VIL.—The Genuineness of the Holy Sepulchre. By Tuomas LEwIN, Esq.,
M.A., F.S.A.

Read February 15th, 1866.

THE great aim of history is to hold up the mirror of the past; but this cannot
be done without a knowledge of places as well as of persons. Topography
not only illustrates, but also corrects, history: Josephus, for instance, speaks of
Jerusalem as having contained occasionally 3,000,000 inhabitants; and in the
Jewish War he raises up, by the magic stroke of his pen, countless hosts that
never were born ; but when we come to examine the localities, we see at once that
his statements are preposterous, and that we must accept them at an enormous
discount. If topography be so essential an ingredient to history, the more
important the events, the more necessary the investigation of the places where
the scenes were enacted. It is for this reason that so much attention has of late
been directed to the topography of Judea, and of Jerusalem in particular. The
inquiry as to the latter has perhaps excited the greater interest from the extreme
difficulty with which it is attended. Our information, however, is so rapidly
accumulating, that candid minds are now fast converging to a central point. One
of the most perplexing questions has been whether the so-called Holy Sepulchre
be actually the spot in which the body of our Lord was laid ; and, having directed
my attention to this subject more or less for about a quarter of a century, I hope
I may, without presumption, bring under the notice of the Society the grounds
upon which I have formed my conclusions. ,

In the first place, a strong feeling in favour of the genuineness of the Holy
Sepulchre arises from the fact that for more than 1,500 years at least* this has
been the traditional site : here for so many centuries have Christians of all nations

* Bee post the testimony of the Bordeaux Pilgrims and of Eusebius.
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and of all creeds come to bow with reverence. It is not the case of one sect
advocating one site, and another sect another site, but the tradition has been
steady and uniform that here was our Lord entombed. This argument carries to
my own mind the greatest weight. Jews may have been banished from Judea
from the time of Hadrian to the time of Constantine, but numerous Christians
(the converts from keathenism) must from the first have sojourned at Jerusalem,
or in the immediate neighbourhood, and I do not think it possible that they could
bave let slip from their memory the scene of such momentous events as the burial
and resurrection of our Lord. The Christian child to whom the Sepulchre was
pointed out in the year of the crucifixion (a.D. 83) would cherish it in his recol-
lection as long as he lived, which might be until the close of the first century at
least, and long after the destruction of the city by Titus. Even the Apostles
themselves remained at Jerusalem for many years after the resurrection, say until
AD. 55, and must they not have often conducted their converts to the Holy
Sepulchre ? and, if so, how could all trace of the site of it have been lost ?

As the Holy Sepulchre thus recommends itself as genuine primd facie, we are
led to ask what is the objection urged against it. The only one of any weight
appears to be this, that our Lord, as all admit, was buried witkout the city;
whereas the so-called Holy Sepulchre is now within the city. But it is equally
well known that the outer wall on the north, commonly called the third wall, was
begun by Agrippa in A.D. 43, and was not completed until some time during the
Jewish war, which broke out in A.p. 66 and ended A.p. 70. The only wall which
girt in the city on the north in the time of our Lord, was that now generally
known as the second wall. If, therefore, it can be shown that the Holy Sepulchre
was without the second wall the objection is answered. A question about the
course of walls must involve minute details which cannot be followed without
attention, but with a little patience we can arrive, according to my judgment, at a
satisfactory result. The difficulty is to find some starting point which we can
rest upon as an indisputable basis. Such a substratum presents ‘itself in the
citadel or castle of David, on the right hand of the Jaffa Gate. This can be
proved demonstratively to be identical with the palace of Herod, afterwards the
Preetorium or residence of the Roman Procurator. Few persons who have con-
sidered the subject will be disposed to question this; but I proceed to adduce the
several arguments upon which our assertion is founded.

Josephus describes the High Town or Upper Market as a platform surrounded
by ravines on the west, south, and east sides,* and as standing toward the north

v * Bellum, v. 4, 1.
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on a Mgos or cliff.* The palace was at the north-west corner of this platform, for
Titus, after the capture of the third or outmost wall and the second or middle
wall, assaulted the palace from the north,” and then from the west,” which he
could only have done on the supposition that the palace looked northward and
westward, or in other words was situate at the north-west corner. 'While the whole
north wall of the High Town stood on this aégos or cliff, the three towers in the
north wall of the palace, viz. Hippicus, Phasaelus, and Mariamne, were erected
upon a rocky crest which stood out by itself.

Compare this description with the present features.! As you enter the Jaffa
Gate and walk down, David Street, and Temple Street which continues it, to the
Haram, you observe a rise of the ground on your right hand.c It has been much
discussed whether the Tyropceon Valley began or not at the Jaffa Gate, and ran
eastward until it turned down to Siloam, and Josephus no where says that it -
did ; but he does state, both directly and indirectly, that the High Town on its
north side was precipitous,’ and that the north wall of the High Town stood
upon a cliff;# and in conversing with Mr. Schick, a resident architect who
erected the English church just opposite the Citadel, I remarked that he inva-
riably termed this abrupt rise of the ground ¢ The Clff of Sion,” using the
very term employed by Josephus so many centuries before. However, I have
no doubt that in the time of Josephus a considerable valley ran along David
Street and Temple Street, and so formed the commencement of the Tyropceon
Valley, which gradually deepened ‘as it approached the Haram, when it
deflected southward to Siloam. Even as matters now stand, the Jaffa Gate
itself is situate in a depression between the citadel on the south and the hill.
on the north." Then, as you enter and begin to descend David Street, eastward of
the first street leading north, there is a visible ascent,! and, when you come to the
open space once occupied by the Hospitallers, the ground on the north is
from 12 to 15 feet higher than the street* On the south side there is still
quite a sharp ascent;' and at the first turning to the right after passing the

&’ WnAp Nopy, Bell. v. 4, 4. wepixpnuvoy oboav, vi. 8, 1.

