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Solomon (966-931)

Now Solomon ruled over all the kingdoms from the 
River to the land of the Philistines and to the border of 
Egypt; they brought tribute and served Solomon all the 
days of his life…Now God gave Solomon wisdom and 
very great discernment and breadth of mind, like the 

sand that is on the seashore. 
(1 Ki 4:21, 29)
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Solomon
• Threatened by Adonijah’s anointing at 

En-rogel
• Anointed at the Gihon Spring
• Received his 1st vision of the Lord at 

Gibeon and given great wisdom
• Appointed royal administrators
• Was given an era of peace
• Actively defended his kingdom
• Built alliances by royal marriages to 

Egypt and smaller kingdoms
• Developed strong trade
• Allied with the Phoenicians to support 

his maritime activities
• In Jerusalem, he built:

– the Temple where he received his 
2nd vision of the Lord

– A palace complex including the 
House of the Forest of Lebanon 

– A wall and fortified the Millo

• His building projects required external 
preparation sites. He built 
defensive cities at:

– Hazor to the N
– Megiddo in the Jezreel Valley
– Gezer acquired from Pharaoh)
– Beth-horon
– Baalath in the W
– Tadmor (Palmyra) at the edge of 

the Syrian desert
– Tamara (En Hazera)

• 1 Ki 9 He built a strong maritime port 
near Eloth, at Ezion-Geber (Tell el-
Kheleifeh, Jezirat Fara’un) which 
received gold from Ophir (1 Ki 9:28). 

• The Queen of Sheba established ties 
with him. He had a fleet of Tarshish
 ships (1 Ki 10:22). 
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1 Ki 1:9 En-rogel
• Adonijah sacrificed sheep and oxen and fatlings by the stone of Zoheleth, 

which is beside En-rogel; …"Zadok the priest and Nathan the prophet have 
anointed him king in Gihon, and they have come up from there rejoicing, so 
that the city is in an uproar. This is the noise which you have heard.” (1 Ki 
1:9, 45)

• Enrogel is the spring(s) or prime water source for the stream (the Sorek 
River, Js 15:7) flowing down the Sorek Valley spoken of as the border 
continued to the waters of En-shemesh and it ended at En-rogel ((Js15:7-8; 
18:16). 

• Since the N-S ridge line dividing the watershed lies W of the Valley of Ben 
Hinnom, Enrogel must be on the ridge or W of the ridge line dividing the 
watershed. That is, for the waters of Enrogel to flow W past En-Shemesh 
and on down the Sorek Valley, Enrogel must be W of the watershed line. 

• Enrogel is marked by the Stone of Zoheleth, a long narrow serpentine ridge 
of rock (1 Ki 1:9). Zoheleth could be the watershed line that stretches from 
Beersheba to Carmel; but, more probably Zoheleth is a much shorter 
segment marked by the source of the Sorek.   

• Adonijah called together his friends to the rocky hillside across the Kidron 
valley from Jerusalem, and there they made him king and he gave them a 
feast. The cliff was called "the stone of Zoheleth“. 
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1 Ki 1:38-40 Solomon’s anointing

• So Zadok the priest, Nathan the 
prophet, Benaiah the son of 
Jehoiada, the Cherethites, and the 
Pelethites went down and had 
Solomon ride on King David's mule, 
and brought him to Gihon. 

• Zadok the priest then took the horn 
of oil from the tent and anointed 
Solomon. Then they blew the 
trumpet, and all the people said, 
"Long live King Solomon!" 

• All the people went up after him, and 
the people were playing on flutes 
and rejoicing with great joy, so that 
the earth shook at their noise. (1 Ki 
1:38-40)
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1 Ki 3:23-28 Solomon’s 
wisdom

• Then the king said, "The one says, "This is my son who is living, and your son is the 
dead one'; and the other says, "No! For your son is the dead one, and my son is the 
living one.'" 

• The king said, "Get me a sword." So they brought a sword before the king. The king 
said, "Divide the living child in two, and give half to the one and half to the other." 

• Then the woman whose child was the living one spoke to the king, for she was deeply 
stirred over her son and said, "Oh, my lord, give her the living child, and by no means 
kill him." But the other said, "He shall be neither mine nor yours; divide him!" 

• Then the king said, "Give the first woman the living child, and by no means kill him. 
She is his mother." 

• When all Israel heard of the judgment which the king had handed down, they feared 
the king, for they saw that the wisdom of God was in him to administer justice. (1 Ki 
3:23-28)
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Officials under David/Solomon

Priest
Secretaries
Recorder
Over the army
Priests
Over the officials
Priest and king’s friend
Over the palace
Over the forced labour
12 regional officials
(absent: officer over the 
mercenaries)

Over the army
Over the Kerethites and 
Pelethites
Over the forced labour 
(mas: “tribute labour’)
Recorder
Secretary
Priests
David’s priests 

Over the army
Recorder (mazkir: “one 
who reminds”)
Priests
Secretary (sopher: 
“scribe”)
Over the Kerethites and 
Pelethites
Chief ministers -- David’s 
sons (kohenim: “those 
officiating, priests”) 

