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Read Feb. 16th and 23rd, 1871.

PrEFATORY REMARKS.

The recent publication of The Recovery of Jerusalem® assists us materially
in solving some of the most perplexing questions as to the topography of the
Holy City. The points of greatest interest are 1. The genuineness of the Holy
Sepulchre ; 2. The lines of the walls; and, 8. The relative sites of the Temple
and Antonia and the Acra.

As regards the genuineness of the Holy Sepulchre the explorations have now
established the important fact, so much fought for and so warmly opposed, that
the Tyropceon Valley does actually run eastward in a gradual slope from the Jaffa
Gate down to the Haram, and then deflects southward to Siloam,® so that the
Holy Sepulchre may very well at the date of the Crucifixion have stood without
the city, and the great objection to the genuineness of the Sepulchre has thus
been effectually removed. A paper upon this subject was some time back read by
me before the Society of Antiquaries,” and all that I there advanced has since
been confirmed ; I have no intention however at present of renewing the contro-
versy, though, if it were necessary, I could now fortify my positions by many
additional arguments.

As regards the circuit of the walls and the sites of the Temple and Antonia
and the Acra, I feel myself much indebted to Captain Warren for the candour
with which in The Recovery of Jerusalem he has acknowledged the general
correctness of my views.

As to the line of the walls, he writes, “ I still think Mr. Lewin’s plan of the old
walls is nearer correctness than any other;”’d but, while he adopts the course of

* The Recovery of Jerusalem, a narrative of exploration and discovery in the City and the Holy Land,
By Capt. Wilson, R.E,, and Capt. Warren, R.E. London. Bentley. 1871.

b ¢ Qur excavations in the city have established the certainty of a valley running down from the citadel
(at the Jaffa Gate) to the Sanctuary.” Recovery of Jerusalem, p. 268.

¢ Archaoloyia, xli. 116. 4 Recovery of Jerusalem, p. 309.
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18 Probable Site of the Temple at Jerusalem

the walls as I had drawn them generally, he makes one variation which to my
judgment is far from being an improvement, and indeed is in direct opposition
to an express statement of Josephus, our great authority. Captain Warren draws
the line of the first wall in a regular course without any dend round Siloam. But
the words of Josephus are, ¢ then with its face to the south the wall makes o
turn above Siloam, (émiorpepor,) and then again deflects with its face to the east
to the Pool of Solomon, and reaches as far as the place called Ophlas.”* Thus
Josephus distinctly marks the wall’s curve above Siloam before it starts on the
eastern side. This bend in the wall is further confirmed by the flight of Zedekiah
from Jerusalem when it was captured by Ncbuchadnezzar, for he “fled out of
the city by night, by the way of the King’s gardens, by the gate befwixt the two
walls, and he went out by way of the plain”® (of Jericho). And the same bend
is no doubt referred to by Tacitus in the expression “muri per artem obliqui
aut inérorsus sinuati.”’ ,

As to the Temple, Captain Warren places it, as I had done, at the south-west
corner of the Haram, but differs from me in this—that, instead of confining the
Temple to a square of 600 feet, he assigns it much larger dimensions, and extends
it eastward all across the Haram to the south-east corner. I have carefully
considered the grounds on which he arrives at this conclusion, and am satisfied,
and hope to show, that they are founded upon a misunderstanding of some
ambiguous passages in Josephus.

- As to the Castle of Antonia, Captain Warren places it at the north-west corner
of the Haram, and I have long since satisfied myself that this is the true site,
and the recent explorations have now made it perfectly clear.

With respect to the dcra, I am obliged to differ entirely from Captain Warren’s
view. He places it on the wes? side of the Asmonean or Mill Valley, a theory
which is at variance both with the Book of Maccabees and Josephus. I have
no doubt, for the reasons which will be adduced, that it stood on the east
side of the Asmonean Valley, upon the Haram itself, to the north of the Temple
and to the south of Antonia.

I hope it needs no apology for venturing to controvert any opinion expressed by
Captain Warren. The very object of the mission was to collect materials for
future discussion. Captain Warren very properly considered it right, as he
possessed so great advantages, to express his own convictions, and he has done
so with all becoming diffidence, and without the least intention, in so doubtful a

* Bell.v. 4, 2. b Jer. xxx. 19, 4: 2 Kings, xxv. 4. ¢ Tacitus, Hist. v. 11.
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and of Antonia and the Acra. 19

matter, of pressing them upon the reader as oracles. The topography of the Holy
City is not to be determined by actual exploration exclusively, but by a careful
study also of the text of Josephus. The two guides must go hand in hand, or
rather must be pitted against each other until they are made to agree. One prin-
cipal object of the present paper is to bring the light of the historian, whom I
have now studied for a quarter of a century, to bear upon the recent survey, 80
far, at least, as concerns the Zemple and Antonie and the Aecra.

As I am about to address myself in particular to the Haram, and as many
persons may not be familiarly acquainted with it, I beg leave to offer a homely
illustration of the area. Suppose a folio volume laid flat and unopened upon
the table. This will represent well enough the Haram generally, which is a
rectangular platform reaching 1617 feet on the west side from north to south and
932 feet on the south side from east to west. Next suppose a very thin quarto,
about half the size of the folio, laid upon the folio about the middle but somewhat
nearer to the left-hand edge than the right-hand edge. This will represent the
inner platform, which we propose to call the inner plateau. It extends 550 feet
from north to south and 450 feet from east to west, and rises about 15 feet above
the ordinary level of the Haram. Lastly, suppose a square boss to project about
a quarter of an inch from the middle of the thin quarto. This will represent the
rock called the Sakhra, over which has been erected the Mosque of Omar. Thus
the folio is the Haram, the thin quarto is the inner plateau, and the boss is the
Sakhra. The terms Haram and Sakhra will speak for themselves; but when
the term inner plateau is used it will be understood that the plateau of 550 feet
by 450 feet is the one referred to. In the plan, Plate I., which accompanies this

paper, I have mainly followed the one prepared by the Palestine Exploratlon
Committee.

THE SITES OF THE TEMPLE AND ANTONIA AND THE ACRA.

It would require a volume to discuss the various theories as to the relative sites
of these edifices, and I have no intention of entering upon so wide a field. The
object is to show, which I think can now be done satisfactorily, what were the
true positions of them, and if this can be established it will be unnecessary to
negative any other hypothesis, as in each case an alibi will have been proved.

THE SITE OoF THE TEMPLE.

The site of the Temple naturally presents itself first for our consideration, and
by the Temple is here meant the Temple in its largest sense, as comprising the
D2



20 Probable Site of the Temple at Jerusalem

outer court, which was accessible to the Gentiles. As to the Temple proper,
the imner court, which could only be entered by Israelites, the prophecy has
been strictly fulfilled, and not one stone has been left upon another. But
if we can determine the position of the outer court we shall have no diffi-
culty in determining, within very narrow limits, what was the site of the inner
court.*

1. In the first place Josephus states over and over again, both directly and
indirectly, that the Temple, the outer one, was a square measuring 600 feet on
each side.,” Sometimes he writes that the length or breadth was a stadium,®
which is 600 feet. Sometimes that it was 400 cubits,® which again is 600 feet ;
and sometimes he leaves the same thing to inference, as where he tells us that the
southern cloister consisted of 162 columns in four rows,® viz. forty in each row,
and, as the style of architecture was Corinthian, the inter-columniation or space
from the centre of one column to the centre of the next would according to the
rules of architecture be about 156 feet, which again would give 600 feet for the
whole length.” Josephus, be it remembered, was a priest, and as such in constant
attendance upon the Temple, and must have been familiar with every inch of it.
He could not therefore have been mistaken, nor can we suspect him (for he is a
most honest writer) of wilful mis-statement. Besides, if he were capable of
deviating from the truth, the leaning of his mind would be not in the way of
curtailment and abridgment but of exaggeration and expansion. I consider it,
therefore, as a certain and incontrovertible basis that the Temple was a square of
600 feet, and if there be found in his writings any dictum inconsistent with this
assumption (as I believe there is not) the error must lie not in the description of
the Temple but in the assertion at supposed variance with it.

Josephus proceeds to say that this square was a solid one, and had been formed
by embanking with massive walls the three sides, viz. the south and west and east,
and then filling up the hollows, and by scarping or cutting away the rock on the

* The placing of the Temple at the south-west corner of the Haram, and the leading arguments in
support of it, are not new, but will be found in the author’s Siege of Jerusalem by Titus, and in a much
earlier work by James Fergusson, Esq. entitled An Essay on the Ancient Topography of Jerusalem, 1847.
To him must be given the credit of having first suggested what I conceive to be the true theory of the Temple
site. On this point we agree; on all others—the sites of Antonia and the Acra, the genuineness of
the Holy Sepulchre, and the lines of the city walls—we unfortunately differ.

b Ant. xv. 11, 3; xx. 9, 7; Bell. vi. 5, 4. , ¢ Ant. xv. 11, 5.

4 Ant. xx. 9, 7. ¢ Ant. xv. 11, 5.

! See Essay on the Ancient Topography of Jerusalem, p. 13.
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fourth side, the north.* Now if we look to the south-west corner of the Haram
we find a combination of all these features. Thus, of the four angles of the
Haram, the only one which is a rectangle is that at the south-west corner.

If again we measure 600 feet from the south-west corner along the southern
wall we come at once to an abrupt termination of the solid square, for here
commences the souferrain or series of vaults erected in comparatively modern
times by the Emperor Justinian. Strip off this mask, and the eastern wall of the
Temple square of 600 feet discovers itself.

But, further, the scarpment of the rock on the north side still exists, for if we
draw a line from west to east from a point in the western wall at the distance of
600 feet from the south-west corner of the Haram, it coincides with the southern -
face of the inner plateau, which is a projecting rock, and is ascended to this day
from the south by flights of steps.

2. The next argument is more convincing still, as combining a greater variety
of details, and of a singularly minute character. Josephus mentions that the
Temple was connected with the upper city by a bridge, and that the bridge led
from the south-west corner of the Temple to the Xyst or Gymnasium.” The
chances would be greatly against any relic of the bridge being still traceable, and
indeed until recently it was not known that any vestige of it survived. But a
few years back it was observed by Dr. Robinson that at the south-west corner of
the Haram, on the western side, the uniformity of the wall was broken by the
protrusion, as was supposed, of some stones of vast dimensions, as if forced from
their places by extraordinary pressure from within. Dr. Robinson caught the
happy idea that these stones formed the butt end of the bridge; and this, as
now admitted on all hands, they proved to be. We have thus demonstrative proof
that here was the south-west corner of the Temple.

The late explorations at Jerusalem show that the bridge was of a single arch;
and if so, then, as according to Josephus it led to the Xyst, we should look at
the western end of the bridge for the Xyst, and there accordingly we find it—a
long rectangular space reaching from north to south, level and unoccupied, and
capable, with little expense, of resuming its original use.® The ordinary length
of a xyst was a stadium, and, as this bridge was at the southern end of the Xyst,
the first wall which passed along the northern end of it* must have been about
600 feet to the north of the bridge, and this would carry the wall along the line
of the present approach to the Sinsileh gate of the Haram, which was its probable

2 Awaxdavres ¢ T0 wposdprTioy Teix0s, kTN retyigavres d¢ ék pilns rpuyii kukAg TOv Aépoy, k.. X, Bell. v.
5,1; Ant. xv. 11, 8. b Ant. xiv. 4, 2; Bell. 1.7, 2; ii. 16, 3; vi. 6, 2; vi. 8, 1.
¢ Siege of Jerusalem, p. 186. 4 Bell. v. 4, 2.



22 Probable Site of the Temple at Jerusalem

course, as no traces of it can be discovered elsewhere. The Xyst and the western
side of the Temple were thus exactly commensurate.

But further, according to Josephus, the southern cloister or colonnade con-
sisted of a grand central nave and two side aisles; and one naturally supposes
that the bridge which ran across the valley and connected the Temple with the
Xyst led from this central nave. Indeed the only reason that can be assigned
why there should be a triple colonnade on the south side, while there was
only a single one on the three other sides, is that the grand approach to the
Temple, from the palace of Herod in the High Town, was across the Xyst
over the bridge to the southern cloister. Can we discover then any relation
between the bridge and the southern cloister, any adaptation of the one to the
other ? We can, in the most remarkable manner. The central nave was 45 feet
wide, and the two aisles were each 80 feet wide, making together 105 feet, so
that the centre of the nave was 521 feet from the south wall. But to this we
must add the thickness of the Temple wall, which, according to Josephus, was
12 feet,* and which, being added to the 524 feet, makes 643 feet as the distance
of the centre of the southern cloister from the exterior of the southern side of the
Temple inclosure. Let us now look to the position of the bridge. The abutment
of the bridge, as now projecting from the wall, measures 51 feet in width, i.e.
from north to south, so that the centre of the bridge is 2564 feet from each side of
the bridge, but the commencement of this fragment of the bridge is 39 feet from
the south-west corner, which, with the 251 feet, makes just 643 feet as the
distance of the centre of the bridge from the south-west corner.” The centre of
the bridge then coincides with the centre of the southern cloister to a single
inch. The bridge, therefore, was constructed for the cloister, and the cloister for
the bridge. Nay, the very width of the bridge agrees with that of the width of
the central nave; for, though the latter was 45 feet and the former 51 feet, yet
we must bear in mind that the bridge would require parapets on each side, and if
we allow 3 feet for each parapet (which would be the proper amount), the width
of the bridge being reduced by 6 feet, would exactly correspond with the 45 feet,
the width of the nave.*

8 gkrdmnyvr 10 ebpos, Bell. vi. 5, 1. Josephus is here speaking of the wall of the inner Temple. But it
is implied in another passage that both walls were of the same dimensions, for he tells us that ¢ the cloisters
of both Temples were supported by a wall of marvellous breadth,” and so assumes that they were both of
equal breadth: "Apugw 8¢ fjoay peyddov reixoust abro 8¢ ro reiyos Epyov péyiorov. Ant. xv. 11, 8.

b Captain Wilson, in his Notes on the Ordnance Survey, p. 27, makes the distance 64 feet, i.e. half a foot
less.

¢ This argument is taken from the Essay on the Ancient Topography of Jerusalem, p. 12 et seq.
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3. Another feature for identifying the site of the Temple is the number and
position of the gates; and in this particular also the soutb-west corner of the
Haram answers to all the requisites. On the south side, says Josephus, was
(not wing, a single gate, but) mira:,, a double gateway, and this was (not af the
middle but) at about the middle, card péocov.* Now, if we take 600 feet along the
southern wall of the Haram from the south-west corner, and assume it to be the
southern wall of the Temple, we find the very double gateway referred to at
the point indicated ; for at the distance of 340 feet from the south-west corner
of the western end of the 600 feet square, and therefore at about the middle, is
the double passage commonly known as the Huldah Gate, running up to the
surface of the Haram by a geuntle incline. The two corridors to which the double
gateway leads are divided by a row of pillars, and the walls are constructed of
large stones, which were originally bevelled, but have since been pared away, in
order to produce (somewhat barbarously) a flat and even surface.