® Bell. v. 7, 8, where Titus is represented as encamping within the third wall, and as assaulting Hippicus,
one of the towers of the palace. ¢ Bell. vi. 8, 1.

4 See the accompanying Plan (Plate I1.), which is based on the Ordnance Survey lately made by the
Expedition to the Holy Land under Captain C. W. Wilson, R.E.

¢ Robinson, Biblical Researches, i. 264 iii. 208.

f Bell. vi. 8, 1; v. 4, 4. g Bell. v. 4, 4.

b Robinson, Bib. Res. iii. 208. ! Robinson, Bib. Res. i. 265. X Robinson, Bib. Res. iii. 167
1 Robinson, Bib. Res. i. 264, 265. Tobler, Dritte Wanderung, 233.
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Citadel I counted myself about twelve steps up to Sion.* On'reaching the top
you find yourself on a level with the roofs of the houses below.* It is also
observable that of the two great sewers that drain Jerusalem, while one of them
runs from the Damascus Gate down the Mill Valley, the other is carried down
David Street,’ and this alone would prove a natural hollow in this direction.
Such is the present state, but let us penetrate below. Excavations have esta-
blished the fact that the hard rock comes near to the surface both on the north
and south of David Street, while in David Street itself there is an enormous
accumulation of débris. Let us look first to the north side of David Street. Just
without the Jaffa Gate on the north, where is the present Custom-house, it is
rock.? At the new buildings of the Latin Patriarch, a little to the north of David
Street, within the walls, it is rock,®'and the Pool of Hezekiah, a little due east of
this spot, is sunk in the rock.! If we turn to the south side of David Street, the
Citadel itself is erected upon the crest of a rock, and to the east of this is the
Prussian Hospital, the foundations of which are laid upon the rock, and 350
feet to the east of this it is also rock.® Now, what is the nature of the sub-
stratum between these two ridges of rock? On excavating at the corner of the
first street on the left, after entering the Jaffa Gate, and therefore at a spot
between the Citadel and the buildings of the Latin Patriarch, there was found in
digging for foundations a depth of rubbish not less than 40 or 50 feet. Ata
point further down, at the junction of David Street with Christian Street, and
therefore between the Pool of Hezekiah or its immediate vicinity on the north,
and the Prussian Hospital on the south, the foundations of an ancient chapel were
discovered at the depth of 30 or 40 feet below the present surface.r If we descend
still further down David Street the same phenomenon appears as you pass from
David Street into Temple Street, that is, excavations have been made there to the
depth of 25 feet without reaching the rock,' so that the natural soil might rest
still many fathoms lower.

Again, Mr. Schick, the European architect before referred to, and who possesses
more local knowledge of nether Jerusalem than perhaps any other person living,
informed me that in digging for a foundation between the Cliff of Sion and the

s See Lewin's Siege of Jerusalem by Titus, p. 215. ® Robinson, Bib. Res. i. 264.
¢ Pierotti, vol. i. p. 15. d Pierotti, vol. i. p. 19. © Ibid. .
¢ Robinson, Bib. Res. iii. 185. Tobler's Dritte Wand. 234. ¢ Picrotti, vol. i. p. 19. b Ibid

! Mr. Whiting’s Letter, Robinson, Bib. Res. iii. 632. k Tbid. and see Robinson, Bib. Res. 184.
! Tobler's Dritte Wanderung, 234, 255.
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site of the Hospitallers’ Palace, he excavated to the depth of 60 feet without
finding the natural soil. The substratum consisted, to use his own words, of * only
very small stones looking like the filling up of a trench,”’ and it is remarkable
that if the palace of Herod was where we have placed it, this would be the very
spot where Titus cast up one of his mounds against the High Town. In the time
of Brocardus, a monkish writer of the thirteenth century, the valley had been some-
what obliterated; but was still distinctly traceable.’ At the present day, as
observed in Murray’s Handbook, if you station yourself on the roof of the Serai at
the north-west corner of the Haram, you can follow the depression of the valley
all the way from the Jaffa Gate to the Haram. If, as some insist, there is no
valley along David Street, how comes it that no one has yet discovered the rock
in this part, notwithstanding all the searches that have been made, and while the
rock is found on the sides of this line both north and south? There is a curious
fact mentioned by Kadi-Mejr-ed-din, who wrote A.n. 1495. ¢ David Street,” he
says, ‘ was so named from a subterranean gallery which David caused to be made
from the gate of the chain (the chief entrance to the Haram) to the Citadel, called
the Mickrah of David. It still exists, and parts of it are occasionally discovered.
It is all solidly vaulted.”® This tradition of a subterranean gallery ( erroneously
attributed to David) is to some extent borne out by recent discoveries, for
between the little street of Kanater Mar Botrtis and David Street, i. e. just
opposite the site of the Hospitallers’ Palace, a partial chain of underground vaults
is still seen,d and they have again been found halfway along David Street at the
Bazaars,* and they appear again under the raised embankment leading to the
gate of the chain at the entrance to the Haram.! All this tends to confirm the
fact of a natural valley in this part.

The broad platform or hill which has this fall of ground on the north, and is
also surrounded on the west and south sides by the valley of Hinnom, and on the
east by the Tyropeeon Valley, is of so peculiar a character and is so isolated from
the rest of the city that it must have always borne, as it still bears, a distinct
and peculiar' name. It was originally called Jebus, and was the city of the
Jebusites, and is the High Town or Upper Market of Josephus, and for at least
1500 years (that is since the days of the Bordeaux Pilgrim) has been known as
Sion. If we can assume that the quarter now called Sion is the High Town of .

