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Kathleen M. Kenyon "Some Notes on the History of Jericho in the Second

Millennium B.C.," Palestine Exploration Quarterly (PEQ) 1951, pp. 101-138.
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Kenyon, Digging Up Jericho (London: Ernest Benn, 1957), p. 262;
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It does not provide the absolute age of an object expressed in years.

Dating in Archaeology Canadian encyclopedia
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The Weakness of Relative Dating

The potential flaws in relative dating in archaeology are obvious. Simply assuming

that an artefact is older because it was found at a lower depth in the record is



only subjective science. There are many instances of deep holes being dug for
rubbish pits or to locate well water that protrude into the record of older strata
injecting more modern material as they are filled in over time. Landslides and
slips can completely change the topography of an entire archaeology site burying
what was once on top by that which is much older, hence reversing the strata

layers.

Dating Techniques In Archaeology Grahame Johnston — Archaeology

expert: 14 Mar 2018
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absence of certain Cypriot pottery at City IV,

Herr, Larry G. (2002), "W.F. Albright and the History of Pottery in

Palestine’, Near Eastern Archaeology 65.1 (2002), 53.
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'Kenyon... did not capitalize fully on (the) implication of her stratigraphic
techniques by producing final publications promptly. Indeed her method of
digging, which most of us have subsequently adopted, causes a proliferation of
loci that excavators often have difficulty keeping straight long enough to produce
coherent published stratigraphic syntheses. Moreover, her insistence that
excavation proceed in narrow trenches denies us, when we use the Jericho
reports, the confidence that her loci, and the pottery assemblages that go with
them, represent understandable human activity patterns over coherently
connected living areas. The individual layers, insufficiently exposed horizontally,
simply cannot be interpreted credibly in terms of function. This further makes

publication difficult, both to produce and to use'

Herr, Larry G. (2002), "W.F. Albright and the History of Pottery in

Palestine’, Near Eastern Archaeology 65.1 (2002), 53.
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‘This disquieting book draws attention, in a penetrating and original way, to a
crucial period in world history, and to the very shaky nature of the dating, the
whole chronological framework, upon which our current interpretations rest ... .
The revolutionary suggestion is made here that the existing chronologies for that
crucial phase in human history are in error by several centuries, and that, in
consequence, history will have to be rewritten ... . | feel that their critical analysis

is right, and that a chronological revolution is on its way.’>!

James, P., Thorpe, I.J., Kokkinos, N., Morkot, R. and Frankish, J.,

Centuries of Darkness, Pimlico, London, pp. xv—xvi, 1992.

399 Gl g s




DS (13 o Laie g giag Jrealds (ulat aly o) &Y OIS jaall waas B G g Uad muiaglt

i i B lalhd Ay 0t Lyl and 399 Culp

Jaa Uad el 13y (uSall Gaddy Aladl) disg¥) ol Gl Ao Walaie) Ll muags

Did the Israelites Conquer Jericho? A New Look at the Archaeological

Evidence May 01, 2008 - by Bryant G. Wood PhD
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Kenyon, Digging Up Jericho (London: Ernest Benn, 1957),
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Kenyon and Thomas A. Holland, Excavations at Jericho Volume 4: The
Pottery Type Series and Other Finds (Jericho 4 (London: British School of
Archaeology in Jerusalem [BSAJ], 1982); and Excavations at Jericho
Volume 5: The Pottery Phases of the Tell and Other Finds (Jericho 5)

(London: BSAJ, 1983).
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It becomes clear that Kenyon based her opinion almost exclusively on the
absence of pottery imported from Cyprus and common to the Late Bronze |

period (c. 1550-1400 B.C.E.).

Did the Israelites Conquer Jericho? A New Look at the Archaeological

Evidence May 01, 2008 — by Bryant G. Wood PhD
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Kenyon, "The Middle and Late Bronze Age Strata at Megiddo," Levant |
(1969), pp. 50-51; "Palestine in the Time of the Eighteenth Dynasty," in
Cambridge Ancient History (CAH3), Vol. 2.1, ed. |.E.S. Edwards et al.
(Cambridge: The University Press, 3rd ed., 1973), pp. 528-29; Kenyon,

Archaeology in the Holy Land (New York: Norton, 4th ed., 1979), pp. 182-

183.
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it is obvious she paid little attention to these common domestic forms since they
appear regularly in the final phases of City IV. That she did not focus more on

the local pottery is especially strange because considerable stratified local daily-
use pottery from the Late Bronze | period had been excavated and was available

for her to work with even at the beginning of her excavation at Jericho.

Did the Israelites Conquer Jericho? A New Look at the Archaeological

Evidence May (01, 2008 - by Bryant G. Wood PhD
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Kenyon, Archaeology in the Holy Land, p. 182.
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Kenyon’s analysis was based on what was not found at Jericho rather than what

was found.