At the entrance of the Huldah Gate is a vestibule, supported by a thick column
61 feet in diameter and 21 feet high, with a foliated capital of a Jewish character,
and what is most remarkable about it is this singular coincidence : the southern
cloister consisted, as we have said, of four rows of heavy columns, 162 in number,
and deducting the odd pair, which were for carrying the wall over the bridge,
there were 40 in each row, which, as the length was 600 feet, would give an inter-
columniation of 15 feet. As each side aisle was 30 feet wide, one of these rows of
columns must have stood at the distance of 30 feet from the southern wall; but,
as the wall itself was 12 feet thick, the distance of the row of columns from the
exterior of the southern wall was 42 feet, but the column which stands in the
vestibule below is just 42 feet from the entrance; that is, the columns in the ves-
tibule stood exactly under the second row of columns in the cloister above, and
no doubt supported one of the columns of the grand nave.

With respect to the gates on the west side of the Temple, it is commonly
assumed that, according to Josephus, there were four gates on the west side of
the square of 600 feet; but,on examining the language of the historian minutely,
I do not find this to be exactly the case. He begins by saying generally that Herod
rebuilt the Temple, and enlarged the sacred inclosure (wepiBorov, Antig. xv. 11, 1)
by incorporating Fort Antonia by means of connecting cloisters running between
the two. See Bell.i. 21,1. He then describes in detail the Temple proper of 600

a Ant. xv. 11, 5.
® For this argument the author is indebted to the Essay on the Ancient Topography of Jerusalem, p. 15.
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feet (4nt. xv. 11, 8), and then Antonia, situate to the north of the Temple (Ant.
xv. 11, 4) ; and then proceeds thus: “But on the western side of the inclosure
(rob mepuBirov) stood four gates, one leading to the palace (viz. of Herod, in the
upper city, the intervening ravine being bridged for a roadway), and two to the
suburb, and the remaining one to the other city (viz. that inclosed by the second
wall.”) (4nf. xv.11, 5.) The inclosure, therefore, or mepiBoros, is mot that of
the square of 600 feet, but the area generally of the sacred precinct, as comprising
the Temple proper and also the cloisters running from the north-west corner of
the Temple proper to Antonia. We have therefore to look for four gates along the
western side of the Haram, and there we find them all.

The first and principal gate was, of course, that which opened upon the bridge,
and, as we know the position of the bridge from the fragment of it that remains,
we know the position of the gate above. The second gate was discovered by Dr.
Barclay, and stands at the distance of 270 feet from the south-west corner of the
Haram." Part only of the lintel is visible above ground outside the Haram, and
the rest is occluded by the house of Abu Seud Effendi and by the accumulation
of soil. In the interior of the Haram the gateway is still visible, and is the little
recess in which Mahomet, according to the legend, tied up his mule before taking
his heavenly flight. It is also not to be lost sight of that the masonry and turn
of the arch of this gateway correspond exactly with the style and character of the
Huldah or Double gate on the south of the Temple, and are evidently both of
them parts of one uniform design. It has since been ascertained by the recent
explorations that this gateway was approached by a causeway which crossed the
hollow of the Tyropeeon,” and then, piercing the wall of the Haram, made a turn to
the right in ascending to the surface. It may now be referred to as the Propket’s
Gate, as being contiguous to the modern gate so called. The third gate led to
the northern cloister in the same manner as the first gate did to the southern
cloister, and is identical with the present principal entrance to the Haram, which
stands just where the northern cloister would be on the supposition that the
600 feet square of the Temple inclosure occupied the south-west corner of the
Haram. This part of the Haram wall has been so broken up from time to time
that the only remains of the third gate now discoverable are the bevelled stones

8 Barclay, p. 489; Recovery of Jerusalem, p. 111.

b « Tt appears that the road to the Prophet’s Gate from the Tyropeon Valley may have been by means
of a causeway raised forty-six feet above the rock. Whether it may have been solid or supported on
arches is not apparent.” Recovery of Jerusalem, p. 115.
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of a fallen arch.* The fourtk gate led up to the cloister which continued the
western cloister of the Temple proper to Antonia. It lies twenty feet to the
south of the modern Gate of the Bath, and has been converted into and is now
used as a cistern. It closely resembles the Huldah Gate on the south, and also
the second gate, in being vaulted in a similar manner, and of the same width, and
running just the same distance with the second gate through the Haram wall
into the sanctuary, but with this variation, that it does not, like the second gate,
make a turn to the south at the eastern extremity.” Captain Warren adds, “I
am under the impression that this may be one of the suburban gates.”® It was
not a suburban gate, but what Josephus calls the gate leading  to the other
city,” viz. to the quarter inclosed by the second wall.

" We have thus the four gates mentioned by Josephus, viz. the first or Bridge
Gate, the second or Prophet’s Gate, the third or David’s Gate (for so we may call
the third gate as leading to David Street), and the fourth the Bath Gate adjoining
the modern gate so called. The four gates have a mutual relation, as the Bridge
Gate and Prophet’s Gate, the two southern, are at the same relative distances from
each other as are David’s Gate and the Bath Gate, the two northern. '

4. We may draw another argument from the water supply to the Temple upon
which recent discoveries have lately thrown much additional light. The Temple
is represented by Josephus as honeycombed with aqueducts,” and this feature is
found in the area we have assigned to the Temple at the south-west corner of the
Haram. The aqueduct which conveyed the water from the Pool of Solomon to
Jerusalem, a distance of seven miles, still exists, and winds its way round the
High Town, now called Sion, and crosses the Tyropceon by the raised embank-
ment leading to the Sinsileh Gate, the principal entrance to the Haram at the
end of David Street. It may fairly be presumed that, as the service of the
Temple was the main object, the aqueduct on reaching the sacred inclosure
would run directly to the Temple before it supplied the precincts adjacent. This
aqueduct was investigated by Pierotti (who, whatever his short comings in other

2 « At twenty-four fect came in contact with a mass of masonry, apparently the voussoirs and drafted
stones of a fallen arch and wall.” Recovery of Jerusalem, p. 76.

b « Tt runs east and west, and is shewn as piercing the sanctuary wall on plan. It is singularly like the
vaulted passage leading from the Prophet’s Gate. It is of the same width, and runs the same distance
into the sanctuary, but it does not appear to turn round as the other passage does.” Recovery of Jerusalem,
p- 116.

¢ Ibd. p. 117. 4 €is rjy \Anpy woAwv.  Ant. xv. 11, 5,

¢ Touvs Ymovdpous rov 'lepov. Bell. v. 8, 1; and see vii. 2, 3.
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respects, has greatly advanced our knowledge of the ancient waterworks), and it
has been found that the aqueduct on reaching the western side of the Haram at a
point about 600 feet to the north of the south-west corner turns directly south by
an ancient channel within the Haram, and then runs eastward across the very
area which we have assigned to the Temple. The largest subterranean reservoir
or cistern would naturally be under some part of the Temple square of 600 feet,
and so it is; for under what would be the Court of the Women (so called as the
only court to which the women had access, and the most frequented part of the
Temple), lies the Great Sea, first discovered by Dr. Barclay, excavated from the
solid rock and supported by massive columns of living stone, and capable of
holding nearly two million of gallons.* The aqueduct feeds this vast tank and
then distributes the surplus water over the other parts of the Haram.

5. We may further test the accuracy of our hypothesis as to the site of the
Temple by an anecdote recorded by Josephus:—The palace of Agrippa was on
the High Town, on the brow of Sion, just over the Xyst, and looked towards the
Temple.> In order to command a view of what was passing in the Temple, and
more particularly the sacrifices,c Agrippa raised the roof of his palace, but this
was resented by the hierarchy of the Temple, so that by way of counteracting the
designs of Agrippa they erected a counterwall upon the é£éSpa or alcove of the
western wall of the inner Temple.® This é£¢Spa, as there was only one, must have
occupied the middle of the western wall, so that the altar where the sacrifices were
offered, and the ¢£é8pa, and the raised roof of the palace, must thus all have been
in the same straight line; and this would be the case if the Temple square be
located at the south-west corner of the Haram, but not otherwise.

6. The position of the wailing-place of the Jews is perhaps the strongest
argument of ail in confirmation of our view. The Jews, after the total overthrow
of the nation under Barchocab, in the time of Adrian (A.pn. 135), were prohibited
from planting a foot upon the site of the Temple itself, but they were allowed, on
making a small payment, to lament their country’s woes round the precincts of
the Temple. The custom of wailing has been practised for certainly more than
fifteen centuries, as it is mentioned both by the Bordeaux Pilgrim and Eusebius.
As the great object of Jewish veneration was the Holy of Holies, we must con-
clude that they would pour out their laments on the spot, wherever it was, which
had the nearest proximity to the Holy of Holies. The wailing-place at present
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(and there is no reason to suppose any change) lies along the western wall of the
Haram, beginning at about 300 feet from the south-west corner and reaching
along it for about 40 yards. It is manifest, therefore, that as the inner Temple,
in which was the Holy of Holies, was not in the middle of the outer Temple, but
according to the rabbins considerably more to the north, the spot now frequented
by the Jews is exactly that which would be opposite the Holy of Holies, and be
the nearest approach to it.

I shall now consider such objections to the site of the Temple at the south-
west corner of the Haram as appear most deserving of notice, and all of them
can, to the best of my judgment, be answered satisfactorily, while to some the
replies will serve to further strengthen our position.

(A.) First then it is said, that, by fixing the site of the Temple at the south-
west corner of the Hargm, the Temple is placed upon the lowest part of the
Haram, whereas in fact it should stand upon a mouné. But what authority is
there for asserting that it stood upon a mount? T believe none. The notion
is attributable to the misunderstanding of a passage in Josephus. He begins one
of his chapters thus : ¢ But the Temple was erected, as I kave said, upon a strong
hill” (éml Mopov rkaprepod, Bell. v. 5, 1), whence the mistaken idea that the Temple
was built upon an isolated eminence. The referential words *as I have said”
have not been observed or not been attended to, for on looking back we find that
the “hill” or népos of which Josephus had been speaking was merely the more
eastern of the two ridges on which the city was situate. So far from the Temple
having occupied the highest ground, it is particularly noticed by him, to the
contrary, that it was overlooked by the Acra,* and that those who passed from the
Acra to the Temple went down to it," and that Antonia also rose above the
Temple,® and those who passed from the Temple to Antonia went up to it.* No
doubt the Acra, which is thus described as towering above the Temple, was after-
wards cut down so that the Temple building thenceforth was made to overtop it,*
and hence the inference that the Temple site from that time was higher than the
Acra site. But Josephus states only that the Temple itself, i.e. the fabric of the
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Temple, was so made higher than the rock of the Acra when thus reduced. It
was a great profanation that the sacrifices should be watched by a stranger, and
one main object in lowering the height of the Acra was that the outer wall of the
Temple should be an effectual screen against espionage.

The only sense in which the Temple could be said to stand upon an eminence
is this. The ridge of Moriah slopes from the north-west corner of the Haram
in a south-easterly direction to what is called the Triple Gate, about two-thirds
along the southern wall of the Haram from the western corner.* In order
therefore to form the outer court of 600 feet square it was necessary to embank
three sides, viz. the south, east, and west, and to cut down the fourth or northern
side. The site of the inner Temple in the centre was already a level, as being
the threshing-floor of Araunah, but to the north of it, where the ground ascended,
it required not to be built up, but to be pared away. All this is what Josephus
relates as having been actually done.” He even tells us what has only lately
become intelligible, viz. that the deepest foundations were laid on the south-
west,® for it is now known that the ground descends rapidly from the south-
eastern corner of the Temple square of 600 feet, in a westerly direction down
to the Tyropeon Valley, so that the lowest point was at the south-western
corner, while the eastern wall of the Temple would require no other embank-
ment than for raising the southern portion of the eastern wall to a level with the
northern portion. In one place only is there anything said which would lead to
the inference that the site of the Temple, as regards the natural rock, rose above
the level of the outer court, viz. where Josephus speaks of the wall of the inner
Temple as hiding the rock ;' but, if the Inner Temple was seated on a terrace of
natural rock, how could there have been (as there was in fact) just before the
commencement of the Great Jewish War a subsidence of thirty feet in the founda-
tions P* for this implies that the terrace on which the Temple stood was artificial.
If there were any elevated rock it could only be the rock left in the centre when
the south, east, and west sides were filled up and the north side was cut away.
Josephus in his more accurate work, The Antiquities, gives us an account, which
is the most probable, viz. that Solomon by filling up the hollows within the com-

8 Recovery of Jerusalem, p. 314.
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pass of the four foundation walls brought up the whole area fo a level with the
very summit on which the Temple was built,> and this was no slip of the pen, for
in a subsequent part of the same work he repeats the same thing® This exactly
tallies with the present state of the ground at the south-west corner of the Haram,
and may be assumed as the more accurate representation.

I doubt whether persons may not have caught the idea that the Temple
stood on a separate mount from the expressions used by the writer of the Macca-
bees, ¢ The mount of the House,”’ and “The mount of the Temple;” d@ and in
order to obviate any such error it may be as well to explain what is meant by
these passages. When Simon established the independence of the Jews by the
capture of the Acra, he * further strengthened the Mount of the Temple by the
side of the Acra and dwell there, he and his.”” e In the first place then the mount
of the Temple was not the Temple itself, for then Simon could not have inhabited
it. Neither was it the Acra, for the mount of the Temple lay by the side of the
Acra. The only stronghold adjacent to the Acra besides the Temple itself was
Antonia, and by the mount of the House is clearly meant the elevated rock, after-
wards called Antonia. Hyrcanus, the son of Simon, must have occupied the same
palace as his father, and he is said to have resided in the Baris,! and Josephus is
careful to tell us that this Baris when further improved by Herod was called by
him Antonia.s Thus, the mountain of the House or of the Temple was that
which was occupied by Simon and his successors as their palace, and was the
Bireh, or in its Greek form the Baris, and afterwards Antonia. Josephus adds,
that the Baris was near the Temple ;* but how far it was from the Temple, and
why Simon and his successors rejected the Acra which joined the Temple, and
gave a preference to the Baris, which was some way from it, will be fully
explained hereafter.

(B.) Another objection is thus taken by Captain Warren: ‘The portion of the
southern wall of the Haram to the west of the double (or Huldah) Gate is (he says)

8 {oomédovs (rds papayyas) T Kopvgij Tob Gpovs, é¢’ s 6 vads gkoddunro xareoxevase. Ant. viii. 8, 9.

b r& koika rdv wepi 70 Teixos éumAiaas loémedoy rois kard (not kara), iy émpavetay my dvw xkai Aeiov
érolnpe. Ant. xv. 11, 3.