* 8 Lewin's Siege of Jerusalem by Titus, 218. * Robinson, Bib. Res. iii. 205.
¢ City of the Great King, 397. Tobler, i. 216. ¢ Lewin’s Siege of Jerusalem by Titus, p. 221.
¢ Tobler's Dritte Wanderung, 234. f Tobler's Dritte Wanderung, 225.



The Genuineness of the Holy Sepulckre. 121

Josephus, the Castle of David must necessarily be the Palace of Herod, for the
palace was at the north-west corner of the High Town, and the Castle of David is
at the north-west corner of Sion.*

So much for the general position of Herod’s Palace, now the Castle of David;
but, if we descend to details, we shall be struck by the increasing cogency of the
proofs of the identity of the two. The Palace of Herod was defended by the
three strong towers before mentioned, Hippicus, Phasaelus, and Mariamne.® The
chances would be greatly against any citadel containing exactly that number of
towers; yet, on looking at the Castle of David, we discover just that number,
and no more. The three towers of Herod were built upon a rock,” and the three
existing towers are also founded on the rock.? The three towers of Herod were
square and solid up to a certain height,e and the present towers are also square
and solid for some height from the base.! But further, the rock on which Herod’s
three towers were erected was 30 cubits or 45 feet high,® and the rock which
sustains the present castle is 42 feet high; so that 3 feet only are wanting to
correspond with the historian’s statement.r Hippicus was the most westerly of
the three towers, and was a square of 25 cubits;' and the base of the most
westerly of the present towers is ancient, and nearly of those dimensions.k Pha-
saelus was the middle tower of Herod’s Palace, and was 60 feet square, or 240
feet in circumference, and was solid to the height of 60 feet;! and the middle
tower in the present castle answers to this description, for, though not quite a
square, but rectangular, it is a square to the eye, and the circumference is 253
feet,® and therefore exceeding Josephus’s measurement by 13 feet only. But
what is more striking still, the lower part of the tower, to the height of no less
than 40 feet, is actually solid, without any known entrance either above or below
ground ; and there is besides an accumulation of rubbish at the foot, so that if
this were cleared away it might be found that the whole height of the solid part
was, as Josephus states it, 60 feet. The tower is composed of bevelled stones, and
is evidently the work of the Herodian age, and is commonly called Hippicus,
which is one of the vulgar errors, as it is certainly Phasaelus. Mariamne, the
third tower in Herod’s Palace, has been destroyed, with the exception of the base
of it, which to the height of 5 feet is solid, and cased with large stones roughly

8 In the Old Testament, Sion signifies the whole mountain shut in between the Valley of Hinnom and
the Valley of Jehoshaphat, and is equivalent to Jerusalem as a whole, which occupied the motntain. In
the Maccabees, however, Sion signifies the Temple Inclosure, now the Haram.

® Bell. v. 4, 8. ¢ Bell, v. 4, 4. 4 Pierotti, vol. i. p. 29. e Bell. v. 4, 3.
f Pierotti, vol. i. p. 29. & Bell. v. 4, 4. b Williams, Holy City. ! Bell. v. 4, 3.
¥ Pierotti, vol. i. p. 29. ! Bell. v. 5, 3. = Robinson, Bib. Res. i. 308.
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rusticated.* The old materials have been built into the present tower, which
stands a little back towards the south-east, just where we should expect to find
Mariamne; for all three towers were erected on one isolated crest, and they could
not therefore have stood in a straight line, but must have been clustered about
the rocky eminence. Again, while the towers of which we have spoken lay on
the north of the palace, the royal apartments in which Herod and his family
resided lay to the south, and next to them in the same direction were spacious
gardens laid out in walks, with fountains and dovecots, and all the appliances of
luxurious Eastern life; and to the south of the Castle of David are, to this day,
extensive gardens reaching along the western wall, 650 yards in length and 250
yards in breadth,” so that this part has been ocultivated as a garden for about
1,900 years. '

It may be tedious to demonstrate further the identity of the Castle of David
with Herod’s Palace, but it is absolutely necessary that we should have some
certain and indisputable point to start from. I will therefore test the identity
in another way. When Titus had taken the third or outer wall, and pitched
his camp between that and the second wall, he assaulted the northern wall
of the High Town at the part which lay between the monument of the High
Priest John, which was a conspicuous feature in the siege, and Hippicus, one
of the towers of Herod’s Palace®; but close to the monument of John, that
is to say, only 45 feet from it, was the Amygdalon or Almond Pool.! Hence,
it is clear that to the north of the palace, and at only a short distance from
it, was a pool of sufficient dimensions to be a well known mark. This corresponds
exactly with the facts. To the north-east of the Castle of David, and at only
about 190 yards from it, is the Pool of Hezekiah, which is universally admitted to
be the Almond Pool of Josephus. It is, indeed, the only pool within the walls of
the city, with the exception of the Pool of Bethesda, which is in just the opposite
quarter above the Haram, and could not, upon any conceivable theory, have been
the pool referred to by Josephus.

I will only extend this branch of the argument by one further observation.
‘We read that on the western side of the Temple were four gates, one of which, the
most southern, led over the bridge to the palace,e from which I collect that the

* Pierotti, vol. i. p. 29. ® Handbook for Syria. ¢ Bell. v. 7, 8.

4 vara (dpetov kMpa 76 Epyow fiv xal xoAvpShBpay *Apvydakdy Tpocayopevouévyy: robrov 8¢ 1o wevre-
radéxaroy &xo Tpidkovra Tyx@y Exov Kkara T Tov dpxiepéws pvnpueiov. Bell. v. 11, 4.