Solomon (1 Ki 4:1-6, 7-
19, 27-28)

David (20:23-26)David (2 Sa 8:16-18)
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Solomon (administration)
1 Ki 4:1-19 (n)
• Priest: Azariah s/o Zadok
• Secretaries: Elihoreph and Ahijah, the sons of Shisha 
• Recorder: Jehoshaphat s/o Ahilud 
• Commander of the army: Benaiah s/o Jehoiada
• High priests: Zadok and Abiathar
• Chief over the deputies: Azariah s/o Nathan
• King’s friend (NIV: personal adviser): Zabud s/o Nathan
• Governor of the household: Ahishar (Solomon had 700 wives and 

300 concubines 1 Ki 11:3)
• Minister of the forced labour: Adoniram s/o Abda (the conscript 

labour were all Canaanites living in the land and 30,000 Israelites)
• 12 deputies over the administrative districts which were set up for 

tax collection purpose. Each provided the court with supplies for one 
month in the year. They were under Azariah.
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Solomon (era of peace)
• Behold, a son will be born to you, who shall be a man of rest; and I will give him rest from all his 

enemies on every side; for his name shall be Solomon, and I will give peace and quiet to Israel in his 
days. (1 Ch 22:9)

• The general historical background of the Davidic-Solomonic period has also been authenticated. 
Solomon's glory used to be commonly dismissed as "Semitic exaggeration" or a romantic tale. It was 
contended that such a sprawling realm could not have existed between great empires like Egypt, the 
Hittites, Assyria, and Babylonia. The monuments, however, have shown that during the period from 
1100 to 900. the great empires surrounding Israel were either in decline or temporarily inactive, so 
that Solomon could rule with the splendor attributed to him in the Bible. 

• Contemporary Egy, Assy and Bab inscriptions show that these once-mighty kingdoms suffered 
military weakness. The Hittite Empire had collapsed c. 1200, and only small Hittite city-states such as 
Senjirli, Carchemish, and Hamath existed. Solomon conquered Hamath and made it a store city (2 Ch 
8:3-4). 

• Assyria was occupied with constant battles against the Arameans. Internal strife over dynastic 
disputes further weakened it. Assyria had no strong rulers from Tiglath-pileser I (c. 1110) to the rise of 
Ashurnasirpal II (c. 880). "These Assyrian preoccupations, left David and Solomon free to extend their 
own territory into S Syria. The intruders from the Syrian desert impoverished Assyria under the aged 
Ashurnasirpal I…" (Donald Wiseman, prof. of Assyriology, ISBE, 1979, 1:334). However they held the 
Babylonians in check, blocking any Chaldean intrusion into Israelite territory. 

• Egyptians were also experiencing the beginning of a long period of weakness. After 1150, Dyn 20 
was weak, with a succession of feeble Ramessides. "After the empire (of the previous centuries), 
Egypt never regained her former dominance in the E Mediterranean world…In large part this foreign 
weakness arose from domestic weakness. Egypt kept breaking up into smaller states…From the time 
of Samuel to the fall of the kingdom of Israel, Egypt was normally in a state of divided weakness" 
(IDB, 1962, 2:52). Not until Shishak ( 940-920) did Egypt’s power revive. 

• This international backdrop is faithfully reflected in the biblical account. In fact, the weak priestly 
dynasty ruling Egypt made great concessions to Solomon because of his increasing power and 
influence. 

• Archaeology has thus authenticated the historical background of the Davidic-Solomonic era. Clearly 
the history of the neighbouring countries shows that an unusual era of peace enveloped Israel, 
enabling Solomon to greatly develop and enrich his nation through many profitable commercial 
alliances.
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Solomon (defence activities)
• Solomon used this period of external weakness to fortify his kingdom. His control of the 

horse and chariot trade enabled him to build up a powerful chariot corps (4:26), stationed 
in a number of chariot cities such as Gezer, Megiddo, Hazor, and Jerusalem (9:15-19). 
He had 1,400 chariots and 1,200 horsemen. Excavations at Megiddo, Hazor, and Gezer 
have confirmed his building operations there.

• He secured his frontier by taking the city state of Hamath on the Orontes in the extreme 
N, a very insignificant power relative to Assyria, the Hittites and Egypt. He built store 
cities in this region (2 Ch 8:3, 4). 

• Excavations and discoveries at Hamath, 190km N of Damascus, show that it had been 
long occupied, particularly as a Hittite centre, as evidenced by finds of many Hittite 
inscriptions as early as 1871. Toi, its king in the time of David, established ties of 
friendship with Israel, and congratulated David on his defeat of Hadadezer of Zobah, a 
common enemy (2 Sa 8:9, 10:1). 

• Rezon of Damascus (1 Ki 11:23-25) and Hadad the Edomite (11:14-22) were also 
enemies of Solomon, but neither was strong enough to cause serious trouble to him. 
However, Rezon, in seizing Damascus and making it a centre of Aramaean might, began 
the development of a deadly antagonist to NKI for a century and a half after Solomon's 
death and the break-up of the United Monarchy. 