¢ év 1 bped rob oivov. 1 Mace. iv. 46.

4 76 Gpos Tov 'Iepov 70 wapi iy “Axpav. 1 Mace. xiii. 52.

® oi wap’ avrov. 1 Mace. xiii. 52.

! The Hebrew for castle, and identical with the Bireh of Nehemiah, ii. 8.

¢ Ant. xviii. 4, 8.

b xhnoiov v lepd Bdpw. Ant. xviii. 4, 3.



30 Probable Site of the Temple at Jerusalem

of a different construction to, and more recent than, that to the east.”” The fact
here suggested as an objection to placing the Temple at the south-west corner is
quite consistent with the history of the Temple. The account of Josephus in The
Wars differs somewhat from that in The Antiquities. In The Wars he tells us
that Solomon erected only the eastern cloister of the Temple, and that the other
sides were built up by means of the Corban or Sacred Treasury in the reigns of
the subsequent kings.® If this were so, it would account at once for the
difference of style observed in the western portion of the wall, which was
the work of the subsequent kings. However I do not rely on this explana- .
tion, as, in the more mature and accurate history, The Antiquities, Josephus
informs us that the entire Temple, with its cloisters, was the work of Solo-
mon,® and, assuming this to be so, we have still no difficulty. On the capture
of Jerusalem by Nebuchadnezzar the walls of the city and of the Haram, and even
of the Temple, were levelled with the ground, the foundations only being left. On
the return of the Jews from the captivity the walls of the Temple were rebuilt by
Ezra and the walls of the cify by Nehemiah. The tyranny of the Seleucidee suc-
cecded, and the walls of both city and Temple were again thrown down. In the
time of the Maccabees the walls both of the city and of the Temple were restored,
but in great haste, and under extraordinary difficulties, and consequently in a
rude and uncouth style. Herod, therefore, resolved on rebuilding the Temple,
with its cloisters and walls, on a scale of the utmost grandeur, and, instead of a
simple colonnade on the south side, he proposed to erect what was afterwards
known as the Royal Cloister, consisting of a central nave and two side-aisles.
He had now to consider whether the ancient foundations, which still remained,
were sufficient to carry this immense superstructure ; and the result was that from
the Triple Gate to the Huldah Gate, that is along the central portion of the
southern wall of the 600 feet square, where the descent of the ground was gradual
and the rock was only a little below the surface, the original foundations were
deemed adequate ; but from the Huldah Gate to the south-west corner, or near it,
where the declivity was rapid,d it was found that the existing foundations would
not bear the extra weight. Herod therefore, according to Josephus, fook up the

3 Recovery of Jerusalem, p. 118. b Bell. v. 5, 1. ¢ Ant. viii. 8, 1; xv. 11, 8; xx. 9, 7.

4 «Towards the west from the Triple Gate the rock falls more gently. At the Double Gate, whose sill is
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about 90 feet from the south-west angle, where appears to be the bed of the Tyropaon Valley. This
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risen about 80 feet at the south-west corner.” Recovery of Jerusalem, p. 119,
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foundations, not of the inner Temple only,* but also of the outer Temple.® The
recent explorations accordingly show that the foundations of the eastern wall of
the Haram, which were never disturbed, are the work of the Pheenicians employed
by Solomon, as attested by their building-marks on the stones and the fragments of
their pottery ;° and the portion of the southern wall from the south-east corner to
the Huldah Gate is of the same workmanship as the eastern wall.a But from the
Huldah Gate to the south-west corner, and from this point northward to the Pro-
phet’s Gate in the western wall, the architecture is more recent,® and is ascribed by
Captain Warren himself to the time of Herod.! The fact, therefore, of this difference
between the architecture of the eastern portion of the southern wall of the Haram
and that at the south-west corner, instcad of overturning, serves in reality very
strongly to confirm, the hypothesis that the Temple stood at the south-west angle.

The excavations, which have been carried to a great depth at the south-
west corner, have disclosed some curious particulars, which show the general
truthfulness of Josephus’s History, and show incontestably that the Temple
stood there. At 23 feet below the present surface was found the pavement
used in the time of the Crusades,s and at 20 feet below that was the pavement
laid down by Herod.! Below that the foundation stones, though bevelled,
were rough-picked and not smooth-faced,i and therefore not intended to be
exposed to view. In other words, when IHerod relaid the foundations the déhris
of the Tyropceon Valley had risen to this height. Upon this Herodian pavement
lay the fallen voussoirs of Herod’s bridge from the Royal Cloister to the Xyst,
which was destroyed by Titus.x At 23 feet below this pavement they came upon
the voussoirs of the bridge constructed by Solomon or one of his successors,' viz.
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the bridge which Josephus mentions to have been broken down by Aristobulus
when he was besieged in the Temple by Pompey.* Immediately under these
voussoirs was an aqueduct cut in the rock, and running north and south,—the
most ancient of all in Jerusalem, and evidently constructed before the foundations
at the south-west corner of the Haram were laid, for the aqueduct itself had been
diverted, to make room for the great western wall.

(C.) Another objection made to placing the site of the Temple at the south-west
corner of the Haram is, that, admitting a solid square of 600 feet to exist there, yet
the Temple could not have stood upon that spot, inasmuch as the eastern wall of this
square is found not to be in unison with the foundation walls on the south and west.
Now, even if the present eastern wall of the 600 feet square were the ancient wall,
it might very well differ in style from the walls on the south and west, just as we
have seen that the wall at the south-west corner of the Haram differs from the wall
at the south-east corner ; for we learn from Josephus that while Herod restored
the walls of the Temple generally he made the eastern wall an exception ; and
the reason is obvious enough from the recent explorations. The ridge or crown
of the hill on which the Temple stood travels along the line of the eastern wall
of the 600 feet square, shelving down both on the eastern and western sides.c
The foundation walls therefore on the south and west sides were necessarily laid
to an enormous depth, and at the south-west corner to the depth of nearly 90 feet.
But on the east side of the 600 feet square the wall was laid on the rock itself, which
here rises nearly to the surface. The foundations, therefore, of the eastern wall,
being based upon the rock at little depth, remained firm and needed no restoration.
Indeed, they appear to have continued until the destruction of the city by Titus,
for in the year 65 A.D., just before the commencement of the Great Jewish War,
fears being entertained lest the Temple treasure if allowed to accumulate would
be seized upon by the Romans, the Jews pressed Agrippa the Younger, who had
charge of the Temple, to take down and rebuild the eastern wall, a remnant of
the work of Solomon, but he was alarmed at the propect of so vast an under-
taking, and the money was laid out instead in paving the streets of the city.?
This explains why the eastern cloister was called, par excellence, Solomon’s

s Ant. xiv. 4, 2; Bell. 1. 7, 2.
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Porch, viz. it was the only part where there was any remnant of the old Temple
of Solomon. This eastern wall then from its antiquity might well differ in point
of style from the southern and western walls, which were restored by Herod.

In fact, however, the old eastern wall of the 600 feet square was long ago
demolished to make room for the sweeping changes introduced by Justinian. It
is now established that the substructions at the south-east angle of the Haram
are comparatively modern,” for all the retaining walls round them are modern,
and the pillars in the interior could not have stood by themselves. They
were the great work of Justinian described by Procopius. The whole south-
eastern portion of the Haram was then remodelled, and the eastern wall of the
600 feet square became part of the general plan. All that we could possibly
expect to find at the present day would be some faint traces of the old wall, and
these we do find. Thus Captain Warren writes: “The remains of engaged
columns in the (Triple) gateway and the west wall of a passage appear to show
that there was originally a vestibule here somewhat similar to that at the Double
(or Huldah) Gate.”® And at 60 feet more to the north is another remnant of the
old wall, “the remains of an engaged column, which is apparently in situ.”’
“These remains of engaged columns tend to show that it was a gateway of about
the same style as the Double Gate, and as very likely at that time to have exactly
corresponded to it in having only two passages.”® And, what is very remarkable,
this passage at the Triple Gate extends up in a northern direction for about
the same distance as the passage leading from the Double or Huldah Gate.e Thus
we have a double passage along the eastern wall, corresponding to the double
passage from the Huldah Gate; and, as the latter led up from the Low Town to
the southern side of the Temple, we may well infer that the double passage from
the Triple Gate led up from the Low Town to the eastern gate of the Temple. The
Huldah Gate was the gate ““ at the King’s House,”* which Josephus renders “ the
gate leading to the King’s House” or palace.t And the other gate was  the
gate of the foundation.’”

(D.) Another objection to placing the site of the Temple at the south-west
corner of the Haram, and which seems to have much influenced Captain Warren’s

s « All the masonry and arches above the level of the Single and Triple Gates are comparatively modern.”
Recovery of Jerusalem, p. 134; and see Remarks, ibid. p. 126.
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judgment is this: According to Josephus the first wall running up from Siloam
joined the eastern cloister of the Temple; and, as the wall of Ophel has been
ascertained to run into the eastern wall of the Haram,* the inference has been
drawn that the Temple must at least have extended to the south-east angle of
the Haram.® Let us first look to the very words of Josephus in order to make
sure of his meaning. He describes the first wall as commencing from the western
cloister of the Temple, and extending to Hippicus, now the Jaffa Gate, and then
running southward to Siloam, and then, * reaching as far as a certain place called
Ophlas, it unites itself to the cloister of the Temple which faces the east.”” This
has commonly been taken to mean that the first wall running up from the south
joined the eastern wall of the Haram in the same straight line, viz. on the south
side. But Josephus says nothing of the sort. The language is not that kaving
reached Ophlas it ¢kere joins the eastern cloister, but only that ¢ reaching to a
place called Ophlas it unites itself to the cloister facing the east.”” This Ophlas
(which, perhaps, gave the name of Ophel to the southern part of the eastern hill,)
was some public building which was afterwards burnt by Titus, and though near
the Temple was quite distinct from it. There are clearly then two steps to be
taken into account, first the reaching to Ophlas, and then the junction to the
Temple by a deflection to the west. The southern cloister was the famous Royal
Cloister of four rows of columns, viz. a nave and two aisles (the three other
cloisters to the west, north, and east having only two rows) ; and if the first wall
had run up to the southern cloister, the historian would so have described it.
Instead of that, he tells us that on reaching Ophlas it united itself to the cloister
which faced the east. The wall itself, therefore, must have been running, not
from the south, but from the east, i.e. on reaching Ophlas it made an angle west-
ward towards the Temple.

This is clearly the meaning from another part of the description, where Josephus
speaks of the three walls of the city—the first, or ¢ old wall ” (apxaiov reiyos, Bell. v.
4, 2), and the second wall (which ran across the interior of the city from the Jaffa
Gate to the Temple, and need not be further noticed), and the tiird wall; and in
tracing the outer circuit, he begins with the first wall, which, starting from
Hippicus on the west, runs round the southern portion of the city up to Ophlas,

8 Recovery of Jerusalem, p. 289.
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and thence to the Temple ; and he then takes up the third wall, commencing also
from Hippicus, and carries it round the northern portion of the city, and then
southward until it met the old wall (7¢ dpxaip mepiBorw, Bell. v. 4, 8). Now, as
Josephus is here defining the oufer defences, he means that the ¢hird wall united
itself at its termination to the first wall, for otherwise there would be left a gap
in the outer circuit. But, if the firs¢ wall ran into the eastern cloister of the
Temple at the south-east corner of the Haram, how possibly could the third wall
have united itself to the first wall, when the Temple itself intervened ? In that
case the third wall would have joined the northern cloister of the Temple, and
not the old wall; but if, as we have shown, the first wall ran as far as Ophlas,
and then made an angle to the west toward the Temple, all is clear, for then the
third wall, coming down from the north, would pass the Temple at a little distance
to the east of it, and unite itself to the first wall at Ophlas.

(E.) The next objection is, that, according to Josephus, ¢ the Porch of Solomon
in the time of Herod overlooked the Kedron,” and therefore must have extended
to the east wall of the present Haram.* The passages relied upon for this state-
ment are two. In the first ofthem Josephus, speaking of the Royal Cloister at
the south, describes it as reaching ‘ from the western to the eastern ravine, for it
was not possible to extend it farther.”® All therefore that is here asserted is,
that the cloister reached the point where began the descent into the Cedron Valley,
and, if the ground were restored to its original state, it could not be disputed that
the fall of the Cedron Ravine commences from the eastern wall of the Temple
square of 600 feet. Take away the substructions erected by Justinian many ages
afterwards (now the Stables of Solomon), and then the eastern wall of the
Temple square of 600 feet stands on the very brink of the ravine, for precisely
from the eastern end of the square of 600 feet begins the precipitous declivity.
“The Rock of Moriah,” says Captain Warren, * which is found within a foot
of the Triple Gate (the eastern end of the square of 600 feet), shelves down
rapidly to the south-east angle, falling over 100 feet in 300.”¢ Thus a person
standing on the roof of the Royal Cloister, whether he looked south, east, or
west, would, by the combined effect of the height of the cloister and the depth
of the fall of ground below, find his eyes swim with the sight.d If any doubt

s ¢ Josephus tells us that the Porch of Solomon, in the time of Herod, overlooked the Kedron,” &e.
Recovery of Jerusalem, p. 317.
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11, 5.
¢ Recovery of Jerusalem, p. 119. 4 Ant, xv. 11, 5.
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could remain as to the historian’s meaning, it would be removed by the next
passage, which speaks of the prospect from the northern end of the eastern
cloister; for we must conclude that the northern and southern ends of the
eastern cloister both overlooked the same ravine, so that, if the northern did
not impend over the Cedron, then neither did the southern. The passage
referred to is this: in the progress of the siege by Titus the Romans set fire to
the northern cloister, and the whole was burnt ““as far as the eastern cloister,”
where the angle of junction was built over the so-called Cedron Ravine* Here
the eastern cloister is expressly stated to impend over the *so-called Cedron
Rayvine,” that is, the ravine so called, but not really such, for, when Josephus
refers to the great valley of the Cedron at the east of the city,® he designates it as

8 Tiv Blpetov aroav évémpneay péxpe tijs &dvarolwijs SAnv, dv ® ovvamrovaa ywvia rijs Kedpivos
xalovpévns papayyos Ywepdebounro. Bell. vi. 8, 2.

b The Cedron is here called, somewhat irregularly, a valley, but in perusing the Old Testament it must
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2 Chron. xxxiii. 14. Gihon was thus the Fountain of the Virgin. Thus Hezckiah ¢“stopped the upper water-
course of Gihon, and brought it straight down to the west side of the city of David.” 2 Chron. xxxii. 30.
The city of David was certainly the eastern hill, and the water of the Fountain of the Virgin runs to this
day by the cut of Hezekiah from the eastern side of the hill to Siloam at the foot of the western side. -
These two fountains were formerly the upper and lower Gihon, but the name of Gihon has perished, and
the Upper Gihon, now the Fountain of the Virgin, was in the time of Josephus the Pool of Solomon (who
was anointed king there), and the Lower Gihon was the Pool of Siloam. The passage above referred to
in Chron. xxxiii. 14, has been translated “and (Manasseh) built a wall without the city of David on the
west side of Gihon, in the valley even to the entering in at the Fisk Gate.” But Gihon was not near the
Fish Gate, and the words should be translated ‘ on the west side of Gihon in the valley, and at the entering
in at the Fish Gate.” This is the text both in the Hebrew and in the Septuagint.