© "H pév eis ra Bacilewa relvovoa, rijs év péog papayyos eis dlodoy drenuuévys. Ant. Jud. xv. 11, 5,
That the bridge is here referred to see Ant. Jud. xiv. 4, 2; Bell. vi. 6, 2 ; vi. 8, 1'; ii. 16, 3; i. 7, 2.
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bridge led by a direct route to the palace, for the expression would hardly be
correct (as the palace lay at some considerable distance) if the road pursued a
devious course. The abutment of this bridge on the west side of the Temple is
still to be seen in the western wall of the Haram, near the southern end, and if a
road be carried in a straight line westward in the same direction with the bridge,
it would strike the very spot at which, on other grounds, we have placed the
Palace of Herod.

All these circumstances, some of them of a most minute character, and beyond
the reach of accident, have satisfied me without the least misgiving or hesitation,
and I hope will satisfy others, that the Castle of David occupies the site of the
Palace of Herod, or rather of the Citadel on the north side of the palace, in which
stood the three famous towers Hippicus, Phasaelus, and Mariamne ; and, having
made good this stand-point, we now proceed to the consequences which flow from it.

The first wall, or that of the High Town, commenced on the north according to
Josephus, at Hippicus, and then uniting Hippicus with the two other towers,
Phasaelus and Mariamne, went eastward along the cliff of the High Town to the
Temple. In other words, the first wall began at the tower next the Jaffa Gate in
the Castle of David, and then ran successively to the other two towers in the
Castle of David, and then struck off in a straight line eastward along the Cliff of
Sion to the Haram. If I am not mistaken, the wall itself was discovered in 1862,
when I happened to be at Jerusalem. I have already mentioned a flight of twelve
steps from David Street up to the Cliff of Sion on the south. At the top of the
steps the little street called Kanater Mar Botrfis runs from west to east, parallel
to David Street. ‘Between this street and David Street a house was being erected
for Dr. Chaplin the English physician, and in excavating for a foundation the work-
men came to a small tower nearly square, measuring in the interior 8 feet from
north to south, and 9 feet from east to west. On the west side of the tower was
a gate b feet wide and 18 feet high. At the distance of 64 feet to the east was
discovered another tower of similar dimensions, and the two towers were con-
nected by a massive wall. Unfortunately I omitted to take a note of the breadth
of the wall, but it was very considerable, for Mr. Schick, after searching in vain
for a solid foundation, erected the wall of the house upon the back of the old
wall®* What is very remarkable is, that this wall was in the direct line with the
third tower in the Castle of David; and we have seen that according to Josephus
the first wall struck off eastward from Mariamne, the third tower in the Palace of

* Lewin, Siege of Jerusalem by Titus, 216.
R2
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Herod. Whether the old wall thus brought to light be or not the veritable first
wall of the High Town, it is clear that the first wall must have run in this
direction, for its course was from west to east, and was just south of the Almond
Pool, now the Pool of Hezekiah. . We have next to inquire what was the line of
the second wall.

The account of Josephus is that  the second wall started from the Gate Gennath
in the first wall, and, compassing only the northern quarter, ran up to Antonia.”
Where then is the Gate Gennath to be placed ? When the outer or third wall
was assaulted by Titus, the Jews were the less anxious about the city, that is the
High Town, because, if the outer wall were taken the city would be still defended
by two walls,” from which it must be inferred that the Gate Gennath was at least
close to the three great towers of the palace, for the city could not be said to be
still behind two walls if there were a considerable space protected only by one
wall. On the other hand, when Titus had taken the outer or third wall and
before he had taken the second wall, he assaulted the High Town from the north,°
so that there was certainly some interval or portion of the first wall lying between
the third wall, which started from Hippicus, and the second wall, which started
from the Gate’ Gennath. '

There are some further particulars mentioned in the siege of the city by Titus
which will enable us to fix with some precision where the Gate Gennath actually
stood. When Titus reconnoitred the city to select a point of attack, he came to
the resolution of assaulting the third or outer wall opposite the monument of the
High Priest John, and the reason assigned is, that if he carried the outer or third
wall the road would then be open to him against the High Town without
taking the second walld and when he had mastered the outer or third wall
he accordingly delivered the assault against the High Town along that reach of
the inmost or first wall which lay befween the monument of Jokn on the east
and the Tower of Hippicus on the westc The exposed part of the first wall was
therefore the space from the monument of the High Priest John to the Tower
Hippicus ; but the exposed part of the first wall was also between the se¢ond wall
(¢.e. the Gate Gennath where it commenced) on the east, and the Tower of Hippicus
on the west. The Gate Gennath therefore was at the monument of the High Priest
John ; and as we have identified Hippicus with the present tower at the Jaffa Gate,
if we can only find the site of the monument of the High Priest John, we shall
have ascertained the length of the interval or portion of the first wall which lay

¢ Bell. v. 4, 2. ’ ® Bell. v. 7, 2. ¢ Bell. v. 7, 3.
4 Bell. v. 6, 2. e Bell. v. 7, 3.
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between the outer or third wall, which began at Hippicus, and the middle or
second wall, which began at the Gate Gennath. Now when Titus had failed in his
attempt to carry the High Town by assault, he proceeded to cast up a bank or
mound against it, and this was at the monument of the High Priest John ;* and
on this being destroyed by the Jews, Titus waited until he had captured the
middle or second wall, and then cast up two mounds, one af the monument of the
High Priest John, and the other at the Almond Pool, and it is stated that the two
mounds were only 45 feet apart® But the Gate Gennath was, as we have seen,
at the monument of the High Priest John, and the monument of the High Priest
John was only 45 feet from the Almond Pool, now the Pool of Hezekiah. The
Gate Gennath then, at which the second wall commenced, must have stood close
to the Pool of Hezekiah, which is a little to the north-east of the Castle of David.
That, in fact, there was a gate at this very point is evident from the narrative
of Josephus, for when Titus was casting up the first mound against the High
Town, after the capture of the outer or third wall, and before the capture of the
middle or second wall, the Jews sallied out of this gate and made an onslaught
upon those who were working at the mound.*