• To hold Damascus in check, Solomon fortified Hazor, evidently to control the crossing of 
the upper Jordan, and built cities for his horsemen and chariots in the Lebanon region 
(9:15, 19). He was also compelled to guard the road S past Edom to Ezion-geber to 
prevent interruption in the flow of copper and other wares from his key port on the Red 
Sea by the unfriendly Hadad, who had returned from Egypt to oppose Israel. 

• Outside of these difficulties, Solomon's relations with neighbouring kings were amicable. 
As a result he was able to devote himself to the organization of his kingdom and to the 
cultivation of the arts of peace, activities which brought an unprecedented era of 
prosperity to his realm. 
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Solomon (foreign policy)
• He had seven hundred wives, princesses, and three hundred concubines, and 

his wives turned his heart away. For when Solomon was old, his wives turned his 
heart away after other gods; and his heart was not wholly devoted to the LORD 
his God, as the heart of David his father had been. For Solomon went after 
Ashtoreth the goddess of the Sidonians and after Milcom the detestable idol of 
the Ammonites. Solomon did what was evil in the sight of the LORD, and did not 
follow the LORD fully, as David his father had done. (1 Ki11:3-6)

• Foreign Policy. As a skillful diplomat, Solomon made friendly ties with the 
important maritime kingdom of Tyre, ruled by Hiram I. The outward loyalty of 
subject peoples was secured largely by royal marriages, which bound his 
satellites to him.

• The chief royal alliance was that with Egypt, by way of his marrying the daughter 
of Pharaoh (3:1-2) (n). This ruler possessed considerable power, since he was 
able to claim and partially enforce authority over Israel. From EA letters (14th c) 
and numerous other sources, there is ample illustration of this practice of royal 
intermarriage for political and other reasons e.g. Egy kings married their 
daughters to the kings of the Hittites and the princes of Mitanni in the 14th and 
13th c. Ahab of Israel married into the royal house of Tyre in the 9th c. 

• Instead of securing the kingdom, this evil expedient led to spiritual decline and 
idolatry, and the eventual disruption of the nation(11:1-8). It was a disaster both 
nationally and personally. Of the many deities to which his foreign wives turned 
Solomon, perhaps the best known in ANE was Ashtoreth, the goddess of the 
Sidonians in 1 Ki 11:5, 33. Worshipping her usually meant having sex with 
prostitutes in her temple. Her picture appears on a seal impression found at 
Bethel, where her name is given in hieroglyphic characters. 
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Solomon (economic policy)
• Remarkable Prosperity. Solomon is known as "the first great commercial king of Israel" 

(Theodore H. Robinson, The History of Israel, 1:256). He took full advantage of peculiarly 
favourable conditions both by land and by sea to expand trade. The widespread 
domestication of the Arabian camel from the 12th c onward, as Albright has noted (From 
the Stone Age to Christianity [1940], pp. 120 f.), allowed a remarkable increase in 
nomadic mobility. Desert caravans could now travel through deserts where the water 
supply was 2 or 3 days apart. 

• Archaeology has shown amply a well-developed caravan trade between the Fertile 
Crescent and S Arabia in the Solomonic era. Solomon monopolized the entire caravan 
trade between Arabia and Mesp and from the Red Sea to Tadmor (Palmyra) by controlling 
the frontier districts of Zobah, Damascus, Hauran, Ammon, Moab and Edom. By 
controlling the virtually all the trade routes both to the E and W of the Jordan, he could 
amass tax revenue from merchants passing through his territories (10:15). He also 
exploited the incipient iron industry, following David's breaking the Philistine monopoly on 
iron (1 Sa 13:19-20).

• Trade in Horses and Chariots. This prosperous enterprise arose from his control of the 
trade routes between Asia Minor, Mesp, and Egypt. Solomon's import of horses was from 
Egypt and Kue, and the king's merchants procured them from Kue for a price. (1 Ki 10:28). 
NIV and NAS rightly translate Kue or Qwh. Qwh, from Assy records, is Cilicia, the country 
between the Taurus Mountains and the Med in Asia Minor. Hero. Says it was famous in 
the Persian period for fine horses (3.90). A chariot was imported from Egypt for 600 
shekels of silver, and a horse for 150 (10:29) and exported them to all the kings of the 
Hittites and of the Arameans. Thus Solomon was in effect the commercial middleman 
between Egypt and Asia Minor, having a complete monopoly on the horse and chariot 
trade, 4 Cilician horses being exchanged for 1 Egyptian chariot. 

• Domestic Economy. Solomon divided his realm into 12 districts that ignored old tribal 
boundaries and were a nucleus of a highly efficient organization (4:7-20). Solomon 
resorted to heavy direct taxation and free donations of labour (9:20-21) as well as special 
levies (5:13-18).
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Solomon (Phoenicia)
• In Solomon's day, the Israelites were just beginning to clearly define their own 

culture. To initiate such vast projects as the Temple, fortified towns and 
maritime trade, Solomon sought the enterprising Phoenicians.