Captain Warren has come to the conclusion that the Cedron is the veritable Valley of Hinnom. But
the idea is untenable. The very first mention of the Valley of Hinnom (Josk. xv. 8) amounts to a confu-
tation, Thus the northern border of the tribe of Judah is traced from the mouth of the Jordan westiard,
“and the goings out thereof (or termination) were at Enrogel, and the border went up by the valley of
the Son of Hinnom unto the south side of the Jebusite. The same is Jerusalem ” Josh. xv. 8. Enrogel
was at the King’s Gardens below Siloam, Ant, ix. 10, 4 (where "Epwy# (Enrogel) is placed at the King's
Gardens, mapadeioovs rovs Bacihikovs); and compare 1 Kings i. 9, with Aat. vii 14, 4. Afterwards, in an
inverse order, the southern border of the tribe of Benjamin is traced as “descending to the Valley of
Hinnom to the side of Jebus on the south, and descending to Enrogel.”  Josh. xviii. 16. These passages
show clearly that the boundary line between the two tribes ran along the Valley of Hinnom at the south of
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the Cedron simply ;* but the so-called Cedron was a little slip of ground which
was quite distinct. We can make this plain by another extract from the same
work. In explaining how the city when besieged by Titus was divided between
the two factions of Simon and John, he writes that Simon held the High Town
_and the greater part of the Low Town, and that John held the Temple ¢ and the
parts about it, both Ophlas and the so-called Cedron Ravine.”® Josephus is here
speaking of the interior of the city exclusively, for, of course, all the exterior was
in the hands of the Romans. The so-called Cedron Ravine was, therefore, within
the walls, and it was next the Temple. It could not be on the north, for there
was an ascent and not a fall, nor on the west, for there was the Tyropceon
Valley, nor on the south, for there was Ophlas. It was, therefore, clearly and
incontestably on the east, and was the intramural hollow between the eastern
wall of the Temple and the eastern wall of the city. It was this hollow or
slope which was overlooked by the northern end of the eastern cloister, and,
consequently, overlooked also by the southern end. It follows, of course, that
the Temple did not extend to the eastern wall of the present Haram, but only
to the so-called Cedron Ravine, which lay between it and the eastern wall of the
Haram.

THE SITE OF ANTONIA.

The Temple and Antonia are so blended together that the site of the one being
known that of the other must follow. If the Temple be admitted to stand at the
south-west corner of the Haram, Antonia must be placed at the north-west
corner; and if Antonia be placed at the north-west corner, the Temple must

Jebus, or, in other words, that the Valley of Hinnom lay to the south and not to the east of the city. All
Jerusalem was therefore in the tribe of Benjamin, and the portion of this tribe was the smallest, because,
says Josephus, it comprised the two leading cities of Jerusalem and Jericho. ‘Iepixérra yap xal v
‘Ieposorvpiray wokwv Eaflov. Amt.v. 1, 22. Captain Warren has allowed himself to be misled by the
mistranslation of our Bible, ¢ go forth into the valley of the Son of Hinnom, which is by the entry of the
East Gate.” Jerem. xix. 2. But the word MD1D is derived not from D} (sol), and so meaning the east,
but from ¥)0 (testa), and signifies the Pottery Gate, which was in the south wall and opposite the
Potters’ Field. Gesenius and Simon and all the best authorities agree that is the true rendering. The
Cedron or Eastern valley was the Valley of Jehoshaphat, and it is so called by Eusebius about A.p. 300.
(Onomast. Kokds) : and by Antoninus Martyr (¢c.24) about A.p. 600; and has borne the same name down
to the present day.

8 Ant. viii. 1,5; ix. 7,3. Bell. v. 2, 8; 7, 8; 12,2. This distinction between the Cedron simply and
the Cedron ravine so called was first pointed out by the author.

b 76 re lepov xal ra wépd éx’ obx ONiyov, 7y re 'OpAdr xal rijy Kebpava xalovpérny ¢pipayya. Bell. v.

6, 1; and see Bell. v. 4, 2.
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stand at the south-west corner. To prove this we must descend to details. It
was long supposed that Antonia immediately adjoined the Temple ; but the error
was exposed in the author’s Siege of Jerusalem, and the mistake is now admitted.
Antonia is described by Josephus as “near to the Temple ;”’* and not very ncar,
for when Titus had taken Antonia it still cost him seven days’ labour to make his
approaches to the Temple itself> The junction between Antonia and the Temple
was effected by two parallel cloisters called limbs or legs, which, starting from
the north-west corner of the Temple, ran in a northern direction.® The western
of the two connecting cloisters was actually a continuation of the western cloister
of the Temple.d 1f, therefore, we can ascertain the length of these connecting
cloisters we shall know also where Antonia commenced.© This we can elicit from
an accidental notice by Josephus, viz. that the cloisters which inclosed the
original square of the Temple were four sfadia, but that with the addition of the
two connecting cloisters they were six sfadia.f The two connecting cloisters
were, thercfore, a stadium or 600 feet each. As Antonia was defended on all
sides by a fosse, which was probably crossed by a drawbridge, the termination of
the connecting cloisters at the northern end must have been at the fosse; and so
precisely we find it, for at the distance of just 600 feet from the northern wall of
the Temple of 600 feet square has been discovered the fosse itself, running east
and west. It isexcavated on the south side from the native rock, but the breadth
towards the north still remains to be ascertained. The cutting has been followed
for about 70 feet from east to west, and no doubt it runs the whole 600 feet across
the Haram.e Where, then, was the easferrn fosse? for if we can find this also we
shall know the dimensions of the fortress. The Temple was an exact square, but
Antonia is not so described, but only as rectangular.” The eastern fosse would, like
the southern, be in a straight line, and lie north and south, and it is probably the
souterrain or cutting discovered at the western end of the Pool of Bethesda, and
running off southwards. The account of Captain Warren is as follows: ¢ The

& xA\noiov 7 ‘lepg. Ant. xviii. 4, 3.

b Bell. vi. 2, 7; see vi. 2, 1. ¢ Ibid. v. §, 8.

4 This I take to be the meaning of the passage : rijs yap xai rara 8vowr orods 70 ovvexeés mpos mw
'Avrwviav. Ibid. vi. 2, 9. )

¢ T once thought it possible that these connecting cloisters, which increased the cloisters of the Temple
from four stadia to six stadia, might have run round Antonia either on the exterior or interior. But

clearly the cloisters abutted upon the castle, for there were stairs from the castle down to the roof of the
cloisters, kafa 8¢ ouvijrro rais Tov ‘lepoi oroais eis dugporépas elxe karafacers. Ibid. v. 5, 8.

f Tbid. v. 5, 2.
8 Recovery of Jerusalem, p. 219. b *Eyydviws. Ant. xv. 11, 4,
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substructure, now used as a tank, is 63 feet from north to south, and 57 feet from
east to west, thus being nearly square. Its northern wall is 23 feet 6 inches from
the south side of Birket Israel (Pool of Bethesda).® There is an opening on the
northern side (of the souterrain) about two feet in height and one foot wide, on a
level with the top of the cement, which lets in light, and on examining the
Birket Israel (Pool of Bethesda) I find a grating in the south wall two feet square,
exactly opposite the opening in the substructure, and which undoubtedly com-
municates with it, but whether directly through the thickness of the wall or
whether through another chamber in the wall has yet to be determined.” These
vaults are unlike any known tanks in Jerusalem, and very different from the sub-
structions at the south-east angle of the Haram area. I do not think that such
a structure as this was built for a tank, and if it was simply built to support the
present surface there is probably more of it to be found to the south-east.”® This
souterrain has been traced from the Pool of Bethesda, about 86 feet southward,
viz. 23 feet from the grating in the Pool of Bethesda and 63 feet in the souterrain
itself, and there is a strong probability that it once continued southward until it
joined the souterrain which formed the southern fosse, for both these souterrains
resemble each other, as both of them consist of a series of arched bays or blind
arches, those in the southern fosse being excavated from the solid rock and those
in the eastern fosse being constructed of masonry.! The transformation of the
original fosses into these vaults appears to have been the work of the Saracens.e
We may or may not be right as to the precise limits of Antonia on the south
and east sides, as defined by these two souterrains on the south and east; but we
cannot be wrong in regarding Antonia as occupying the rock at the north-west

8 Recovery of Jerusalem, p. 211. b Tbid. p. 213.

¢ Recovery of Jerusalem, p. 218. Captain Warren adds, ¢ On lighting up the magnesian wire and looking
about me I was astonished, my first impression being that I had got into a church.” Ibid. p. 210. And
so he had, as the following explanation will show. This souterrain consists, according to Captain Warren’s
plan, of three arched passages running parallel to each other towards the Pool of Bethesda, and no doubt
formerly communicating with it. From the same pool, at the western end, ran out two other parallel
arched passages, and which are proved to have been porches, for Captain Warren observes with respect to
them that ¢ the floor has a slope towards the entrance (to Bethesda) where there are four stone steps
16 inches broad and 7 inches in height. The bottom step is nearly flush with the west wall of the pool.
The Birket Israel (Bethesda) never extended further to the west than its present limit at its present depth.”
Ibid. p. 194. We have thus the five porches spoken of in John's Gospel; and in one of them, in the time
of Antoninus Martyr, was the church of Saint Mary: “ Venimus ad piscinam natatoriam qua quinque porticus
habet et in una earum est basilica Sancte Marie.” Anton. Mart. c. 27.

4 Recovery of Jerusalem, p. 211 and p. 219. e Ibid. p. 220.
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corner of the Haram. The fortress, according to Josephus, was erected upon a
rock 50 cubits or 756 feet high and precipitous on all sides.* The only rock on
the Haram that will at all answer this description is that at the north-west
corner. We have seen that on the south and east sides are two souterrains appa-
rently the fosses, the breadth and depth of which remain to be ascertained ; and
on the west of the rock is the Asmonean or Mill Valley; and on the north we
can trace the depth to nearly the extent stated by Josephus. Thus, the rock
rises in the interior 35 feet above the level of the Haram.* And on the exterior
to the north it was discovered in the course of excavations made in 1836 that the
ground was artificial to the depth from 26 to 30 feet.© The rock, therefore, is
isolated and shelving on all sides, and on one side at least has been cut away for
35 feet above the present level, and from 26 to 30 feet below the present level,
making together 65 feet, which is within 10 feet of the 75 feet mentioned by
Josephus. .

If further proof were needed, we have it in the account of Titus’s first assault
upon Antonia. A bank was cast up against Antonia by the fifth legion at the
middle of the pool called the Struthion.2 As the object of the bank was to reach
the top of the wall of Antonia it seems strange that Titus should have commenced
the work in the middle of a pool. But this can now be explained. The Struthion
pool has been found, not on the north or on the west side of this part of the
Haram, but in a slanting position exactly at the north-west corner. It runs from
north-west to south-east, and abuts upon the rock at the north-west angle of the
Haram. It is 165 feet long and 50 feet wide, and is divided down the middle by
a wall of partition, with arches on each side which form two parallel souterrains
resembling the double passage at the Huldah Gate.® At the southern end is a
stair leading up to Antonia, which was probably for drawing water.! The bank
of Titus therefore was not begun in a hollow at all, but upon the arches which
inclosed the pool, and which consequently rather presented a ’vantage ground.
The bank would not exceed 25 feet in breadth at the most, and would thus occupy

% Bell.v. 5, 8.
b Pierotti, p. 63. . ¢ Pierotti, p. 20; and see Recovery of Jerusalem, pp. 94 and 195.
4 Kard péoov rijs SrpovBiov xakovuérns xohvpfifpas. Bell. v. 11, 4.

e Recovery of Jerusalem, p. 198 et seq.
t These parallel pools are the piscine gemellares referred to by the Bordeaux Pilgrim, .. 833, and

are the aque putride of Antoninus Martyr. ‘ Exinde venimus ad arcum (arch of Ecce Homo) ubi antiqua
porta fuit civitatis. In ipso loco sunt aque putride, in quas missus est Jeremias.” Anton. Mart.

¢. XXiv.
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about one-half of the southern end of the pool, which was 50 feet wide. The
reason why this spot was selected is obvious enough. Had the bank advanced at
right angles to the wall either on the north or west sides the shot of the besieged
would have been launched direct, but as the pool was at the very corner the shot
from the wall would only reach the Romans obliquely.

The position of Antonia at the north-west corner of the Haram, and the peculiar
connection between it and the Temple by means of the intervening cloisters,
enables us to appreciate the full force of two passages in Josephus which have
hitherto presented a difficulty. The first is this:—During the siege by Titus
there was a prophecy current that when the Temple became a square the city
and sanctuary would fall; and this came to pass, says Josephus, when Antonia
fell into the hands of the Romans.* The meaning, no doubt, is this. Until the
time of Herod the Temple had been a simple square of 600 feet; but when Herod
carried out the two parallel cloisters from the north-west corner of the Temple to
Fort Antonia, so as to incorporate Antonia itself, both the connecting cloisters
and Antonia were regarded as parts of the Temple, which as thus enlarged was of
an irregular figure, comprising, 1. the original square of 600 feet at the south;
2. the long slip inclosed between the connecting cloisters; and 3. the rectangular
area of Antonia on the north. But on the capture of Antonia by the Romans
the two parallel cloisters were burnt, and thus the Temple was again cut off from
Antonia, and reduced once more to the original square, by which the prophecy
was fulfilled.