It may be admitted that if the second wall, as we have placed it, went due
north even for a few furlongs from the Gate Gennath, it would include the Holy
Sepulchre ; but as candour compels us to make this concession, so truth enables us
to trace it in a direction which will at once remove the difficulty.

As the reason with many for giving so great an extent to the middle or second
wall is the impression that the Low Town, confined as they suppose within the
second wall, would thus be reduced to insignificance, I must remark in limine,
that there can be no greater error than to consider the Low Town as limited only
to the part bounded by the second wall. Josephus states most distinctly that the
Low Town was seated chiefly on the eastern ridge, and that it was divided from
the western ridge, the higher of the two ridges, by the valley which ran to Siloam,
and that the Low Town reached all the way from Fort Antonia on the north to
the Pool of Siloam on the south, so that it comprised the present Haram, and also
the whole of Ophel below it. According to Josephus, Fort Antonia, now the
Serai, was in the Low Town,? and the Temple was in the Low Town,® and when
Herod had taken the Temple, and stormed the parts below it on Ophel, it is said
that he forced the Jews ¢ from the Low Town, and burnt ‘it down to Siloam.”r
The quarter bounded by the second wall was originally a distinct hill, called in

* Bell. v. 9, 2, b Bell. v. 11, 4. ° Bell. v. 9, 2. ¢ Bell. v. 5, 8.
e Bell. v. 5, 8. f Bell. vi. 7, 2.
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Josephus the Third Hill ;* but when the Asmonean or Mill Valley between the
third hill and Acra, or the second hill on the eastern ridge, was filled up,’ this
third hill became amalgamated with the Low Town on the second hill, and passed
as part of it.° Thus, the third hill within the second wall was a portion only,
and comparatively a small portion, of the Acra or Low Town, and this is
confirmed by the summary way in which Josephus disposes of the second wall.
It « encircled,” he says, “ the northern quarter only,” language inconsistent with.
its comprising any considerable area.

Other circumstances also will shew the narrow dimensions of the space within
the second wall ; for when Titus had taken the outer or third wall of Agrippa,
now represented by the line of the present wall, he encamped within the outer wall,
and yet was out of reach of shot from the second wall.? The course of the second
wall must therefore have been much to the south of the third or outer wall, and so
of narrow limits, or there would not have been the necessary space between the
outer or third wall and the second wall for the encampment. But as many do not
admit the identity of the outer wall with the present wall, the last argument,
according to their view, has no weight. But the same result may be arrived at by
another fact which cannot be gainsaid. The outer wall contained ninety towers,
and the first wall sixty towers,” and the two together forming the whole circuit of
the city made a circumference of thirty-three stades.” If, therefore, one hundred
and fifty towers were found in a wall of thirty-three stades, the second wall, which
had only fourteen towers, would be about one-eleventh part, or three stades. Of the
ninety towers however of the first wall, some twenty must have stood in the"
parts of the first wall within the city, and not in the line of the outer ambit;
and if we deduct one-third or twenty towers on this account, there will still
remain forty towers in the first wall, which added to the ninety towers of the
outer or third wall will make one hundred and thirty towers for the whole
circumference of thirty-three stades. The fourteen towers of the second wall
would in this view be about one-ninth of the whole, and one-ninth of thirty-three
stades would be three stades and two-thirds, or about 2,200 feet ; whereas, if we
draw a straight line from the Gate Gennath to Fort Antonia at the north-west
corner of the Haram, the distance is about 2,000 feet, and the difference is to be
accounted for by the turns of the second wall in its progress. The difficulty, if
we look to the number of towers, is not how to make the second wall long
enough, but how to make it short enough.

* Bell. v. 4, 1. ® Bell. v. 4, 1. ¢ Called, for instance, the Low Town, Bell. iv. 9, 12,
4 Bell. v. 7, 8. e Bell. v. 4, 3. f Tbid.
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I will now state what in my opinion was the true course of the middle or second
wall. The original Jerusalem was Jebus, the firs¢z hill of Josephus, the great
platform known in our day as Sion. When Jebus was taken by David, and it
became his capital instead of Hebron, a new city sprung up in the eastern ridge,
being the second hill of Josephus, and afterwards known as the Low Town or Acra,
and called in Nehemiah the City of David. When his son and successor Solomon
erected the Temple at the north end of the eastern ridge, and inclosed the Temple
platform for its protection, the parts immediately adjacent to the Temple on the
west, and called the ¢hird hill of Josephus, gradually became covered with
buildings, and, as the population in this part extended itself, it became necessary
to protect it from the enemy. This was a work of some labour, as the ground
sloped upwards toward the west, so that the only safeguard would be to cut off
the higher ground on the west by a deep trench, in the same manner as the
higher ground to the north of Fort Antonia had been cut off by the deep trench
now called Bethesda. Have we then any traces of such a fosse?” Halfway along
the street from the Jaffa Gate to the Haram is on the north side the triple line of
bazaars, and they are seated in a deep hollow running up northward, so that the
roofs of the bazaars are on a level with the surface of the ground on each side,
both east and west, and this extraordinary excavation is continued as far as the
Porta Judiciaria, at the junction of Damascus Street with the Via Dolorosa.* The
only explanation which can be given of this cutting, which is certainly artificial,
is that it once formed the fosse at the foot of the second wall for the protection of
the quarter seated on the fAird hill. This is confirmed by the discovery at the
north end of the bazaars of large bevelled stones, corresponding in character to
those at the south-east and south-west corners of the Haram.® At this point
stood the gate of Ephraim, and 600 feet more to the north, where the second wall
turned eastward to join Fort Antonia, stood the corner gate called in after times
the Porta Judiciaria. Accordingly, on the latter spot has been found, at the
depth of 18 feet below the surface, the fragment of an ancient and massive wall.c
The second wall extended no further northward, for between this point and the
Damascus Gate excavations have been made, but no traces of it can be discovered.*
At the Porta Judiciaria therefore, or the corner gate, the second wall made a
sharp turn eastward; and in this direction we again come upon traces of it along
the Via Dolorosa, at the point called the First Fall of Christ, where have been
discovered “ large stones and an ancient gate.”*