• "Solomon was a thoroughly progressive ruler. He had a flair for exploiting 
foreign brains and foreign skill and turning them to his own advantage. That 
was the secret, otherwise scarcely understandable, of how the (nation)…
developed by leaps and bounds into a first class economic organism. Here 
also was to be found the secret of his wealth which the Bible emphasises. 
Solomon imported smelting technicians from Phoenicia. Huram…a craftsman 
from Tyre, was entrusted with the casting of the Temple furnishings (1 Ki 
7:13,14). In Ezion-Geber Solomon founded an important enterprise for 
overseas trade…The Phoenicians had behind them practical experience 
accumulated over many centuries. Solomon therefore sent to Tyre for 
specialists for his dockyards and sailors for his ships: 'And Hiram sent in the 
navy his servants, shipmen that had knowledge of the sea…' (1 Ki 9:27)" 
(Werner Keller, The Bible As History, Bantam, NY, 1980, pp. 211-212)

• Archaeologists who have studied the remains of Solomon's time clearly see 
the Phoenician influence which the Bible, instead of hiding the facts, candidly 
admits. "Where the Israelites replaced Canaanite towns, the quality of housing 
was noticeably poorer, though standards improved rapidly in the days of David 
and Solomon, partly through Phoenician influence…The commonest-type 
house…has become known generally as the four-room house, which appears 
to be an original Israelite concept" (NBD, 1982, p. 490).
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Solomon (Jerusalem)

FTR
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1 Ki 7 Solomon’s Palace
• The royal buildings in 1 Ki 7:1-12 are thought to rest on the S part of the 

great court. Taking 13 years to build, they were of high grade cut stone and 
cedar wood (vs 9-11), and included (from ISBE) (n): 
– The king's house, or royal palace (v 8), close to the Temple-court (2 Ki 

11:19). 
– The house of Pharaoh's daughter behind, to the W (v 9) for the 

women. 
– Both of these were enclosed in a "court" of their own, called in v 8 "the 

other court," and in 2 Ki 20:4 mg "the middle court.“
– The Throne-room S of this, and Porch or Hall of Judgment, paneled 

in cedar from floor to ceiling (v 7). The throne (1 Ki 10:18-20) was of 
ivory, overlaid with gold, with lions on either side of it, and its 6 steps. 
The Hall was an audience chamber, and for the administration of justice.

– The Porch or Hall of Pillars, 50 x 30 cubits, with its own sub-porch  (v 
6). It is best regarded as a place of promenade and vestibule to the hall 
of judgment

– the imposing and elaborate House of the Forest of Lebanon (vv 2-5)  
apparently so-called from its many cedar pillars. 
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1 Ki 7 House of the Forest of 
Lebanon

House of the Forest of Lebanon 
• We have few details of its internal arrangements. 
• It was 100 x 50 x 30 cubits high. 
• Going round the sides and back were 4 rows of pillars (Septuagint: 

3 rows), on which, supported by cedar beams, rested 3 tiers or 
stories of side-chambers. 

• In 1 Ki 7:3 it is disputed whether the number “45 pillars, 15 in each 
row" (as the Hebrew may be read) refers to the pillars or to the 
chambers; if to pillars then the Septuagint reading is preferable. But 
the whole construction is obscure and doubtful. 

• The windows of the 3 tiers faced each other on opposite sides (vv 
4,5). 

• The house was used partly as an armory; here Solomon put 300 
golden shields (10:17).
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1 Ki 9 Building projects

• Now this is the account of the forced labour which King Solomon 
levied to build the house of the LORD, his own house, the Millo, the 
wall of Jerusalem, Hazor, Megiddo, and Gezer. (1 Ki 9:15)

• Solomon’s construction of Jerusalem, Hazor and Megiddo and the 
rebuilding of Gezer was considered of little significance “…until 
modern archaeologists uncovered similar Solomonic city gates and 
walls at Hazor and Megiddo, and then discovered an Egyptian 
destruction and nearly identical city walls and gat at Gezer...Here 
we have confirmation of a neglected, rather laconic footnote of 
biblical history…No one had set out to prove the historicity of this 
text.” (Wm. G. Dever, not a Christian archaeologist, Archaeology 
and The Bible: Understanding their Special Relationship, adapted 
from BAR May/Jun 1990, p. 56)
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1 Ki 9 Building projects
• One of the most controversial issues in biblical archaeology in recent years 

concerns the 10th c BC and the archaeological evidence for the Israelite 
monarchy as described in the Bible. 

• Archaeologist Yigael Yadin first suggested that the nearly-identical six-
chambered gates and casemate walls unearthed at Hazor, Megiddo, and Gezer 
were evidence for Solomon’s building activities in the 10th c, as described in 1 
Ki 9:15.

• His conclusions have been challenged in recent years by biblical scholars 
(especially the biblical “revisionists”) who cast doubt on the historicity of David 
and Solomon and a few archaeologists who have dated these fortifications 
down to the 9th c. 

• The recent excavations at Hazor have shown definitively, however, that the 6-
chambered gate and casemate wall were built in the mid-10th c along with a 
large public building connected to the earliest phase of the casemate wall by a 
paved street. The ceramic assemblages found on the floors of this four-phased 
public building corroborate a 10th c date for these constructions. 