The other passage referred to is this :—*“ Herod,”” says Josephus, ¢ both repaired
the Temple itself and walled round the space about it, so as to make the area
double of what it was before, employing infinite expense and unsurpassed munifi-
cence, and the proofs of it are the cloisters round the Zemple and the castle on
the north (Antonia); for the former he rebuilt from the foundations, and the
latter he repaired at a prodigious cost.”® It is here implied that the sacred area,
by the incorporation of Antonia, was double of what it had been, and the state-
ment is quite correct. The original Temple, as it was a square of 600 feet, would
contain 360,000 square feet. The cloisters running between the Temple and the
southern fosse of Antonia, recently discovered, were 600 feet long, and they are
described by Josephus as near to each other, but it is not said how near. But we
can form some judgment as to this; for when Titus had captured Antonia he
cast up three mounds against the northern wall of the Temple, and all of these

s Bell.vi. 5, 2. b Ibid. i. 21, 1.
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must, from the nature of the case, have been to the east of the two parallel
cloisters. But the most westerly of the three mounds was due north of the north-
west corner of the inner Temple,* which was not far from the western wall of
the outer Temple, and therefore the most eastern of the two parallel cloisters
could not have been far from the western wall of the outer Temple. Again, no
one can read the account of the desperate struggle of the Romans when in pos-
session of Antonia to force their way along the connecting cloisters into the
Temple,” without being convinced that the connecting cloisters were on the same
level as the Temple. The distance of the western wall of the Haram from the inner
plateau on which stands the Mosque of Omar is about 100 feet, and, assuming
the eastern of the two connecting cloisters to have rested against the western
side of the plateau, the space inclosed between the two connecting cloisters would
be 600 feet by 100 feet, i.e. 60,000 feet. Again, from the northern end of the
connecting cloisters, 600 feet long, where the fosse of the fortress of Antonia com-
menced, to the southern end of the Struthion Pool, which abutted on the northern
wall of Antonia,® is about 500 feet, and from the western wall of the Haram to
the supposed eastern fosse of Antonia is about 600 feet, which, multiplied by the
500 feet, gives 300,000 square feet; and adding the area of the connecting
cloisters, viz. 60,000 feet, to the area of Antonia itself, viz. 300,000 fect, we have
just the area of the Temple as it originally stood, viz. 360,000 feet. Thus, in a
general way, the incorporation of Antonia doubled the area of the Temple.

THE SITE OF THE ACRA.

The site of the Acra has been contested as warmly as that of the Temple, with
this distinction, that by common consent the Temple stood somewhere within the
four corners of the Haram, but as regards the Acra it has been disputed, not
only whether it was situate on the Haram, and if so, on what part, but whether
it stood on the eastern ridge of Jerusalem at all. Captain Warren scems to have
arrived at the conclusion that it occupied the lower part of the western hill near
the centre of the quarter inclosed by the second wall,! a theory which in the
author’s judgment cannot be supported.

Where there is so much variance of opinion it will be necessary to lay a solid
foundation, and I shall therefore begin with a general sketch of the four hills

* Bell. vi. 2, 7. b Ibid. vi. 1, 8.
¢ ¢ The northern escarped face of Antonia is 10 feet from the Via Dolorosa.” Wilson’s Notes, p. 30.
4 Recovery of Jerusalem, p. 303.
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of Jerusalem as laid down by Josephus, a description which will be found to
have a material bearing upon the site of the Acra. Jerusalem, according to
the great Jewish authority, spread itself successively over four hills. The first
was anciently known as Jebus, and in the time of Josephus was called the
Castle (¢povpior) or Upper Market or High Town. When the Bordeaux Pilgrim
was there at the beginning of the fourth century, this hill passed, as it still
does, by the name of Sion. It had one peculiar feature which earmarks it,
and was the cause of its original prosperity, viz. it was defended on all sides by
ravines. It is said by Josephus to have been of a regular shape, and was in
fact a kind of parallelogram. On the north and east ran the Tyropceon Valley,
rather shallow at its commencement at the Jaffa Gate, but deepening as it
wound its way along the northern and eastern sides of Jebus down to Siloam.
On the west and south was the formidable ravine of the Valley of Hinnom. At
the northern side the valley is still distinctly visible from the roof of the Serai,
but has otherwise almost disappeared from the accumulation of rubbish, and on
this account its existence even, until recently, was repeatedly denied. The
Palestine explorations, however, have set the question at rest, and the course of a
valley along the northern side of Sion is now an established fact.*

The second hill described by Josephus was that occupied by the Low Town,
and was divided from the High Town by the Tyropceon, which is expressly stated
by Josephus to have run down to Siloam.® There can be no doubt therefore of
the relative position of these two hills, as they were divided by the valley which
descended from north to south, and terminated at Siloam, the site of which is
universally admitted. The reason why these two hills were called respectively
the High Town and Low Town is obvious enough to one who looks at them from
the south, as from the Hill of Evil Council; for thence the eastern hill is seen to
lie at a much lower level than the western. The boundary of the second hill
which supported the Low Town, was, on the north, the great trench, now called
the Pool of Bethesda, which separated it from the fourth hill on the north.c The
second hill or Low Town therefore extended from Siloam on the south in a
northern direction beyond the limits of the firs¢ hill or High Town, which did not
reach beyond the boundary of its own northern wall, called the First Wall, which
ran due east from the Castle at the Jaffa Gate to the western cloister of the Temple.

8 Recovery of Jerusalem, 268. The author had adduced proofs of this long previously in the paper,
Archeeologia, xli. 116, where will be found a plan of the city, to which the reader is referred for better
understanding the description which here follows.

b Bell. v. 4, 1. ¢ Bell. v. 4, 2.
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The ¢hird hill, says Josephus, was opposite (avrupd) to the second hill, i.e. was
to the west of the second hill. Just as he speaks of the whole city as opposite
(avricpd) to the Temple, i.e. to the west of it.* The third hill had been originally
divided from the second hill by another broad ravine (&\\n mharela pdparyy); but
the Maccabees, from a desire to connect the streets of the city on the ¢hird hill
with the Temple on the second hill, filled up or nearly so the intervening valley.’

We have here to remark, First, that the ravine which originally separated the
third hill from the second is described as another valley, and therefore it was not
the Tyropceon before referred to as separating the first hill from the second hill.
Secondly. The object of filling up the valley was to connect the streets of the city
with the Temple, and, as the Temple was certainly on the ecastern hill and the
streets were certainly to the west of the Temple, the valley in question could
only have been that which is now known as the Asmonean or Mill Valley.

Originally the third hill had been bounded on the west by a deep trench or
hollow (cither natural or artificial), which still remains, and runs in the line of
the bazaars, the roofs of which are only on a level with the surface of the adjoin-
ing ground both east and west. In the time of Hezekiah however, ¢ who built
another wall without,”® the Pool of Hezekiah was also brought by him within the
second wall, by carrying a wall like an elbow from the north side of the first wall
round the Pool of Iezekiah to the west side of the second wall.4

The fourth hill, called Bezetha or Caenopblis, or New Town, lay to the north
of the second hill, and was divided from it by the deep cutting now called the Pool
of Bethesda. This fourth hill had not been inclosed by any wall up to the time
of the Crucifixion ; but as the population, which naturally clustered about the
Temple, continually grew in that direction, King Agrippa in A.p. 43 com-
menced a wall which inclosed the fourth hill, and comprised also a considerable
tract to the west of the Asmonean or Mill Valley, which had been excluded from
the second wall. Josephus in his description of the city takes little notice of that
part of Bezetha which lay to the west of the Asmonean or Mill Valley as it was
very little inhabited.© The third wall, which was begun by Agrippa, A.D. 43, was
not completed until many years afterwards, viz. in the course of the Jewish war,
sometime between A.p. 66 and A.D. 70.

8 dyrkpy yap # mohis Exero Tob ‘lepov. Ant. xv. 11, 5.

b rovrovdé avripy tpiros fiv Négos, ramewvorepds re pooer tijs “Akpas, kai whareig pdpayyt, Siepydpevos
dM\p mpérepoy o .« . cvrddar BovAduevor 1@ ‘lepd iy mohw. DBell. v. 4, 1. éxi wodv yap Exwoav ras
piapayyas aviooiy BovAduevol Tovs orevwrovs rob Gorews. Ibid. v. 5, 1.

¢ 2 Chron. xxxii. 5. 4 See Siege of Jerusalem by Titus, p. 284. e Bell. v. 6. 2.
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Now comes the question, On which of these hills was scated the Macedonian
fortress called “The Acra?’ Was it on the third hill, as Captain Warren sug-
gests,” or on the second hill, as I hope to prove? Its position, according to
Captain Warren’s theory, on the fkird hill, is open to the following several
objections.

The Acra was said to overkang the Temple,” but if seated on the third hill it
would be divided from the Temple by the broad ravine mentioned by Josephus
now the Asmonean or Mill Valley. Again, the Acra, according to the Maccabees,
lay alongside of the Baris, afterwards Fort Antonia, but which could not be the
case if it was separated from it by this broad ravinec Again, the Acra was
called by the Maccabees the City of David (1 Maccabees, i. 33), as being situate
in the City of David ; but the third hill was never comprised under the name
of the City of David, which unquestionably lay on the second or eastern hill.
And, again, the Acra, according to Josephus, was erected in the Low Town ;
but no single instance can be produced in which Joscphus speaks of the
third hill as part of the Low Town.© There can be no doubt that the quarter
of the city called the Acra was so named from the Macedonian Acra erccted
upon it, and we have the repeated testimony of Josephus that the eastern hill
which supported the Low Town was called the Acra." We may conclude there-

3 Recovery of Jerusalem, p. 303.

b ¢récerro yap ro Tepd §*Axpa. Ant. xii. 9, 8. vrepreepérn ro "Tepor. Ibid. xii. 5, 4. kariovre éx wijs
¥ Axpas eis 70 ‘lepov.  Ant. xii. 10, 5. 1 Mace. vii. 33.

¢ 76 dpos ob 'lepot (the Baris or Antonia) 7o wapa rij» *Axpav. 1 Mace. xiii. 52.

4 év rjj kdrw woer. Ant. xii. b, 4.

¢ It may be suggested that Josephus applied the expression Low Town to the third hill, where he
speaks of the four towers erccted by John at the four corners of the Temple, viz. one at the north-east
corner, another at the south-west corner, a third over against the Low Town, and the fourth over the
maoropopa, whence the priest proclaimed, by the sound of trumpet, the commencement and end of the
Sabbath. Bell.iv. 9, 12. But I am satisfied that the wacrogcpia were at the north-west corner, which
was in the direction of the main part of the city ; and consequently the other corner, which was over against
the Low Town, would be at the south-east corner of the Temple which overlooked the Eastern Hill, which
was the Low Town. The wrasrogpépia would thus be at the gate leading from the northern cloister, and the
writer of the Maccabees connects the ragropdpia with the gates ras wvAas kai ra ragropdpia (1 Maccabees,
iv. 57); but there was no gate at the south-east corner of the Temple.

! “Arepos 8¢ (the second hill) 6 xahobpevos”Akpa kat Ty kdrw ok vgpearas. Bell. v. 9, 1. rpedauevo
rovs Anoras €k Tijs Kdrw wokews T péypt Tov BAwap wavra évémppoav. Ibid. vi. 7, 2. r@v "EXévps
Pacreivy, & &y xara péany riv *Axpav Hv. Ibid. vi. 6, 8. éBaley o rijs dvw molews quvwhei rovs

grparibras eis Ty Karw rovro 8¢ rov Gorews ro pépos” Axpa kékhnras, &c.  Ibid.i. 1, 4.
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fore that the Acra, at all events, stood on some part of the eastern hill, i.e.
somewhere between the Pool of Siloam on the south and the Pool of Bethesda
on the north. As the Acra was above the Temple, and overhung it, and as
the second hill descends in a regular slope from Bethesda to Siloam, we must
look for the Acra to the zorth of the Temple. And, again, the Acra lay alongside
of the Baris or Antonia, and, as to the east of Antonia was the descent into the
valley of the Cedron, and on the west was the Asmonean or Mill Valley, we are
driven to the conclusion that the Acra lay on the north of the Temple, between
it and Antonia, and here accordingly we find it. We know that the Acra was a
first-class garrison, and, therefore, covered a considerable space. We know also
that it stood upon a rock, but which had been partially cut down by Simon so as
no longer to overlook the Temple. Now between the Temple at the south-west
corner of the Haram and Antonia at the north-west corner of the Haram riscs the
inner plateau, a rock 550 feet long by 450 feet broad and about 15 feet high. Here,
then, we have unmistakeably the base of the rock on which the Acra once stood.
It must, before it was cut down, have overhung the Temple, and was next the
Baris or Antonia, and stands in the City of David* and in the Low Town, and
thus answers all the requisites.

The reader has probably often asked himself, as I have often asked myself, such
questions as the following : If this site was so advantageous for the Macedonians
when they erected the Acra, why had it not been occupied as a fortress by the
Jews long before? Again, when Simon the Maccabee captured the Acra, why
did he not continue it as a stronghold, instead of cutting down the Acra and then
fortifying the mount of the Temple, that is, the Baris at the north-west corner of
the Haram which was much further from the Temple ? Again, when Simon cut
down the Acra, why did he leave the square block of rock, now the Sakhra, in
the middle of it? Again, when Herod found it necessary to overawe the Temple
by a garrison in its immediate vicinity, why did not he adopt the Sakhra, which
adjoined the Temple, rather than enlarge the Baris or Antonia at the north-west
corner of the Haram, and incur the expense of erecting two parallel cloisters for
the purpose of bringing the Temple within the grasp of Antonia, when a site
immediately adjoining the Temple was ready at hand ? Why, when Jerusalem

& Nehcemiah, in tracing the procession along the southern wall from west to east, says they went up by
the stairs of the City of David. Nehemiah, xii. 37. And, again, Hezekiah brought the water from the
Fountain of the Virgin, on the east side of the second hill, to Siloam, on ‘“the west side of the City of
David,” i. e. on the sccond hill. 2 Chronicles, xxxii. 80. The City of David, therefore, was the Eastern
Hill.
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was taken by Titus, did the Romans construct a Temple to Jupiter, now repre-
sented by the Mosque of Omar, on the very spot which the Jews had so carefully
avoided ? The same key will be found to solve all these difficulties ; but for a full
and satisfactory explanation we must commence from the very earliest period.

The platform now called the Haram was formed by Solomon under the name of
Millo, or the ¢ Embankment.” The workmen employed were Tyrians, and
their marks have been discovered by the recent excavations all along the eastern
wall from the north-east corner down to the south-east corner,® and the same
style of architecture extends along the southern side in a western direction from
the south-east corner to the Huldah Gate, two-thirds of the way along the
southern wall. The Palace of Solomon stood just below that part of the Haram
or Millo which was occupied by the Temple,—that is, just below the south-west
corner of the Haram ; and, being thus immediately south of Millo and next it,
was called Beth-Millo, or the House of Millo. To the east of the palace, partly
below Millo and partly within it, were the Stables of Solomon, whence the eastern
gate of the city in that part was called the Horse Gate, and the adjoining prison
was called the Hippodrome, or Horsecourse.