» Robinson, Bib. Res. iii. 166, 169. Tobler'’s Dritte Wand. 238.
v Lewin's Siege of Jerusalem by Titus, 356. ¢ Pierotti, vol. i. p. 33. ¢ Tbid. e Ibid.
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It will be remembered that in the time of King Amaziah, Jehoash, King of
Israel, possessed himself of Jerusalem, and broke down 400 cubits or 600 feet of
the wall from the Gate of Ephraim to the corner gate,* and that this part of the
wall was afterwards restored by King Hezekiah.” This reparation of the broken
wall by Hezekiah is coupled with another statement which materially concerns
the second wall, as it accounts for an alteration made in the original course of it.
Hezekiah, it is said, “ built up the wall that was broken, and raised it up to the
towers, and another wall without,”® which makes it probable that this additional
“wall without’ had some connection with the restored wall; and so it was.
Hezekiah was threatened with an invasion by Sennacherib, and one of his
leading objects was, in case of a siege, to supply Jerusalem with water. The
Upper Pool, called by Josephus the Serpent or Dragon Pool, lay without the
walls of the city, at the head of the Valley of Hinnom, and would thus fall into
the hands of the enemy. The supply of water to the Citadel, now the Castle of
Dayvid, and the High Town, was drawn from this pool, and Hezekiah therefore
‘determined to discharge the water into another pool which should be beyond the
enemy’s reach. For this purpose he excavated the pool a little to the north-east
of the Castle of David, called by Josephus the Almond Pool, and now correctly
the Pool of Hezekiah. But, as the site of the new pool was just without the walls
of the city, Hezekiah, at the same time that he restored the old second wall,
“ built another wall without,” by carrying a wall in an elbow from the north of
the High Town round the new pool, until the new wall joined the old second wall
at the Gate of Ephraim. This is not merely an ingenious theory, but borne out
by actual exploration. Some years since, in excavating for the foundations of the
present (not the new) residence of the Latin Patriarch, just west of the Pool of
Hezekiah, remains of the solid masonry of an old wall, no doubt the supplemental
wall of Hezekiah, were brought to light; and again, in making the repairs of
the Coptic Convent at the north of the Pool of Hezekiah, the workmen came
upon an old wall running east and west, of the breadth of 10 or 12 feet and con-
structed of large hewn and bevelled stones.® The purposes of a pool would have
required a thickness of wall of 3 to 4 feet only, but here was the thickness of 10
or 12, and if the latter, it was just the breadth of the ancient wall of the Temple.t
Here then we have the direction of the new or supplemental wall, running, so
soon as it passed the Pool of Hezekiah, in an eastward direction. The line of the

¢ 2 Kings, xiv. 13; 2 Chron. xxv. 23. b 2 Chron. xxxii. 5. ¢ Ibid.
4 Pierotti, vol. i. p. 25. ¢ Robinson, Bib. Res. 829. f Bell. vi. 5, 1.



The Genuineness of the Holy Sepulchre. 129

same wall has been traced a little further on at the Lesser Mosque of Omar, at
the north-west corner of the quadrangular area of the Hospitallers, and the
masonry in this part is described as composed of large blocks of stone of a
tolerably regular form, and fastened together by iron cramps.”* From this point
it still continued its course eastward until it joined the old second wall at the
Gate of Ephraim, where the restoration by Hezekiah of the wall broken down by
Jehoash began, and where, as already noticed, we again find traces of the old
wall in the bevelled stones recently discovered in the excavations for the Prussian
Consulate. By carrying the second wall, as we have done, from a point in the
inner or first wall opposite the south-west corner of the Pool of Hezekiah, and
then along the west and north sides of the pool to the bazaars, and then along
the trench to the Porta Judiciaria, and then to the Haram, we satisfy every notice
of the second wall to be found in Josephus, and the hypothesis is confirmed by
all the remains of the second wall which have yet been found. If it did not run
in this line, what was its course? for between this line and the outer or third
wall not a vestige of any wall or gate or tower has ever been turned up, notwith-
standing all the efforts which have been made. It is almost unnecessary to repeat
that, if this line of the wall be conceded, the Holy Sepulchre at the time of the
crucifixion was beyond the second wall, <. e. was without the city.

But it will be said, Assuming that the site of the Holy Sepulchre was at this
time without the city, yet if the spot was inclosed by the outer or third wall by
Agrippa ten years after the crucifixion, it must at the time of the crucifixion
have been extremely populous, and how then could there have been a garden
there, and a fortiori, how could there have been a sepulchre there?

