which should )ei raise ;
with due reservations. The outer wall at the north-west corner was SL?pport‘e( by maSSf\tc‘
hattresses: thev could well have supported temporary balcomcs. with protecnIc
haluctrades. which provided positions for warriors holding the first |lflC (‘)f dcfence: n
that <ase. the lower wall in Slab 1T would represent the (?ulcr.wz\!l with its balcmlues.
The various segments of the city wall and the structure identified by us as the pla acc;
fort are depicted in the relief as having towers whose fagades protrude from th.e llnc 0
the wall. A halustrade, constructed with round shields held by \vo.odcn frmn‘cs. is shown
Aheve the hattlements on top of these structures as well as the city-gate. T hese towers

. ‘e . i ntly
and batnstades appear in onr reconstructions in Figs. 5-7. According to the presently

i g - a e city-wall
o archacological data, i.c. the substructures of the palace fort and th yt R
tawers ac dopicred in the relief were not constructed here. Nevertheless, these structures

mayv have had

nacherih’s arn.
e city of Toachich,

There remaies the problem of the second sicge ramp shown in the relief to the left of

" Qee 1avard, Second Series (above, n. 8): Paterson (above. n. 8]

toeers only on their upper, now missing. parts. On the other hanfi, .
wivlar towers and hnluclr.%dcs appear in other reliefs from the South-West Palace in E
Sineveh. ' ard shns could be interpreted as the conventional n'lcll.m'd used by Scn;‘;-
t~ to portray city-walls and citadels. rather than individual features of .-
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the city-gate, along which two battering rams assail the city-gate and the city-wall to its
left. The second siege ramp is shown similarly to the main sicge ramp discussed above.
but it seems clear that a separale ramp is portrayed here. Therefore, if indeed the relief
conveys a realistic view of the besieged city, we would expect a second siege ramp to
have been lid against the outer gatehouse and the city-wall to its north. Barnett
reconstructed here the main siege ramp; he suggested that the earth glacis laid against
the west wall of the outer gate represents the remains of the sicge ramp.*® It seems clear,
however, that the earth glacis is part of the constructional fill supporting the founda-
tions of the gatehouse. No other remains can be ascribed to such a siege ramp at present,
and only future excavations can establish jts presence or absence. On the basis of the
relief, the reconstructions in Figs. 5 and 7 portray a second siege ramp laid aganst the
back corner of the gatehouse. However, I now believe that it should be reconstructed
against the front, left-hand corner of the gatehouse, because tactically this is a more
logical point from which to assail the gate.

Finally. a few more details portrayed in the relicf which support the view that the
relief is not imaginary should be mentioned. The hilly landscape of the Lachish area is
depicted in the relicf in the conventional Assyrian way, in a pattern resembling fish
scales or scale armour. The background vegetation includes vines and figs (and possibly
schematically drawn olive trees) which are typical of the area. Both attackers and defen-
ders are shown in the relicf as using bows and arrows, as well as slings and sling-stones.
In confirmation, large quantities of arrowheads and sling-stones were found in the ex-
cavations.” A crescent-shaped piece of bronze was found between the outer gate and
the south-west corner and was identified as the mount of a helmet-crest. If the identifica-

tion is correct this find may be compared to the Assyrian crested helmets portrayed in
the relief.*®

‘"THE RELIEFS AND THE SIEGE

~ After presenting data in support of the view that the relief portrays the besieged city as

P seen from once particular point, we turn to a further question: why was this spot chosen

by the artist from which to draw the city and immortalize the battle? A possible
answer to this question is directly associated with some problems of the siege discussed
below.

Tel Lachish is located in the Shephelah, in the midst of low hills which characterize the
whole region. The mound is surrounded by decp valleys on nearly all sides (Fig. 4). On

the northern and eastern sides it borders on Nahal Lachish (Wadi Ghafr). On the
. «western side, and partly also on the southern. the mound borders on small wadis which

™ Barnett (above. n. 6). p.. 163, PI. 10:B.
® Tufnell (above, n. 21), pp. 385-386. 396, Pls. 39:4-6, 40:5, 0.

® Ibid.. pp. 98. 287, PI. 39:] -2 a similar comparison between the finds and the relief is discussed
by Tufnell.

ther
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un int Nahal Lachish. Only at the south-west corner does a topographical saddle
(Starkey's ‘saddle area’) connect the mound with the neighbouring hillock where
“1ohav 1achish is now located.