The Royal or King’s Gardens were below Siloam, at the confluence of the two
valleys of Hinnom and Jehoshaphat; but, besides these, mention is made of the
Garden of Uzza,® which is also referred to as the Garden of the King’s House or
Palace.. The Garden of Uzza was thus the home garden, and consequently in the
immediate vicinity of the palace; but it was not on Ophel, which is shown by the
recent explorations to have been densely populated, and is crossed and re-crossed
on all sides by ancient walls. Millo and Bethmillo, and the gardens attached,
were parts of one great design; and we should place the home garden, or Garden
of Uzza, in Millo itself, just above the Stables of Solomon, on the east side. A
garden in the East implies a constant supply of water, and all the eastern portion
of the Haram is honeycombed with tanks. Indeed we know that this part of

s « The present east wall of the sanctuary has Phenician characters on it, and has all the appearance of
being a portion of the oldest work, so that if if it were not Solomonic it would have formed part of the old
wall spoken of by Josephus, which I suppose to have been the work of the Kings of Judah.”  Recovery of
Jerusalem, p. 317.  “ At both the north-east and south-east angle characters in paint have been found at
the foot of the walls, which are pronounced by savans to be Pheenician.” Ibid. p 318; and see the pottery
described at p. 152, It is also to be noted that there is no depth of débris at the foot of the wall to the
north of the Haramj; that is, the Haram wall is very ancient, but the wall to the north of it is compara-
tively modern. The wall of Agrippa, therefore, or third wall, commenced from the Haram.

b 2 Kings, xxi. 18, 26. ¢ 2 Kings, xxi. 18.
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the area was from the earliest times planted with olive-trees and shrubs,* and is
so still. .

To the west of the Garden of Uzza, and just nortk of the Temple, rose a bare
rock which never could have been cultivated, but was admirably adapted for the
excavation of sepulchres according to the Jewish fashion. It lay next the
Temple, and was highly reverenced. And we read that Manasses, a King of
Israel, was buried in the garden of his own house in the Garden of Uzza;* and
that his son Amon was also buried ¢ in his sepulchre in the Garden of Uzza.’'¢
Both of them, unrestrained by any scruples of conscience, had probably in their
lifetime prepared their own tombs, as was a common practice amongst the Jews.

It is to these interments that the prophet Ezekiel alludes in the following
passage, which well deserves attention. “My holy name shall the house of
Isracl no more defile, neither they nor ¢keir kings by their whoredom, nor by tke
carcases of their kings in their high places; in their setting of ¢heir threshold by my
thresholds and their posts by my posts and the wall between me and them. They
have even defiled my holy name by their abominations that they have committed ;
wherefore I have consumed them in mine anger. Now let them put away their
whoredom and the carcases of their kings far from me, and I will dwell in the
midst of them for ever.”” The prophet here is evidently inveighing against the
pollution of the sanctuary by the interment of the carcases of kings next to the
Holy Temple, which would be the case if Manasses and Amon were buried on
the spot assigned to their sepulchres. But, further, these interments are spoken
of as in the “high places.”” Now on three sides of the Temple, viz. the south,
east, and west, was a rapid declivity. The sepulchres complained of therefore
must have been on the north, . e. excavated in the rock, now the Sakhra,
in the centre of the Haram. The bodies of Manasses and Amon alone would
satisfy the words of Ezekiel, but it is not impossible that other kings also (not
however David and Solomon)® were interred in the same locality, for they are

8 Mejr-ed-din. Williams’s Holy City, vol. i. Supplement, p. 150.

b Williams’s Holy City, ii. 298.

¢ 2 Kings xxi. 18. 4 2 Kings xxi. 26. ¢ Ezek. xliii. 7.
! David and Solomon were both interred in the same mausoleum. Ant. xvi.7, 1. The traditional
tomb of David is on Sion, the south-west hill, the ancient Jebus. But this cannot be, for Nehemiah in
tracing the line of the wall along the south of the city from west to east enumerates in order, « the gate of
the fountain” and ¢ the wall of the Pool of Siloah by the king’s garden and unto the stairs that go down (to
the fountain) from the city of David,” and then ¢ the place over against the sepulchres of David and unto
the pool that was made, and unto the house of the mighty.” Nehem.iii.15. Thus the place over against the
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said to have been buried *“in the city of David,””* and even * at Jerusalem in the
city of David ;”’* and it is certain that, on the capture of Jerusalem by David,
the eastern hill, as opposed to Jebus on the western hill, was called the city of
David.c In the time of the Maccabees the ¢ city of David”’ had a more contracted
meaning still, and the very rock which then supported the Macedonian Acra
was called par excellence the city of David. According to the Book of Maccabees
therefore, the royal interments, if made in the city of David, would be in the
Sakhra itself.

‘What became of these royal sepulchres on the return of the Jews from the
captivity ? They were found ransacked and rifled, and the tombs remained in
this state until the time of Antiochus Epiphanes. This prince, as is well known,
entered upon the desperate project of extirpating the very worship of Jehovah,
and with this view he first prepared himself against a rebellion by rendering
the people utterly defenceless, throwing down the walls of the city,! and
erecting the celebrated Acra on the site of the royal tombs as the most eligible
spot for overawing the Temple. A place of burial, so dreadful a pollution in the
eyes of a Jew,® presented no obstacle to the mind of a Greek. ¢ They built the
City of David with a great wall and stout, with strong towers, and it served them
as an Acra” or keep;’ and it was this stronghold that became ‘ a sore snare and

sepulchres of David was certainly to the east of the Fountain of Siloam, and the sepulchres being described
as opposite to this part of the wall must have been on the other side of the valley at or close to the village
of Siloam. It is remarkable that Josephus in describing the wall of circumvallation by Titus, at the
south-east of the city, tells us that it ran southward along the foot of the Mount of Olives *as far as
the rock called Peristereon (wepiorepe@ros), and the crest next it which faces the Valley of Siloam.”
Bell. v. 12, 2. 'There can be no doubt that the word mepiarepedv is to be derived from wepiorepa, a
pigeon, and means a columbarium, so that we find Josephus making mention of a columbarium or burial-
place at the exact spot indicated by Nehemiah as the Sepulchres of David. Search therefore should be
made for the Sepulchres of David on the east side of the Valley of Jehoshaphat, a little to the south of the
village of Siloam.

* 1 Kings ii. 10; xi. 43; xv. 8, 24; xxii. 50. 2 Kings viii. 24; xii. 21; xv. 38; ix. 28 ; xiv. 20;
xvi. 20. 2 Chron. ix. 81; xii. 16 ; xiv. 1; xvi. 14; xxi. 1, 20; xxiv. 16, 25; xxv. 28; xxvii. 9;
xxviii, 27.

b 2 Kings, xiv. 20.

¢ See ante, p. 46, and Siege of Jerusalem by Titus, p. 241.

4 1 Mace. i. 31.

e As to the abhorrence of a place of burial by a Jew, see in particular Ant. xviii. 2, 8, where it is stated
that to dwell upon a place polluted by sepulchres was a violation of Jewish law; and that Herod Antipas
in consequence could only people Tiberias, which was thus defiled, by absolute compulsion.

t 1 Macc. i. 33. The City of David had three meanings. (1.) In its largest sense it signified Jerusalem.

VOL. XLIV. H
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a place to lie in wait against the sanctuary and an evil adversary to Israel.””
The flame of rebellion soon burst forth under the auspices of Mattathias, the aged
priest, and his valorous sons. Judas Maccabeus, the lion of the family, led the
way, and, collecting a small but gallant band about him, overthrew successively
all the forces that dared encounter him. He now marched to Jerusalem itself,
and, as the walls had been thrown down, he made his way without difficulty to
the site of the Temple (called Mount Sion), and found it utterly deserted and full
of abominations.® His first object was to remove the defilements; and the stones
of the altar, which had been polluted by the Macedonians, were carried out of
the sacred precincts, and lodged in the Mount of the Temple, i.e. the Baris or
Antonia.c This purgation of the sanctuary was commemorated thenceforth by an
annual festival of eight days, called the Enceenia (the Feast of Dedication spoken
of by the Evangelist!). The next step was to secure the Temple, 7. e. Mount
Sion, against future profanation, and Judas surrounded the outer court by a
strong wall with towers.® Thus the Temple and the Acra (for Judas could not
take the Acra,) were two hostile garrisons adjoining each other, and henceforth
when the Jews were victorious they besieged the City of David, i.e. the Acra,
and when the Macedonians were victorious they besieged Mount Sion, i.e. the
Temple.! Antiochus Eupator, the successor of Antiochus Epiphanes, advanced
with an overwhelming force to Jerusalem, and shut up Judas in the Temple ; but
not being able to master it by force he offered terms, viz. that, if Judas would
surrender, the Temple should be intact, and the Jews should live under their own
laws. Judas assented, and Antiochus was admitted into Mount Sion ; but when
he saw the strength of the Temple he violated his oath, and ordered the walls of
the outer court to be razed to the ground.! Alcimus, the minion of Eupator, and
who had been appointed high priest by him, proposed that the walls of the inner
court also should be razed; but he dropped into the grave before the design could
be carried out.

Thus éxBaXdv 8¢ rovs 'Iefovaaiovs ék rijs *Axpas (now the Castle of David or Citadel) kal adrés dvowodopsioas
ra "lepogéAvpa, méhwy abmjv Aaiiidov mposnydpevee . . . Tiy Te kdrw oA kal Ty *Axpay gvvdfas. Ant.vii-
3,2. (2.) In itsless comprehensive sense the City of David was the eastern hill as opposed to Jebus. See ante,
p- 46, note ®.  (3.) In the most limited sense, as used by the Maccabees, it was simply and exclusively the
Acra or Macedonian fortress. Whoever would understand the topography of the Maccabees must note three
things : 1. That the City of David was the Acra, and the Acra only; 2. That Mount Sion was the Temple
(4. e. the outer court of the Temple and what it inclosed) only; and 8. That the Mount of the House or the
Mount of the Temple was neither the Acra nor the Temple, but the Baris or Castle, afterwards called Antonia.

& 1 Macec. i. 35. b 1 Mace. iv. 38. ¢ 1 Macc. iv. 46.

4 John, x. 22, ¢ 1 Mace. iv. 60 ; vi. 7. f 1 Macc vi. 18.

& 1 Macc. vi. 62. b 1 Mace. ix. 55.
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Judas was slain in battle, and was succeeded by his brother Jonathan, who was
no less successful than Judas, both as a general and a politician. By cleverly
trimming his course between the contending competitors for the throne of the
Seleucidee, he gradually consolidated his power, and at last was strong enough to
recover all Jerusalem (which had been wrested from them on the death of Judas)
with the exception of the Acra. He now applied himself to the restoration of
the walls of the outer court (which had been thrown down by Antiochus Eupator)
and to the rebuilding of the walls of the city (which had been razed by Antiochus
Epiphanes),* and at a subsequent period he carried the walls of Jerusalem to a
still greater height, and, in order to shut up the Acra on all sides, he restored the
wall along the western side of the Haram, from the south-west corner of the
Baris or Antonia, to the north-west corner of the Temple.* The Acra had always
been kept well victualled against a siege,® and previously to these counterworks
of Jonathan had also maintained free communication on the west with the
markets of the city, which were close at hand, and are now represented by the
Bazaars, and on the east with the country at large. But by the heightening of
the city walls the Macedonians were effectually excluded from drawing provisions
from without, and, by the high wall on the east of the Haram, were debarred
from reaching the markets within. Jonathan now laid siege to the Acra, but,
before he could reduce it, he also was slain by treachery.

The Maccabean brothers (though four of them had fallen) were not yet extinct,
for there still remained Simon, the ablest of them all in council, and equal to any
in arms. He called his countrymen together, and Jewish independence was now
formally proclaimed.t His first measure was to complete the walls of Jerusalem
throughout their whole circuit,® and to press the siege of the Acra.

The Macedonians, being cut off from all supplies either from within or from
without, implored assistance from Antioch, but the throne of the Selucide was in
contest, and no one came to the rescue, and thus, after a long struggle, the Acra
surrendered and Simon took possession of it ¢ with thanksgiving and with -harps
and cymbals, and with viols and hymns and songs.””

Now that the Jews were masters of the Acra what was to be done with it? As
the quondam mausoleum of their kings, it was a polluted place and could not be
inhabited. As it rose above the wall of the outer court of the Temple it com-
manded a view of the sacrifices, which it was profane for any stranger to over-

* 1 Mace. x. 11. b 1 Mace. xii. 36. ¢ 1 Mace.i 35
4 Ant. xiii. 6, 7. 1 Macc. xiil. 41. e 1 Macc. xiii. 10, Ant. xiii. 6, 7. f 1 Mace. xiii 51.
H 2
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look. Besides, if left standing, it might again fall into the hands of an enemy
and again become a snare. Simon called a council of deliberation, when it was
resolved to raze the castle of the Acra, and, not only so, but to cut down the very
rock also on which it was built. =In one place Josephus states that they razed it
to the ground in order that the Temple might be higher.* But in another place
he states that they lowered the height in order that the Temple might appear
above that also.> In either case the Acra was so far cut down that the Temple,
that is, the wall of the outer court, rose above it. Some, with a foregone but
erroneous conclusion that the Temple was seated on a mount, have understood
Josephus as stating that the Temple mount was made to overlook the Acra mount,
but he could not have meant this, and certainly does not say it.c

‘What was actually done may be inferred from the present state of the ground.
In the centre of the Haram is the inner plateau, 15 feet high, and reaching 550 feet
from north to south, and 450 feet from east to west. This was the rock which sup-
ported the Acra, and was formerly much higher, but the Maccabees cut it down
generally to this level. Nearly in the middle of the inner plateau is the Sakhra, 60
feet by 50 feet, and about 5 feet above the surface of the inner plateau. Had the
Maccabees cut away this also, they would have laid open and exposed the sepulchres
of their kings. They therefore left just so much of the rock standing as would suffice
for the protection of the tombs below. At present the only vault visible under the
Sakhra is that at the south-east corner ; but the walls of the vault are artificial, and
on striking the north side the hollow sound indicates that this cave is only the
vestibule of other excavations. As the rock must have been left with reference
to the vaults, we may pretty safely conclude that the vaults below are co-exten-
sive with the rock above, and further search should be made for ascertaining how
far this surmise is correct. Captain Warren mentions a singular fact which he

3 ¢is édagos avryv kabeikev. Ant. xiil, 6, 7. els €dagos kai wedwvi)y Newirnra, &c. drws dynAérepor § 70
Tepév. Ibid.

b karepyaodpevor To tos érojoavro x0apakirepoy, ds Yweppaivotro kai ravrys o ‘Iepdy. Bell. v. 4, 1.
In a summary of the transactions of Simon, in the Book of Maccabees, it seems to be stated that Simon
continued the Acra as a garrison: xargkigey év abrfj &vdpas 'lovdaiovs kai dydpwoey adryy mpos dopdletar
riis x@pas kai rijs Tohews. 1 Mace. xiv. 837. This, if so, must have been before the resolution come to by
the council to raze the Acra. I should say, however, that there is a confusion in the passage cited
between the Acra and the Baris, and that what is said of the Acra was intended of the Baris, for it is
certain from the same book that Simon further strengthened the Baris and dwelt in it, mposwydpwae 76 dpos

roi 'Tepoi kai kel éxel. 1 Mace. xiii. 52. We must believe with Josephus, that the rock of the Acra was
lowered if not levelled.