We will take the several points in order, and first as to the populousness of
that part. It is now generally acknowledged that the numbers put forward by
Josephus as crowded into Jerusalem are gross exaggerations. There was no
census, and the numbers were guesses. We are not bound therefore to people this
quarter for the mere purpose of finding room for the imaginary multitudes raised
up by the creative pen of the historian. Let us rather collect, if we can, from
the facts to be found incidentally in Josephus himself, what was the truth.
‘When Titus determined on assaulting the outer or third wall opposite the monu-
ment of the High Priest John, he did so because at that point there was an
interval between the outer or third wall and the middle or second wall, which
gave him access to the inner or first wall. And what is the reason which

& Pierotti, vol. i. 25.
VOL. XLI. 8
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Josephus assigns for this? ¢ Because,” he says, ‘“they (the Jews) had not
cared to fortify @ part of the new city which was not much inhabited.”* This
will account for a fact which otherwise would be very surprising, viz.: that
Josephus, in his general description of the city, omits all mention of this particular
tract ; for, taking the different quarters in the order in which they were peopled,
he describes first the High Town or Jebus on the first hill, and then the Low
Town added by David and Solomon on the eastern ridge of the second hill, and
then the third hill, which was inclosed by the second wall,” and then the fourth hill
called Bezetha, at the north of the temple, to protect which the wall of Agrippa
was erected ;° and in this account no allusion is made to the part of the western -
ridge without or beyond the second wall, though this part was also inclosed by
the wall of Agrippa ; and the reason of the omission is that the population on this
portion of the western ridge was not worth speaking of. It is not a little
remarkable that even at the present day this part of the city is still an open area
tinoccupied by human habitations. There seems to be a spell upon the spot now
as in the days of Josephus. The outer or third wall then, as regards the western
ridge, was built for strategic purposes only, viz.: as affording a better line of
defence by running along the crest of the hill instead of across the lower ground
upon the declivity. Under such circumstances, and before thg erection of the
wall of Agrippa, we need not be surprised that gardens should have existed in
this quarter ; and the further we go the more satisfied we shall be that gardens
did actually exist. The gate which led from the High Town to this part was, as
we have said, called Gennath, i.e. the Garden Gate, and how could it have
acquired that name except as leading down to the gardens. The Pool of Hezekiah
was called the Almond Pool, a name probably derived from the almond trees
planted about it. But further, when the city was beleaguered by Titus, his first
- step was to clear the ground on the west side of the city up to the Serpent or
Dragon Pool, more anciently called the Upper Pool, and it is especially men-
tioned that this quarter was intersected by gardens. No doubt the particular
gardens here referred to are those without the wall of Agrippa; but when we
remember that at the time of the crucifixion no such wall existed, we are
warranted in assuming that the gardens extended up to the second wall.

As to the existence of tombs there we are not left to conjecture even, for
reference is again and again made in Josephus to the monument or tomb of the

* duelnodrrwy kal’ ¢ pi Nav % kavi) wo\is ovvgrioro rerxiZew. Bell. v. 6, 2.
® Bell. v. 4, 1. ¢ Bell. v. 4, 2. ¢ Bell. v. 8, 2.
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High Priest John, which stood close to the second wall, just opposite to the
Gennath Gate.* Our Lord’s body was laid in the tomb of Joseph of Arimathea, who
is described as a *“rich man,” and the circumstance of a high priest having been
buried near to it shows that this was a place of interment for persons of distinction.
It is not to be forgotten that to this day, in the immediate vicinity of our Lord’s
tomb, are two other tombs of a purely Jewish character cut in the native rock,
and called the tombs of Joseph and Nicodemus.”

It is obvious that the two facts to which we have adverted, viz. the existence of
tombs and the want of population in this part shed light upon each other, for it is
well known that the Jews had a religious horror of residing where there were
sepulchres, so that if there were a cemetery here there would be no inhabitants.

We shall now show on the most undoubted testimony that for upwards of
1,600 years the Holy Sepulchre and Golgotha have been assigned to the very
spots where they now appear. The Bordeaux Pilgrim was at Jerusalem in
A.D. 333, and in describing his peregrinations in and about the city, he first of all
ascends the Temple Platform and then passes down the Tyropeon Valley to
Siloam ; he next mounts the hill of Sion, and surveys the house of Caiaphas
without the wall of Sion; he then passes within the wall of Sion through the
southern or Sion Gate, and having examined the objects worthy of notice on
Mount Sion within the wall, he proceeds thus: “To go thence out of the wall,
as you go from Sion to the Nablous Gate, on the right hand, down in the valley,
are the walls, where was the house or Praetorium of Pontius Pilate. There our
Lord was tried before He suffered ; but on the left is Mount Golgotha, where our
Lord was crucified. From thence about a stone’s throw is the crypt where His
body was laid, and on the third day He rose again. In the same place has
recently been erected by command of the Emperor Constantine a Basilica of
wonderful beauty, having cisterns on the side, whence water is raised, and a bath
at the rear, where infants are washed.”¢ As the pilgrim had himself passed
through Nablous (which he calls ¢ Civitas Neapoli”), there can be no doubt that
by the Porta Neapolitana he means what to this day is called the Nablous, other-
wise the Damascus Gate, and then his walk from Sion along the street leading to
the Damascus Gate would be as accurate now as it was then. The valley is on
the right hand, and at the bottom of it is the so-called House of Pilate, the Serai
or Barrack at the north-west corner of the Temple Platform. On the left is