• This massive, well-planned building activity coincides with the accepted date for 
Solomon’s reign, making this ruler of the United Monarchy the most likely 
candidate for the reestablishment of Hazor in IR II (≈ 1000-732). (Dr Jennie R. 
Ebeling, UHb)
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1 Ki 6 Building projects (preparation 
sites)

• The house, while it was being built, was built of 
stone prepared at the quarry, and there was 
neither hammer nor axe nor any iron tool heard 
in the house while it was being built. (1 Ki 6:7)

• On the plain of the Jordan the king cast them in 
the clay ground between Succoth and Zeredah. 
(2 Ch 4:17)

• So Solomon rebuilt Gezer and the lower Beth-
horon and Baalath and Tamar in the wilderness, 
in the land of Judah, and all the storage cities 
which Solomon had, even the cities for his 
chariots and the cities for his horsemen, and all 
that it pleased Solomon to build in Jerusalem, in 
Lebanon, and in all the land under his rule. (1 Ki 
9:17-19)
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1 Ki 9 Building projects (Hazor, Megiddo, Gezer)
• Hazor A N Israelite city first extensively excavated under Yigael Yadin in the 

1950s. He wrote, "What I'm about to say may sound like something out of a 
detective story, but it's true. Our great guide was the Bible. As an 
archaeologist, I can't imagine anything more exciting than to work with the 
Bible in one hand and a spade in the other. This was the real secret of our 
discovery of the Solomonic period" (Hazor, Random House, NY, 1975, p. 
187).

• He found the elaborate and sturdy main gate and part of the wall, now called 
the Solomonic style of architecture. He found the same Solomonic-type gate 
in all 3 of the cities mentioned in the Bible.

• Megiddo In their 1993 excavation, Israel Finkelstein and David Ussishkin 
report, "The grandeur of Solomon's Megiddo is clearly evident in the 
archaeological finds at Megiddo-in large palaces, with fine, smooth-faced 
ashlar masonry and in elaborate decorative stonework" (Back to Megiddo, 
BAR Jan/Feb 1994, p. 36).

• Dr Bryant Wood sums up the discoveries: "Probably the most famous of the 
architectural finds related to the kingdom period are the early 10th c 
'Solomonic gates' at Megiddo, Hazor and Gezer, built by David's son 
Solomon…" (Scholars Speak Out, BAR, May/June 1995, p. 34). 

• Amihai Mazar noted: “The city gates of Megiddo, Hazor, and Gezer were…
bold illustration of a centralized, royal building operation attributable to 
Solomon on archaeological grounds as well as the basis of the biblical 
reference. 
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1 Ki 9:15 Hazor
• Hazor (Arab. Tell e-Qedah, Heb. chatsowr "castle”) was the 

land's biggest Canaanite city and the largest site in the 
biblical period. Its upper tell (the longer-occupied) includes 
8 ha. But from the 18th -13th c, Hazor had a lower city of 72 
ha (Megiddo had 5ha above and 7ha below). This size is 
reflected in Js 11:10 which says it was the head of all those 
kingdoms. It was ≈ 10 times the size of Jerusalem in the 
days of David and Solomon.

• (tp R) Comprises 2 distinct sections: upper city (acropolis), 
lower city (fortified enclosure) lying close to the N. There is 
a large lower mound (70ha) and a 40m high acropolis (R) to 
the S. As many as 30,000 people may have lived in this 
huge 12ha walled city (compared to 2,000 of then Jebusite 
Jerusalem). 

• (cn R) Aerial view of the W part of the acropolis, focusing on 
the excavations of the Israelite-era city. Note the entrance 
to the 9th c water system built by Ahab and the 6-chambered 
Solomonic gate. 

• On opposite side of the road are excavations of a cultic site 
that included a large podium set in a niche in the wall. 
Stairs led up to it from the lower city and the podium 
supported a throne where a statue of the local god (possibly 
Baal-Hadad, the city's patron deity) was placed, or where 
the king sat gazing across the lower city. The much larger 
Canaanite city poured over the N edge (R) and across the 
fields below, covering >80ha. 
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1 Ki 9:15 
Hazor

• Hazor was an essential station on the Great Trunk 
Road, 16km N of the Sea of Galilee, at the S end of 
the Hula basin, a 320ha area of swamps and lakes 
(today’s Hula Nature Reserve). 

• A principal city on the Fertile Crescent that traded with 
cities in Babylon and Syria. It commanded a well-
watered pass at the point where trade routes from the 
E, W and N joined to enter N Canaan. Its king was on 
a par with the kings of the important centres in N Syria, 
e.g. Carchemish, Aleppo, and Qatana. There were 22 
layers of occupation (29th - 2nd). 

• To the N is the Naftali ridge;  NE is Mt. Hermon; far E, 
beyond the canyon of the Upper Jordan, are the 
volcanic cones of the Golan Heights. 

Hazor: A 6-chambered 10th c  gate and casemate wall nearly 
identical in size and design to gates at Megiddo and Gezer; attributed 
to Solomon, during whose reign only the W part of the upper city was 
occupied. (BP)
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1 Ki 9:15 Megiddo
• Megiddo ("place of troops") (T. el-

Mutesellim) One of the royal cities of the 
Canaanites (Js 12:21), first assigned to 
Issachar (17:11) then to Manasseh (Jg 
1:27). Was not firmly occupied by the 
Israelites until Solomon’s time. 