¢ See antz, p. 27.
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cannot explain, but which, after what we have said, is intelligible enough. On
the western upper surface of the Sakhra is a channel or gutter, running from the
south in a northern direction, and toward the south it is cut out of the rock, but
then continues northward about 5 feet over heavy flagging, and under the flagging
is a cutting in the rock 5 feet long and 2 feet wide. At the southern end of the
cutting is the solid rock, but on the north the gutter holds on its course north-
ward, though it cannot at present be followed. The visible depth of the cutting
under the flagging is three feet, but it is filled with rubbish, and the real depth is
not known.*" For what possible purpose could a gutter have been made on the
top of a rock 60 feet by 50 and b feet high ? The answer is that here originally
rose the Acra to a much greater altitude, and the channel or gutter in question
was one of the sewers of the fortress above, and the cutting under the flagging
is connected with the sepulchral vaults below.

As Simon on his capturing the Acra was prevented by religious scruples from
himself occupying the Acra itself, he added to and further strengthened the
Mount of the Temple, afterwards Antonia, which lay alongside the Acra® and was
near the Temple,® and there fixed his palace." He ruled for eight years as High
Priest, and was then succeeded by his son John Hyrcanus as High Priest; and the
latter was followed by his son Aristobulus, who was the first to assume the title of
King; and both John and Aristobulus continued to reside in the Baris, as Simon
had done before.® Aristobulus reigned only a year, or even less, and was succeeded
by King Alexander, of whom we have something to say.

Alexander reigned long, viz. for twenty-seven years, and we may add prosper-
ously upon the whole, though he experienced great vicissitudes. In the course
of his chequered life he made many enemies, and amongst them were numbered
more particularly the Pharisees. In his dying moments he was alarmed lest his
remains should be denied a burial, and even be treated with ignominy. He there-
fore summoned his wife Alexandra to his bedside, and gave his parting admo-
nition: “ When I am no more, call in the Pharisees as your counsellors, and
place the government in their hands. You will thus secure your own power, and
procure for me more imposing funeral obsequies than any private person could
bestow.” f Alexander died, and his wife confided herself to the Pharisees; and

2 Recovery of Jerusalem, p. 221.

b xapa rjv " Axpav. 1 Mace. xiii. 52. ¢ wAnoiov rg 'lepy. Ant. xviii. 4, 3.
4 1 Mace. xiii. 52.

e As to Hyrcanus, see Ant. xviil. 4, 8. As to Aristobulus, see Ant. xiii. 11, 2.

t Ant. xiii. 15, 5.
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the result which had been predicted followed. The Pharisees were conciliated,
and Alexandra by their aid kept possession of the throne for herself and her sons,
and the body of Alexander was interred with unusual splendour.2 Josephus does
not here tell us in what this unusual splendour consisted, hut we may collect it
by inference, as follows. The five Maccabean brothers, Judas, Jonathan, Simon,
John, and Eleazar, and their parents Mattathias and his wife, were all interred at
Modin, near the sea,> and here Simon, the surviving brother, had invested the
family mausoleum with a degree of splendour by surrounding it with a colonnade,
and by erecting seven pyramids in honour of the seven Maccabeans, viz. Mattathias
and his wife and their five sons, Simon himself included.c John, the successor
of Simon, was buried, as we know, just without Jerusalem, near the tomb of our
Lord, viz. in the angle without the city formed by the north wall of Sion, the
ancient Jebus, or High Town, and the western face of the second wall which
incompassed the ¢ other city ” on the third hill. This tomb of John the High
Priest is repeatedly alluded to in the siege by Titus.4 Aristobulus, the successor
of John, reigned so short a time that we cannot suppose that his funeral would be
attended with any extraordinary splendour, and no reference is anywhere made to
it. But Alexander, who was not only a king nominally, but restored in some
measure the éclat of the ancient monarchy, why should he not receive a funeral
worthy of their former kings? His remains were therefore deposited with all due
display in the royal vaults under the Acra (i.e. the Sakhra), and from this time
forth these vaults went by the name of “ The Tombs of King Alexander.”® It is
particularly mentioned that Aristobulus, the son of Alexander, was also buried ‘“in
the royal sepulchres,” © and, as he was no doubt interred in the same mausoleum
with his father, we must infer that Aristobulus and Alexander were both consigned
to the royal sepulchres under the Sakhra.

‘We pass on to Herod, who it is well known rebuilt the Temple from its foun-
dations. The outer court with its massive cloisters was at all times a strong
fortress, and was now made more formidable than ever, and, as the Temple was
the hotbed of Jewish rebellion from the vast multitudes collected at the festivals
within its walls, it was necessary to hold it in check by the constant presence of a

8 Napmporepov if rwva T@v mpo abrd Paci\éwy abrov éxidevear. Ant, xiii. 16, 1.

b 1 Macc. ii. 70; ix. 20; xiil, 25.

¢ Ant. xiii. 6, 6. 4 Bell.v.6,2; v.7,8; v.9,2; v.11,4; vi. 2, 10.
¢ Tov 'ANelardpov Tob facihéws pynueiwy. Bell. v. 7, 8.

! rois Bagthikols uvnueiots évragnadpevos. Bell. i. 9, 1.
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military force. Herod must have looked wistfully at the site of the Acra, which
was immediately contiguous to the Temple, and though much reduced in height
was still the most eligible site for a citadel. But the prejudices of his country-
men would not permit the desecration of a place of sepulchre, and, abandoning
the idea, he enlarged and further strengthened the Baris of the Maccabees at the
north-west corner of the Haram, and in honour of his friend Mark Antony called
it Antonia. In order to effect a junction with the Temple so as completely to
command it, he very ingeniously carried two parallel cloisters from the northern
wall of the Temple to Antonia, one of them a continuation of the western
cloister of the Temple and the other very near to it. He was thus at all times
the absolute master of the Temple, for the soldiery could pass along the roofs of
the connecting cloisters to the roof of the Temple cloisters, and could relieve
guard and make the necessary movements not only without interruption but even
without the knowledge of the assembled worshippers below. As Antonia was so
far distant from the Temple, he was also at the expense of erecting a tower half
as high again as the others at the south-east corner of Antonia, in order that he
might command a view of the doings in the Temple, and thus be ready to act at
any moment as circumstances required.

Nothing material to the history of the Acra occurs from this time until we
come to the siege of Jerusalem by Titus. The city was then divided between the
two hostile factions of Simon and John ; Simon holding possession of the High
Town on the Western Hill, and John occupying the Temple and the precincts
about it, now the Haram, on the Eastern Hill. Josephus, in describing the
defence by John, introduces a statement which has hitherto passed unobserved.
“The followers of John,” he says, “kept the enemy at bay both from Antonia
and from the northern cloister of the Temple, and from before the Tombs of
King Alexander.” Here, then, the tombs of King Alexander are coupled with
the rampart of the northern cloister of the Temple, and with Fort Antonia, and
must have been some ’vantage ground from which to assail the enemy. It must
have been some eminence, and at the same time an eminence of sufficient breadth
for receiving a body of troops however small. Now, as the Temple stood at the
south-west corner of the Haram, and Antonia at the north-west corner, and the
cloisters connecting the two together ran along the western side of the Haram,

8 &wé re rijs 'Avrovias kai tijs mpocaprriov arods rov lepod xai mpo rév "Aekdvdpov roi Badiéws pynueiwy.
Bell. v.7,3. It was in reading this passage that the idea first struck me that the Tombs of King
Alexander must be identical with the Sakhra.
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and as on the eastern side was the slope of the ¢ Cedron Valley, so called,”” the
’vantage ground in question could only have been in the centre of the Haram,
and there we find to this day what we look for, viz., a rectangular rock 60 feet by
50 rising about 5 feet above the ordinary level of the plateau; and, what is a
further coincidence, having under it certainly one vault, and as we have reason
to believe a series of vaults of a similar character, and which would answer to the
description of ‘“the tombs.” The Sakhra, therefore, so much worshipped by the
Mahomedans (but rightly disregarded by the Jews, who have no reverence for it),
is neither more nor less than ¢ the Tombs of King Alexander.” Josephus does
not say the fomb but the fombs. When he speaks of the sepulchre of a single
person he calls it the tomb, in the singular, as the Tomb of the High Priest
John ;* but when he refers to the mausoleum of a family he calls it the fombs,
as for instance the Tombs of Queen Helena, now known as the Tombs of the
Kings.® Assuming that the Sakhra is the Mausoleum of King Alexander, there
must assuredly, as was long ago conjectured, be other vaults in connection with
the existing one which remain to be explored.

I do not know that the subsequent history of the Acra will furmsh any
further proofs in confirmation of the hypothesis that here was the mausoleum of
the Maccabean kings, as it had been before of some of the ancient kings; but, as
we have traced the history of the Acra thus far, it may not be unacceptable to
continue the account of it until we come to the time when it fell into the hands
of the Mahomedans.

In A.p. 131, and therefore sixty-one years after the capture of Jerusalem by
Titus, Adrian made the circuit of the subjugated provinces, and, on arriving at
Jerusalem, he, according to Dion, erected a Temple to Jupiter on the very site of
the Temple of Jehovah ;¢ and, according to Jerome, he erected in this temple
not only the image of Jupiter, but also a statue of himself,® just as shortly after-
wards he erected his own statue in the Temple of Jupiter at Athens.! The
Temple to Jupiter at Jerusalem however was very short-lived, for no sooner had
Adrian withdrawn to a distance, than the Jews, A.n. 182, broke out into open

2 See ante, p. 20.

> Bell. vi.2,10; v.9,2; v.11,4; v. 7,3; v. 6, 2.

¢ Bell.v.3,8; v. 4,2.

4 &5 7ov ToU vaob o Oeov Témov vady T Ad Erepov dvreyeipavros. Dion. Ixix. 12.

¢ Ubi quondam erat templum et religio Dei, ibi Hadriani statua et Jovis idolum collocatum. Hieron.
comm, in Esaiam. ii. 8.

! Dion. Ixix. 16.
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rebellion, and it is almost needless to say that, as the dedication of the Temple to
Jupiter was the very cause of the war, one of the first acts of the insurrection
was to throw it to the ground and to commence the restoration of the Temple to
Jehovah. The war lasted three years and a-half, and at the close of A.p. 135
Adrian was everywhere triumphant, when he pulled down the Temple which the
Jews had erected to Jehovah, and resettled Jerusalem as a Greek colony under the
name of Alia Capitolina.* As the erection of the Temple to Jupiter on the very
site of the Jewish Temple had led to a national outbreak, Adrian thought it
prudent not to repeat an unnecessary cause of irritation, and contented himself
with the assertion of his power by placing an equestrian statue of himself on the
very site of the Holy of Holies." Adrian, says Epiphanius, was minded to restore
the City, but not the Temple.:

% xalehdy rov vaow rav 'lovdalwy rov év ‘Iepogolivpors . . « éxélnre 1o davrov svopa rij woker, "A\iay
abryy dvopdoas. Chron. Pascal. p. 254 ., A.p. 119 (an erroneous date) cited by Clinton, F. R., o.p. 131.

® De Hadriani equestri statua qu® in ipso sancti sanctorum loco usque in presentem diem stetit.
Hieron. comm. in Matt. xxi. 15.

¢ Ty xé\wy xrioat, ov uv 10 ‘lepév. Epiphan. de Pond. et Mens. 8. 14.

The testimony of the Bordeaux Pilgrim, who was at Jerusalem in a.p, 333, deserves especial notice. * In
the sanctuary itself,” he says, * where was the Temple that Solomon built (in @de ipsa ubi Templum fuit),
on the marble before the altar, you would say that the blood of Zacharias had only just been spilt. The
marks also of the nails of the soldiers who slew him appear over the whole area as if impressed upon wax.
There also are two statues of Adrian. Not far from the statues is the worn-through stone (lapis per-
tusus) to which the Jews come year by year and anoint it, and lament with groans, and rend their
garments, and so retire.” Here we have brought together in juxta-position to each other three things:
1. The sanctuary of the Temple of Solomon; 2. The statues of Adrian; and 3. The wailing-place of the
Jews. We know the site of the wailing-place, viz. at the south-west corner of the Haram. Here, there-
fore, were also the statues of Adrian, and on the same spot had stood the Temple of Solomon. Thus the
Bordeaux Pilgrim entirely confirms the view that the position of the Temple was at the south-west corner
of the Haram. The words “in sde ipsi ubi Templum fuit ” implies that the Temple was no more; and
that the blood of Zacharias was shown amongst the ruins we learn from Jerome (a.n. 400) : “ Simpliciores
fratres inter ruinas Templi et altaris, sive in portarum exitibus que Siloé ducunt, rubra saxa monstrantes
Zachari® sanguine putant esse polluta.” Commentary on Matthew cited by De Saulcy, Mémoires de
U Institut, vol. xxvi. p. 67 (1867).

But the worthy pilgrim has fallen into one error, which we can easily account for. There was only one
statne to Adrian, viz. the equestrian statue referred to by Jerome, and the other statue was erected
subsequently in honour of the Emperor Antoninus. But as the inscription at the base bore the full title
of Antoninus, viz. ¢ Tito Zl. Hadriano Antonino Aug. Pio,” the pilgrim was misled by the opening
words “ Tito Alio Hadriano,” and erroneously imputed the statue to Adrian. The inscription itself still
exists, and has been built into the south wall of the Haram. Barclay, City of the Great King, p. 492.