* Bell v. 6 2; v.9,2; v. 11, 4. ¥ Robinson, Bib. Res. 180, -
¢ Inde ut eas foris murum de Sione euntibus ad portam Neapolitanam, &e.
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Golgotha, and at the distance of a stone’s throw from it is the Holy Sepulchre,
and over and about it is the Basilica, or what is left of the Basilica, erected by
Constantine, and at the north side of it is the great cistern called the Treasury of
Helena, the largest of all the cisterns in Jerusalem, and on the other side in the
Chapel of the Invention of the Cross may still be traced the bath in which the
infants were washed.* ,

The testimony of Eusebius is no less explicit, though presented in a different
form. He was a contemporary of the Bordeaux Pilgrim, and witnessed the
erection of the church, and his description of it shows conclusively that it was
built over the tomb now known as the Holy Sepulchre. The entrance to the
Sepulchre, he says, was towards the east,> and so it is; and over it was erected
an oratory,c which is now represented by the sedicula or little chapel, containing
the Sepulchre. There, he says, Constantine formed a rotunda about the Sepulchre,
and embellished it on Zkree sides with columns,<d and to this day a circular
colonnade encompasses the Sepulchre on the north, south, and west sides, but
not on the east. On this, the east side, he continues, Constantine erected the
grand Basilica or Church, with a nave and double aisles, of two stories, of which
the lower was excavated in the rock, and the upper or gallery only was above
ground ;¢ all which particulars, including the excavation of the lower story, are
to be found in the present church. 8till further to the east and facing the
market-place was the Propyleum,! and recently in Damascus Street, where
formerly was the market® and now are bazaars, some of the columns and other
remains of the Propyleeum have been brought to light,k insomuch that Comte
de Vogiié has been enabled by comparing the several parts to furnish the configu-
ration of the whole edifice.! Thus, throughout, there is so exact an agreement of
the existing remains with the description of Eusebius, that no one can reasonably
doubt that the Church of Constantine was erected upon this spot ; in other words,
more than 1,600 years ago tradition located the Sepulchre of our Lord where
it now is.

In conclusion, I will advert to a question which naturally presents itself, viz.
Assuming that the site of the Sepulchre has been satisfactorily ascertained, is it
possible that any part of the Sepulchre itself is now extant. Considering the havoc

8 See Murray’s Handbook for Syria, where the chapel is said to have been an ancient cistern.

® Euseb. Vit. Const. iii. 36. ¢ Id. iii. 33, 34. ¢4 Id. iii. 85.

¢ Id. iii 87. ! Id. iii. 40. ¢ Robinson, Bib. Res. iii. 166.
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that has more than once swept over J. erusalem, it would be a rash assertion to say
that any portion of the actual tomb has survived ; but, whether that be so or not,
the form of the original sepulchre has been faithfully preserved, The minute
manner in which it answers to the few notices of the tomb in the New Testament
cannot otherwise be accounted for. Thus, Peter ¢ stooping down and looking in,
saw the linen clothes lying,”* which shews that the tomb was not sunk deep into
the ground, or, on the contrary, cut into the rock at a height, but was excavated
laterally with the usual low entrance, such as that now shewn, and which
requires a person to stoop down sideways to look into it. Again, when the two
Marys came to the Tomb, they “saw a young man sitting on the right side ;"
and when Mary Magdalene afterwards returned to weep at the Sepulchre, she “saw
two angels in white, sitting the one at the head and the other at the foot.”* Now
the Jews had two forms of sepulture; one was to place the body in a loculus or
recess cut laterally into the rock, and the other was to lay the body on a ledge or
bench of rock; and, from the angels sitting on the tomb, it is evident that in the
case of our Lord the second mode of sepulture was adopted, and that this ledge
was formed on the right hand of the tomb. This is exactly what now appears in
the Holy Sepulchre. You enter through a low door, and then a ledge of rock is
shewn on which the body reposed, and on which two persons could very well be
seated, and this ledge, observe, is on the right hand. Another feature was pre-
served for many centuries, but has now disappeared. A stone lay in the outer
chamber, and was said to be the stone that closed the mouth of the Sepulchre,
and it was molaris,® or like a millstone. Amongst the Jews at that particular
period a custom prevailed of closing the door of the sepulchre by means of a
circular stone like a millstone, which, being set upright, could be rolled back-
wards and forwards in a groove at one side of the doorway; that is, when the
sepulchre was to be closed the stone was rolled forward, and when the sepulchre
was to be opened it was rolled back. But no little strength was required for
putting so heavy a mass into motion; and how singularly this answers to the
casual notices in the New Testament. ¢ They rolled a great stone to the mouth
of the sepulchre ;¢ and again, ¢ Who will roll us away the stone from the mouth
of the sepulchre ?”’f and again, the angel ¢ rolled back the stone from the door
and sat upon it.”8 This, as the stone was not lying flat, but, when rolled aside,

* John, xx. 2. ® Mark, xvi. 5. ¢ John, xx 7.
4 Anton. Placent. ¢ Matthew, xxvii. 60. Mark, xv, 46. f Mark, xvi. 3. Luke, xxiv. 2.
& Mark, xxviii. 2.
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still stood upright, is intelligible enough. A curious instance of this machinery
-for closing the door of the sepulchre exists to this day in the so-called Tombs of
the Kings, but which is really the mausoleum of Queen Helena, and of the royal
family of Adiabene, constructed not long after the Crucifixion, as is evident from
the debased style of architecture employed in it.* TUntil the mechanism in this
mausoleum was scrutinised and explained, the full meaning of the passages just
cited from the New Testament was not fully understood, and the true interpreta-
tion was, if I mistake not, first distinctly pointed out by myself.”

* See further upon this subject Lewin’s Siege of Jerusalem by Titus, 894.
® Lewin's Siege of Jerusalem by Titus, 394.