• (tp R) Part of its strategic importance 
came from its position along the Via Maris. 
Image shows that major roads still cross 
through the Jezreel Valley near Megiddo. 

• It has been extensively excavated. We do 
not know whether or not David erected 
any construction at Megiddo. 

• Solomon, however, reconstructed it as a 
chariot city (9:15; cf. 10:26-29), the centre 
of his 5th administrative district, with a 
deputy (4:12). 

• Seized by Shishak  (14:25; 2 Ch 12:9) c. 
925. 

Megiddo  guarded a crucial mountain pass standing next to 
the Jezreel Valley. Pictured here is a road which travels 
through the mountain pass in the distance 

http://www.tau.ac.il/humanities/archaeology/megiddo/
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1 Ki 9:15 Megiddo

• Notable discoveries dating from the Solomonic era have been made. A group of stables, 
capable of housing at least 450 horses and a 150 chariots, have been uncovered. The plan 
and mode of construction of these buildings are definitely Solomonic. There has been 
some doubt expressed recently in the literature as to whether these are really stables or if 
they are actually storerooms of some sort. 

• Similar groups of stables (or whatever they might be) from Solomon's time at Hazor and 
Tell el Hesi had other evidence of his splendour and military power. The biblical evidence, 
substantiated by archaeology, is that Solomon was the first king of Israel to employ horses 
and chariots in fighting  (David hamstrung all chariot horses 2 Sa 8:4). 

• The UCh excavations (1925-39), identified  a Persian town (Str I), an unwalled 7th c town of 
the time of Josiah (Str II), an Assyrian governor's headquarters of the same century (Str III)

• The Solomonic was Str IV:  two great stable compounds, a governor's palace, walls, and 
the city gate. In 1960 Yigael Yadin (UHb) modified the UCh conclusions, assigning the 
walls, the city gate, and the palace to the time of Solomon and the stables to the days of 
Ahab. Moreover, he assigned the great water system, formerly dated to the 12th c, to 
Solomon's day. Yadin's reinterpretations have generally been followed, but Yohanan 
Aharoni of UTA defended the UCh dating of Str IV as Solomonic. 
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1 Ki 9:15 Megiddo (dating)
• How old is the 6-chambered gate? Most archaeologists date 

Str VA–IVB to the 10th c, corresponding to the Solomonic 
period. Yadin pointed to similar 6-chambered gates at Hazor 
and Gezer and noted that 1 Ki 9:15 mentions together 
Solomon’s building activities at Hazor, Gezer and Megiddo. 

• Israel Finkelstein and David Ussishkin however believe 
Solomon’s Megiddo had a simple 2-chambered gate; they 
assign the gate to the 9-8th c. Moreover, G.J. Wightman and 
Finkelstein propose a general shift in the dating, lowering what 
have been thought of as 10th c remains to the 9th c. This 
proposal, however, is beset with major problems and has been 
rejected by many excavators at other sites. Hopefully new 
excavations at Megiddo will clarify the dating there.

• Its stratigraphy at the beginning of IR II is not at all clear e.g. 
the structures identified by early excavators as Solomonic 
stables were redated by Yadin to the 9th c. Furthermore, their 
identification as “stables” is still a matter of dispute. However, 
Graham I. Davies has shown that a similar, earlier building at 
Megiddo might well have been the Solomonic stables. 

• 2 or 3 different palaces were built on the S, N and E areas of 
the mound, their facades facing the centre and their back walls 
at the edge of the mound. The back walls of these palaces, 
with the addition of the walls of other domestic structures on 
the outer edge of the mound, formed a complete defence circle 
around the city. 

• Ashlar masonry was used lavishly in the construction of the 
palatial buildings of Solomonic Megiddo. Phn building 
techniques, brought by craftsmen from Hiram of Tyre, 
characterized Solomon’s building activities. Similar to 
Jerusalem, the ashlar walls of the buildings, were of choice 
stones, hewn according to measure, smooth on all sides (I Ki 
7:9). 

The City Gate: shows from the inside, one side of the 
base of Megiddo’s main entryway during the IRA. To 
enter the city one would first pass through a 2-
chambered outer gate and then turn left into the main, 
6-chambered, gate (3 chambers on each side). 

Solomon fortified Megiddo and turned it into a 
chariot city. The remains of the gate structure he 
built are pictured here.
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1 Ki 9:15 Megiddo (site)

Megiddo features 
monuments from 
many periods

Area K: LBA/IR 
I

Area H: IR 
II

Area F: 
MBA and 
LBA

Area L: IR II 
palace and 
stables

Area J: EBA temples

Area M: 
monumental 
LBA tomb; IR I 
palace (?)
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1 Ki 9:15 Megiddo (site)
Megiddo exhibits an unparalleled number of monuments: 
fortifications temples, palaces, water systems and other public 
edifices

Iron Age 
water 
system

Early 
Bronze 
Temples

IRA palace 
(L) and 
stables (R)



Solomon's Kingdom 27

1 Ki 9:17 Gezer
• Gezer (T. Jezer/Abu Shusheh) is 32km WNW of 

Jerusalem. It was an important city guarding the 
Aijalon Valley and the major approach road into 
the Shephelah viz. the road from Gezer to Lower 
Beth Horon to Gibeon and on into Jerusalem. It 
also stood along the Via Maris which ran via 
Gaza, Gath, Gezer, and Aphek.. 