Did the Israelites Conquer Jericho? A New Look at the Archaeological

Evidence May 01, 2008 - by Bryant G. Wood PhD
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Kenyon drew her comparative material from large cities like Megiddo

situated on major trade routes far from Jericho. Jericho, by contrast, is a

small site well off the major trade routes of the day.
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The picture given... is that of simple villagers. There is no suggestion at all of

luxury.... It was quite probable that Jericho at this time was something of a

backwater, away from the contacts with richer areas provided by the coastal

route.



Kenyon, "Jericho," AOTS, p. 271.
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Garstang dug a large area, about 115 feet by 165 feet, which he called the

'palace storeroom area’;

Did the Israelites Conquer Jericho? A New Look at the Archaeological

Evidence May 01, 2008 - by Bryant G. Wood PhD
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"Jericho: City and Necropolis," LAAA 21, pp. 122-123;
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To make matters worse, Kenyon based her conclusions on a very limited
excavation area — two 26-foot by 26-foot squares. An argument from silence is
always problematic, but Kenyon’s argument is especially poorly founded. She
based her dating on the fact that she failed to find expensive, imported pottery in
a small excavation area in an impoverished part of a city located far from major

trade routes.

Rather than unusual imported wares, attention should be given to the ordinary

domestic pottery that Kenyon and Garstang both found in abundance.



Did the Israelites Conquer Jericho? A New Look at the Archaeological

Evidence May 01, 2008 - by Bryant G. Wood PhD
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Kenyon, Digging Up Jericho, p. 229; "Palestine in the Time of the

Eighteenth Dynasty, CAH3, p. 528; Archaeology in the Holy Land, pp. 177,

180.
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James Hoffmeier, "'Reconsidering Egypt’s Part in the Termination of the

Middle Bronze Age in Palestine,” Levant 21 (1989), pp. 181-193.
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Jericho itself has produced evidence that militates against a destruction of City IV
by the Egyptians. In the burnt debris of City IV both Garstang and Kenyon found
many store jars full of grain, indicating that when the city met its end there was
an ample food supply. This flies in the face of what we know about Egyptian
military tactics. Egyptian campaigns were customarily mounted just prior to
harvest time — food supplies stored inside the cities would be at their lowest level
then; the Egyptians themselves could use the produce in the fields to feed their
army; and what the Egyptians did not want for their own use they could destroy,
thereby placing a further hardship on the indigenous population. This was clearly
not the case at Jericho.
Kenyon, Digging Up Jericho, p. 230.
Did the Israelites Conquer Jericho? A New Look at the Archaeological

Evidence May 01, 2008 - by Bryant G. Wood PhD
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J.A. Wilson, "Egyptian Historical Texts," Ancient Near Eastern Texts
Relating to the Old Testament (ANET), ed. James B. Pritchard (Princeton

NJ: Princeton University Press, 3rd ed., 1969), p. 233.
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Cypriot bichrome ware — pottery decorated in two colors. Now known as a key

&
&'
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indicator of Late Bronze Age occupation, this pottery, excavated by Garstang at
Jericho, is just what Kenyon later looked for, unsuccessfully. These sherds were
found on the east side of the tell, apparently having slid there when a large
structure upslope eroded. In Garstang’s day, the significance of such bichrome
ware was not yet appreciated, and he failed to single it out from the other pottery
types he uncovered. As fate would have it, Kenyon, who well knew the link of

such ware to the Late Bronze Age, conducted her dig too far north of the eroded



runoff to find any bichrome ware. Had she dug further south, or had she been
aware of Garstang’s finds, the debate over the date of Jericho’s fall could have
taken a very different course: Kenyon might have dated Jericho’s demise to
about 1400 B.C.E., (as Garstang did) and not to about 1550 B.C.E., the end of
the Middle Bronze Age. Why Kenyon did not study Garstang’s finds more closely
remains a mystery.