Tne saddle at the south west corner provided the best place from which to launch an
attack on the city. This situation explains why the level of the upper periphery of the
couth-west corner was considerably raised and why the fortifications here were ap-
prarently especially strengthened. Even so. it remained the most attractive point for an
acsault, and here. not surprisingly. the main thrust of the Assyrian attack took place.
The atteck was centred around the huge sicge ramp laid against the south-west corner.
Remaine of the fierce baitle were uncovered by Starkey all over the saddle and the
roadway leading to the outer gate. In Tufnell's words: ‘Over the whole area there were
abundant traces of burning. and the fuel for this destruction was still to be scen in the
charred branches and blackened olive stones which were pile¢ up against the walls.
Stone shnashots and innumerable arrowheads testified to the war-like character of the

RRTFL A

A large Assvrian military camp was crected at Lachish, as was the common practice
in Assytian campaigns. The camp is mentioned in the Bible (see above) and is portrayed
‘4 the ‘Lachish Reliefs'.*2 The choice of site for the camp must have been dictated by the
f.llowng considerations: it had to be located not far from the spot where the main at-
1ack on the city would take place, but not in a tactically inferior position to the city
walls and hevond the range of fire of the defenders: and it had to be pitched on an area
Iarpe enough to accommodate the king's headquarters and the logistical support of the
armv. These criteria fit only one place: the hillock to the south-west of the mound,

where Moshav Lachish is now located (Fig. 4). The hillock is connected to the mound -

e the saddle discussed above. and thus the approach to the city was fairly casy and the
camp wac Jocated opposite the place where the main attack was to take place. This
hellock is fairly near 1o the mound: it is relatively high. its summit about 260-265 m.
e <oa level nearly as high as the summit of the mound (about 270-273 m. at the

Authavest cornerd Finallv, the top of the hillock is flat and spacious.

Dipfortanately, the reconstruction of the Assyrian camp at this place cannot be
11 bacoiosically substantiated. 1 serntinized an acrial photograph of Tel Lachish and its
cooiniiy tuben on 10 January 1015:%" the general area where we would lecate the camp
woe svatemntically plonghed and cultivated at that time. and no structures or other re-

cns conld be discerned in the photograph. Furthermore. the construction of the

" ege and farme of the moshav in the nineteen-fifties must have completely eradicated "7
smine which were possibly still preserved. E

i S ved Sen o boee, o SLOPTONNIVE Paterson (aboves no ) Plso 7476,
S The aerial photograph (No. S065)is a section of 680 P.S. 15, photographed on a scale of 1:15.000. The

shotograph i< kept in the archives of the Department of Geography. Hebiew University of Jerusalem, > 3
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“Our selected view point is located in front of the suggested site of the Assyrian
mulltﬂry camp, and between it and the city. This place is roughly in line with tﬁé'a:ié of%‘v'
the m.mn siege ramp and close enough to the battle scene, but at more than 200 m. from
the city-wall it is apparently beyond the effective range of the defenders’ fire “ We
would like to raise the suggestion that this is the very spot where Scnnacher}b the
supreme commander, sat on his nimedu-throne and conducted thz baltfc. Therefor; we
assume that the reliel presents the besicged city as scen during the battle b ‘lhe
monarch from his command post. This conclusion fits the arrangement of the reliifsi
R()'ﬂm XXXVLin Sennacherib’s palace (Fig. 2). The king is shown sitting on his thr nn
'l'acmg the city with the Assyrian military camp at his back as at Lachish Sennach:ri;
is shown in an ‘after the battle’ scene, reviewing captives and spoils ar;d this is al
s(alcd. in the inscription carved on the relief** Nevertheless, it seem‘s that he is :Iso
associated with the central scene of the series, since he is portrayed aehif looking at ;0
besicged city as he watched it during the battle.* ‘ Batte

“
Given the lack of data and seriou i i
3 7 a S s studies, the effective range of b ; i
A that battle can only be surmised at present ’ ovs ured by the defenders ol Lachih
43 N : ’
Luckenbill. Ancicit Records, 11 (above, n. 7). p. 198, No. 4R9: ANET, p 28R
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