• (cn R) The 13.5ha tell is seen in the distance, at 
the N tip of the Shephelah. Mentioned in extra-
biblical sources (e.g. the Merneptah Stela 1207 
Gezer is laid waste) and 15 times in OT. Fell to 
Joshua (Js 10:33; 12:12), allotted to Ephraim 
(16:3) and to the Levites (21:21). 

• Conquered by a Pharoah (Siamum?) who gave it 
to Solomon as "dowry" for his daughter’s 
marriage. Solomon fortified it to defend the W 
approaches to Jerusalem via the Beth Horon-
Gibeon Ridge (1 Ki 9:15).



Solomon's Kingdom 28

1 Ki 9:17 
Gezer 

(Solomonic 
gate)

• On Tel Gezer, archaeologists found the remains of a huge, six-chambered gate complex 
on the S side, dating to Solomon’s time (920). This once huge gate complex stands only 
1.2-1.5m tall today. With the street pavement partially gone, one can see the exposed 
sewer channel. 

• The sewer ran under the street, through the city, and into the valley beyond. It drained 
seasonal rain and carried away sewage. The sewer emptied into the “swamp,” a cesspool 
of refuse, animal carcasses, and even human bodies. 

• On the R and L of the sewer channel, the remains of each gate chamber can still be 
distinguished. The gatehouse at Gezer was over 13.7m wide, nearly 18m long, and 
contained 3 chambers on each side of the street.

• (tp R) In the tp R hand quadrant: the woman in yellow is standing inside of the city. The 
sewer begins on the R (N) side of the image. Near the centre: the woman in brown is 
sitting on one of the stone benches that lined 3 walls of the middle room of the gate. A 
room is behind, and one in front of her (not too visible). On the L (W): the stones that jut 
into the picture are part of the IRA wall that surrounded Gezer.

• Traffic would have entered the city from the lower portion of the image, and proceeded, 
from the bottom to the tp R portion of the image on a paved street above the covered 
drain. (HLP)

View looking NW at the W half 
of the Solomonic gate (HLP)

http://holylandarchive.com/photos_src/ICSHGZ05_800.jpg
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1 Ki 9:17 Beth-
horon

• Loc on the W edge of the Hill Country of Judah, Upper 
and Lower Beth-horon lay some 16km NW of 
Jerusalem. The main road from Joppa (37km NW) on the 
coast to the Central Benjamite Plain ascended through 
the Valley of Aijalon, passing both Beth-horons. 

• Near the Beth-horons, the Valley is a narrow, rocky 
passage known as the "Pass of Beth-horon" or the 
"Ascent of Beth-horon." 

• Solomon rebuilt both towns after they were destroyed by 
Pharaoh (1 Ki 9:17). He fortified these cities with walls, 
gates and bars (2 Ch 8:5). 

• After the Jews returned from the Babylonian exile, the 
Beth-horons were rebuilt by Sheerah, of Ephraim (1 Ch 
7:24). 

The Beth-horon 
route W from the 
Hill Country of 
Judah, viewed to 
the SW (Js 10;1 
Sa 13) 

Upper Beth-horon (Sandals/Gordon Franz)

Lower Beth-horon (Sandals/Gordon 
Franz)

The Beth-horon road leading 
from the coastal region 
across steep hills to 
Jerusalem. This was the 
route for several military 
campaigns directed against 
that city. 
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1 Ki 9:18 Baalath

• Baalath ("a rejoicing; our proud lord"), a town of the tribe of Dan 
(Js19:44) fortified by Solomon (1 Ki 9:18; 2 Ch 8:6).

• Some identified it with Bel'ain, in Wady Deir Balut.
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2 Ch 8:4 Tadmor

• The place-name is usually identified with mod. Tudmur, ‘Palmyra’, 225km NE 
of Damascus, more than half the distance to the Euphrates, mentioned at 
Tadmar in Assyr. texts c 1110. The problem is whether the Tamar of 1 Ki 9:18 
= the Tadmor of 2 Ch 8:4. F C Fensham (IBD) proposed 3 solutions:

2. Editorial change Later in the time of the Chronicler, when the government of 
Solomon was idealized, the unimportant Tamar of the Judean desert was 
changed to the then well-known Tadmor in the Syrian desert. 

3. Qere and the ancient versions are to be followed in identifying the place in 1 Ki 
9:18 with Tadmor, the later Palmyra in the Syrian desert.

4. Tamar and Tadmor are different places. Tamar (mod. Kurnub), called Thamara 
(Eus. Ono.) was situated on the route between Elath and Hebron. It was 
fortified to protect the trade with S Arabia and the seaport Elath. Tadmor was 
the famous trading centre and could have been brought under Solomon’s rule 
with the operations against the Syrian Hamath and Zobah. 