Did the Israelites Conquer Jericho? A New Look at the Archaeological

Evidence May 01, 2008 - by Bryant G. Wood PhD
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Yigael Yadin et al., Hazor 1, An Account of the First Season of Excavations,

1955 (Jerusalem: Magnes, 1958); p. 104;

Ruth Amiran, Ancient Pottery of the Holy Land (Pottery) (Jerusalem:

Masada, 1969), p- 135.
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Garstang recognized the chronological significance of this bowl and
correctly dated it to the 15th century B.C.E. ("Jericho: City and Necropolis,"
LAAA 21, p. 121). It is the common bowl of Ashdod stratum XVII (Moshe

Dothan, Ashdod 2-3: The Second and Third Seasons of Excavations, 19623,



1965, Antiqot 9-10 [English Series, 1971], p. 81) and Hazor stratum 2
(Yadin et al., Hazor 2: An Account of the Second Season of Excavations,
1956 [Jerusalem: Magnes, 1960], p. 94; Yadin, Hazor: The Head of All
Those Kingdoms, Schweich Lectures of the British Academy, 1970

[London: Oxford Univ. Press, 1972], p. 32).
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Ironically, Garstang found a considerable quantity of pottery decorated with red
and black paint which appears to be imported Cypriot bichrome ware, the type of
pottery Kenyon was looking for and did not find! Cypriot bichrome ware is one of
the major diagnostic indicators for occupation in the Late Bronze | period. At the
time of Garstang’s excavation, the significance of this type of pottery was not
recognized, so it was simply published along with all the other decorated pottery

without being singled out for special notice.

Did the Israelites Conquer Jericho? A New Look at the Archaeological

Evidence May 01, 2008 - by Bryant G. Wood PhD
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Inexplicably, Kenyon ignored these examples of common, locally made domestic
pottery at Jericho and instead based her Middle Bronze Age date for City IV on
the absence of expensive imported Cypriote ware known to date to the beginning
of the Late Bronze Age. She reasoned that the absence of these Late Bronze

forms indicated the city must have been destroyed at the end of the Middle

Bronze Age. However, such Late Bronze Age imports are typically found in tombs

Did the Israelites Conquer Jericho? A New Look at the Archaeological

Evidence May 01, 2008 - by Bryant G. Wood PhD
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She should have paid greater attention to the locally made household pottery she
did find, especially because she was dependent on a very limited excavation area
in a poor section of the city — the last place to look for exotic imported materials.

Did the Israelites Conquer Jericho? A New Look at the Archaeological

Evidence May 01, 2008 — by Bryant G. Wood PhD
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Inverted-rim bowls with a beveled outer edge and chocolate-on-white ware
begin appearing with regularity in this phase (Jericho 4, figs. 104:3; 105:4,
18; Jericho 5, figs. 168:1, 9, 15; 169:6). They are both diagnostic types for
the MB Il period (Lawrence E. Toombs and Wright, "The Fourth Campaign
at Balatah [Shechem],” BASOR 169 [1963], p. 51; Amiran, Poftery, pp.
158- 159; Joe D. Seger, "Two Pottery Groups of Middle Bronze Shechem,"
in Wright, Shechem: Biography of a Biblical City [New York: McGraw—Hill,
1965], p. 236; Seger, '"The Middle Bronze Il C Date of the East Gate at
Shechem," Levant 6 [1974], pp. 123, 130; J. B. Hennesy, "Chocolate-on-
White Ware at Pella," Palestine in the Bronze and lron Ages: Papers in
Honour of Olga Tufnell, ed. Jonathan N. Tubb (London: Institute of

Archaeology, 1985]).
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sl Gl Lalad qudl o) J 138 IS cilpe 7 gl ae ) (Su S gl
Kenyon, Jericho 3, pp. 354-370.
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It is hardly likely that all of this activity could have transpired in the approximately

100 years of the Middle Bronze 11l period.

Based on the ceramic evidence, | would suggest reassigning Phases 44 to 52 to

the LB | period.

Did the Israelites Conquer Jericho? A New Look at the Archaeological

Evidence May 01, 2008 - by Bryant G. Wood PhD
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Garstang and Garstang, The Story of Jericho, p. 126.
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Three scarabs and a seal recovered from a cemetery northwest of Jericho. A
scarab is a small, beetle-shaped Egyptian amulet, inscribed on its underside,
often with the name of a pharaoh. Shown clockwise from upper left are scarabs
bearing the names of Tuthmosis Ill (c. 1504-1450 B.C.E.), Amenhotep Il (c.
1386-1349 B.C.E.) and Hatshepsut (c. 1503-1483 B.C.E.) and the reverse
side of a seal, lower left, of Tuthmosis Ill. The cemetery outside Jericho has
yielded a continuous series of Egyptian scarabs from the 18th through the early—

14th centuries B.C.E., contradicting Kenyon’s claim that the city was abandoned

after 1550 B.C.E.
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a C14 date of 1410 +/- 40 B.C. (done by the British Museum) was
published for charcoal from the destruction level of Jericho (Jericho V

[1983], p. 763).
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Kenyon, Jericho 5, p. 763, sample BM-1790.
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Carbon 14 Dating at Jericho Non-Technical - Aug 07, 2008 - by Bryant G.

Wood PhD
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Manfred Bietak and Felix Hoflmayer, "Introduction: High and Low

Chronology, pp. 13-23
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