The site of the Jewish Temple was evidently well known in the time of the Bordeaux Pilgrim; and his

VOL. XLIV. I
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Fortunately a passage in the Paschal Chronicle, though somewhat enigmatical,
enables us to elicit what important alterations in the site of the Acra were intro-
duced by Adrian. In describing the various edifices erected by the Emperor at
Jerusalem, it tells us that he constructed ¢the two Baths” (8yuécia), and the
Theatre, and the Three Arches (rpiduepov), and the Tetranymphum (rerpdvvugor),
and the Twelve-Gates, before called the Steps (o Swdexdmuvhov 76 mpiv évopaliuevor
"AvaBabuol), and the Quadra (Kédpav). As to the Theatre, De Saulcy thinks that
he found vestiges of it at the north-east of the city,> and Captain Warren would
place it on Ophel, a little below the Haram.© By the Three Arches is meant the
Arch of the Ecce Homo, which has a central arch, and had until lately two side-
arches. The Tetranymphwm was what the Bordeaux Pilgrim calls the quadri-
porticus, or four-sided colonnade, about the Pool of Siloam, and the columns
were still standing in the time of Antoninus Martyr, and a fragment of them was
found by Captain Warren.2 But what were the Twelve-Gates, (formerly called the
Steps,) and the Quadra? However little apparent it may be at first sight, they
may be set down, the one as the inner plateau of the Haram, and the other as
the Sakhra. If a person familiar with Jerusalem were asked to name what place
in Jerusalem would be called emphatically “The Steps,” I think he would at
once answer, *“ The inner plateau of the Haram,’” which is ascended at the present
day on all its sides by flights of steps. But further, at the top of these flights of

contemporary, Eusebius, asserts the same thing. Eusebius, Theopkan. B. iv. c. 18, cited by Williams, Holy
City, ii. p. 414; and see Mémoires de U Institut Imperial, xxvi. 64 (1867). And the ruins, as we have seen,
are referred to by Jerome, A.Dp. 400; and so still later by Antoninus Martyr, A. p. 600. Ante Ruinas
Templi Solomonis, &c. ¢. xxiii.

We may here remark that, in the time of Constantine the Great, the Jews made a second attempt to
rebuild their Temple, and were barbarously punished for their insolence. Chrysost. Kara "lovéaiwy, B. vi.
383, cited by Williams, Holy City, ii. p. 334. And under the Emperor Julian a third attempt was made,
under the imperial auspices, to restore the Temple of Jehovah, when, as is well known, the works were
stopped by the eruption of balls of flame. Ammian. Marcel. xxiii. 1, 8. See Clinton’s Fasti Rom. a. p.
363. Chrysostom alludes to these three fruitless endeavours to rebuild the Temple, airovs (the Jews)
Seixvvpe obx dmal, obdd dis, &\a kai 7pis émixepfioavras. . « o (L.) bpds miy wpdrny émexelpnowy (under
Adrian). (2.) BAére 8¢ xal miv pér’ éxeivny éml Kwvoravrivov mahw rois abrois émexeipnowy, k..
(8.) xal rois 0pddpa veois (the attempt under Julian) &ijhor kal xaragpavés. loc. cit. Williams,
Holy City, ii. 335 ; and adds that the site down to his own day (a. p. 400) still remained vacant xal »o»
tav ENOys eis “lepoobhvpa, yvpva der ra Bepéla. loc. cit. Williams, Holy City, ii. 335.

a Chron. Pasch. A.p. 119.

b Voyage en Terre Sainte, ii. 18.

¢ Recovery of Jerusalem, p. 297,

4 bid, p. 267, where will be seen a sketch of one of the capitals.
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steps are slight portals or gateways, opening upon the plateau itself. There are
still three of these flights of steps on one of the four sides of the plateau, and,
though on the other sides the number varies, we have reason to conclude that
there were originally, to preserve a uniformity of design, three flights of steps
and gateways on each side, and then we shall have the Twelve Gates in all. Here
then are the Twelve-Gates formerly called  The Steps,” and thus we learn from
the Paschal Chronicle that the present form of the plateau is due to the Emperor
Adrian. But further, the Chronicle connects with the Twelve-Gates the Quadra,
or Square, and in the centre of the plateau we find the square of the Sakhra. It
was long ago described as ¢ quadrangular, like a shield, nearly cubical,”* and it
still preserves, in a general way, the same configuration. This Quadra could have
served but for one purpose, viz. for the erection upon it of the image of Jupiter.
It was a rule of Roman architecture that the image of Jupiter should be erected
on the highest and most commanding point,> and such was unquestionably the
Sakhra. It is remarkable that the Paschal Chronicle, though it enumerates the
works of Adrian at Jerusalem quite in detail, yet makes no mention of any
Temple. We may conclude, therefore, that the only Temple left by Adrian was
the Swdexdmunov of the inner plateau as the Téuevos or Templum, with the Quadra
or Sakhra, surmounted by the image of Jupiter, as the vass, or @des.®

As Christianity silently but surely permeated the Roman empire, and leavened
the whole population, the worship of idols fell into disrepute, and the temples
became neglected. But Paganism was not to be supplanted without a struggle,
and under Diocletian, at the commencement of the fourth century (A.n. 303), a
violent persecution against the Christians was set on foot. The bitterness of it
had died away, when to the world’s surprise Diocletian resigned the supreme
power, and retired as a private citizen to Spalatro. Here he had erected a
splendid palace, and, as Jupiter was his tutelary god, he dedicated there a temple
to Jupiter. It stood near the centre of a rectangular platform, was octagonal
(which was unusual), and of the Corinthian order, and had a vault under it, and
was approached by a golden gate built in the wall of the outer platform. On the

® Edrisi cited by Pierotti, i. 289 ; and so Antoninus Martyr. Petra autem ibi est quadrangula, c. 23.

b Bee Vitruvius, i. 7.

¢ A coin of Adrian has the head of the Emperor with a tetrastyle Temple on the obverse, and the
inscription “ Col. &l Cap.” on the reverse. Eckhel, iii. 442. This Temple, if the one at Jerusalem be
referred to, must have been the Temple destroyed by the Jews at the time of the insurrection. It is more
probable however that, as Jerusalem was restored by the name of Zlia Capitolina, the Temple meant to be
represented on the coin was that of Jupiter Capitolinus at Rome.

12
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retreat of Diocletian the empire devolved on Constantius and Galerius as the
two Emperors or Augusti, and on Severus and Maximinus Daza as the two Ceesars.
These four were of different temperaments, and they agreed to parcel out the
empire between them, and Syria, Palestine, and Egypt fell to the lot of Maximinus
Daza. He was a man of low origin, illiterate, and a bigoted heathen, and set
himself to the work of extirpating Christianity. The persecution, begun some
years before, was revived with all its fury, and, in the words of Gibbon, Maximinus
Daza was the last and most implacable enemy of the Church throughout his
dominions ; the Christians were branded with infamy and suffered martyrdom in
Judea and elsewhere, the images of the heathen gods were reinstated, and their
temples restored. Jupiter was the tutelary god of Maximinus Daza as well as of
Diocletian ; and Maximinus Daza now erected over the image of Jupiter on the
Sakhra a magnificent temple modelled after the temple erected to the same god by
Diocletian at Spalatro. Thus he made it octagonal, and of the Corinthian order,
with a cave under it (originally one of the vaults of the Tombs of King Alexander) ;
and, to complete the parallel, the approach to the temple on the eastern side of
the Haram was by a golden gate, still so-called in imitation of the Golden Gate at
Spalatro. The minute details of architecture in both the temples were also pre-
cisely similar. Eusebius informs us in general terms only that Maximinus restored
the temples in Judea, but does not mention the Temple of Jupiter at Jerusalem
in particular; but the voice of competent architects has pronounced that the
fabric which is now standing, and has since been converted into the Mosque of
Omar, must certainly be ascribed to the last half of the third century or the first
half of the fourth century; and, if so, it was probably the work of Maximinus
Daza. It was certainly not one of the edifices of Constantine the Great, for
Eusebius, who wrote the life of Constantine, has carefully enumerated all the
buildings erected by him, and this is not one of the number.»

2 For further details on this subject see the author’s paper on “ The Mosque of Omar,” read before the
Society of Antiquaries, and published in the Archeologia, xli. 135. I have since doubted whether the
mosque was not erected by Diocletian himself, for the following reasons : The mosque in its design and
architecture is the exact counterpart of the Temple to Jupiter, erected by Diocletian at Spalatro, so that we
should naturally refer them both tothe same founder if other circumstances rendered it not improbable. So
far from any improbability, the supposition may be shown to be highly probable. Thus, in A.p. 296, Diocle-
tian was at Antioch and passed through Palestine, and therefore it is likely through Jerusalem, on his way
to Egypt (Photius, Codex, 256, p. 1405 ; Euseb. Vita Constantini, i, 19), and afterwards returned through
Palestine to Antioch, and enacted the part of Jupiter, his patron god, in the Mystery or Religious Drama at
the Olympia of Antioch, in October of the same year: é» 8¢ rg xpdvg r@v'Ohvpriwy karégpBacey év’Avrioyeia
b abros Bagikeds AwokAqriavos éXOdy & "Avyimrov. Malala, lib. xii. As the Olympia were celebrated every
fourth year, and A.p. 296 was one of the periodical returns of the festival, this fixes the date to that year. In
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In A.p. 313 the persecution ceased, and Christianity triumphed under the
auspices of Constantine the Great. The temples of the idols were unroofed or
defaced so as to interrupt the accustomed idol worship ;* and twenty years after-
wards, viz. A. D. 333, when the Bordeaux Pilgrim visited Jerusalem, the Temple
of Jupiter, which had, no doubt, been neglected, seems to have been pointed out
to wandering travellers as the traditional palace of Hezekiah ; at least the Bor-
deaux Pilgrim, in describing the objects of curiosity in the Haram, mentions the
house of King Hezekiah (Hst ibi et domus Ezekie Regis Judee), and there was
at that time no other building on the Haram which could have passed under that
name. Besides, the Temple of Jupiter was certainly then standing, and it is not
likely that the pilgrim could pass it over in silence, but which would be the case
unless it be referred to as the House of Hezekiah.

From this time to A.D». 600 there is no mention of the Temple itself; but
allusion is made to the Golden Gate which led to it in the apocryphal Gospel of
8t. Matthew, written probably about the middle of the fourth century.® And
the gate at that time was a public thoroughfare, for the angel is represented as
saying to Anna, “ Go to the gate which is called the Goldern Gate, and meet your
husband on the way, for he will come to thee.” .

About A.p, 600 Antoninus Martyr visited Jerusalem, and, after describing
Justinian’s church of St. Mary and the hospital attached, which, he says, con-
tained 3,000 beds for the use of the sick, he proceeds to the church of St. Sophia,
which, according to the tradition then current, was the Preetorium of Pilate, but
in which we cannot fail to recognise the Temple originally erected to Jupiter
over the Quadra, now the Mosque of Omar over the Sakhra. ¢ We prayed,” he

A.p. 297 Galerius made an expedition against the Persians and was defeated; but in A.n. 298 renewed the
war and gained a victory. Clinton’s Fasti Rom. During this time Diocletian remained at Antioch and
employed himself in the erection of public buildings, so that he acquired the nickname of ®«\oxriorns, the
Builder. As the name of Diocletian was traced from Ads, Jupiter, the emperor devoted himself to the
honour of that god, and was called Jovius, and played the part of Jupiter, as we have seen, at the Olympia
at Antioch, and built a temple to Jupiter at Daphne, in the suburbs of Antioch, ‘Iepdy *OAvpmiov Auds.
Malala, ibid. What then more likely than that, finding Adrian's image of Jupiter at Jerusalem without
a temple over it, he should have proceeded to erect a temple to Jupiter at Jerusalem in imitation of the
temple to Jupiter at Spalatro. Malala, being a native of Antioch, confines himself to the works of Dio-
cletian at Antioch, and it would not fall within the scope of his history to mention the Temple at
Jerusalem.

& Euseb. Vit. Constant. c. 54.

> See Tischendorf’s Evang. Apocryph. p. xxv.

¢ Vade ad portam que dicitur Porta Aurea, &c. Tischendorf’s Evang. Apocryph. p. 59.
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says, “in the Preetorium, where our Lord was heard, and it is now the church
of St. Sophia. In the church itself is the seat on which Pilate sat when he heard
the Lord. But there is there the square rock which stood in the middle of the
Praetorium, upon which the accused who was being heard was set, that he might
be heard and seen by all the people. The Lord was raised upon that when he
was heard by Pilate, where also his footmarks have remained. Also of that rock
where he stood many virtues are manifested. Taking the measure from the prints
of his feet, they tie it on for their various disorders, and are cured. The rock
itself, also, is adorned with both gold and silver.”” Monkish lore, which had thus
converted the Temple of Jupiter first into the House of Hekeziah and then into
the Preetorium of Pilate, had also by this time transformed the Golden Gate into
the Beautiful Gate of the Temple, for Antoninus speaks of it as the Porta
Speciosa, ¢. 17, and Prudentius, who wrote about the same time, attests the same
tradition.

Not long after the visit of Antoninus, Jerusalem fell under the dominion of
the Mahomedans, and the church of St. Sophia then became a mosque, and the
footprints of Jesus were metamorphosed into the footprints of Mahomet.

Such is the varied history of the Acra: First a bare rock in the garden of
Uzza, then the mausoleum of the Kings of Judah, then a Macedonian fortress,
then the tombs of King Alexander, then a temple to Jupiter, then a church to
St. Sophia, and now a Mahomedan mosque.

Anton. Martyr. ¢. xxiii.
Porta manet Templi, Speciosam quam vocitarunt. Prudent. Diptych, xlvi,



	Front Cover
	PAGE 
	-Some Account of Ancient Oaken Coffins discovered on the lands 
	—Observations on the probable Sites of the Jewish Temple 
	-Remarks on an Inscription on a Copper Dish found near Chertsey 
	-Further Observations on the Earpedition of the Emperor Augustus 
	-A Description of the Chapel of Saint Erasmus in Westminster 
	-On an Evample of Phalerae and other Antiquities from Switzerland 
	—An original Appointment of Sir John Fastolfe to be Keeper of 
	—A Notice of some Remarkable Inscriptions on Leaves of Lead, 
	- A Test of Certain Centurial Stones Communicated by HENRY 
	-Further Facts in the History of the Early Discovery 
	- On a Manuscript Book of Prayers in a Binding of Gold 
	-Notes on Discoveries in Ehenside Tarn, Cumberland 
	-On an Early French Deed, A D 1397, relating to the Knights 
	-The Milites Stationarii considered in relation to the Hundred 
	-On a Bow of Carved Ivory of the Sirth Century 
	—Note on an Anglo-Saacon Knife, found in Kent, bearing 
	—On the Origin of the AEra Dionysiana, or Æra Pulgaris, 
	— On some Antique Gold and other Finger Rings found 
	- Vortigern, not Hengest, the Invader of Kent By HENRY 
	-On the Crypt of the Chapter House, Westminster Abbey 
	-On Byzantine Churches, and the Modifications made in their 
	-The Will, Inventories, and Funeral Expenses of James 
	-Account of the Erploration of Tumuli at Trevelgue, 
	– The Camps on the River Avon at Clifton, with Remarks 
	-Remarks on some Pictures of Quintin Matsys and Holbein, 
	-On Donnington Castle, Berkshire By HENRY GODWIN, 
	APPENDIX - - - - - - - 481–483 
	Inde w - - - - - - - - 485–493 