• Fensham finds the 3rd solution acceptable because Tamar in 1 Ki 9:18 is 
expressly called in the land and thus in Israelite territory. 

TadmorTadmor (mg: The Heb. may also 
be read Tamar)

NIV

TadmorTadmorNKJV, KJV

TadmorTamarESV, NAS, RSV

2 Ch 8:4 in the 
wilderness

1 Ki 9:18 in the wilderness in the 
land [Judah]

Version



Solomon's Kingdom 32

1 Ki 9:18 Tadmor 
(Palmyra)

• Tadmor (Heb. tamar, Gk. Palmyra; 
“palm-tree” 2 Ch 8:4) a city 
traditionally believed to have been 
founded by Solomon. 

• Loc on the N edge of the Syrian 
desert, towards the Euphrates, 2 Ch 
8:4. Remotely sited on an oasis in 
the wilderness; probably was built to 
help the E trade, as it supplied water.

• Alexander the Great changed its 
name to Palmyra, but both names 
signify it was a "city of palms." 

• A prosperous caravan station in the 
1st c BC, it became a Roman outpost 
about AD 130 and a major city-state. 
Palmyra reached its apogee under 
Odenathus. The Saracens restored 
its name to Tadmor.

Syria Site  Map (OI, 17 Apr 2000)

http://oi.uchicago.edu/OI/INFO/MAP/SITE/Syria_Site_300dpi.gif
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1 Ki 9:18 Tadmor 
(Palmyra)

• Wood and Dawkins wrote in 1775: "It is scarcely possible to imagine anything 
more striking than this view. So great a number of Corinthian pillars, mixed 
with so little wall or solid building, afforded a most romantic variety of 
prospect." Volney observes, "In the space covered by these ruins, we 
sometimes find a palace, of which nothing remains but the court and walls; 
sometimes a temple, whose peristyle is half thrown down; and now a portico, a 
gallery, a triumphal arch. If from this striking scene we cast our eyes upon the 
ground, another almost as varied presents itself. On which side so ever we 
look, the earth is strowed with vast stones half buried, with broken 
entablatures, mutilated friezes, disfigured reliefs, effaced sculptures, violated 
tombs, and altars defiled by the dust." 

• Most of the edifices described above date from the first 3 centuries AD; while 
shapeless mounds of rubbish, covered with soil and herbage, contain the only 
memorials of Solomon’s Tadmor. It was situated under and E of a ridge of 
barren hills, and its other sides were separated only by a wall from the open 
desert. Originally ≈ 16km in circumference; but the boundaries are hard to 
trace and be determined.  (ATS Bible Dictionary)

Map of ancient Palmyra

The temple of the Sun (or Baal) and the 
colonnade, nearly 1.6 km long, originally of 
some 1500 Corinthian columns, still stand. 
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1 Ki 9:18 Tamar (En Hazeva)
• Tamar in the wilderness of 1 Ki 9:18, according to Andre 

Lemaire, is different from the Tadmor of 2 Ch 8:4. Tamar = ‘En 
Hazeva. Rudolph Cohen and Yigal Yisrael found a 10th c level 
(Str VI) that seems to match with Solomonic building (n).

• The earliest remains date to the mid-10th c, found about 3.5m 
below the ground surface, with the SW corner of a rectangular 
structure measuring 13x11.5m preserved to a height of more 
than 1m. 

• The fortress resembles contemporary strongholds in the Negev 
highlands, and offered up a clay cooking pot known as 
“Negbite” ware. The style, dating from 10th to 6th c, also has 
been found at T. Qadesh Barnea and T. el-Kheleifeh. It is likely 
that this first fortress at Tamar was also destroyed by Shishak 
at the end of the 10th c.

• Above this was a much larger IRA fortress surrounded by a 
casemate wall. Covering about 10,000m², this bastion is 4x the 
size of other Negev fortresses and nearly as large as 
contemporary cities such as T. Beersheba. Its sheer size and 
N-facing gate suggest that Tamar at this time was a fortified 
city, rather than solely a military outpost. 

• The Fortresses. The ruins of the latest (Str IV) of the 3 IRA 
fortresses found were uncovered only in Area A (ESI 10:46-47). 
These remains were scanty, though it was clearly smaller than 
the middle fortress. Wall remains are mostly limited to the 
foundations, although there are a few sections where up to 3 
courses were preserved. The N corner of the NE tower still 
stands c. 2m above the casemate wall of the middle fortress. 
7th-6th c pottery was found on the floors of the towers. 

Casemate rooms

IRA period: Str V-IV (red tint)

http://www.antiquities.org.il/images/sites/hazeva/altar_big.jpg
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1 Ki 9:18 Tamar (En Hazeva)
• The construction of the earliest IRA fortress should probably be attributed to 

the reign of Jehoshaphat, who attempted to regain Ezion Geber when there 
was then no king in Edom (1 Ki 22:47). The fortress may have been erected 
against the background of the retaliatory campaign undertaken by 
Jehoshaphat toward the end of his reign together with Jehoram of Israel, 
against Mesha of Moab. 

• However, it is also possible that the fortress was built by Amaziah, the son of 
Joash, who defeated the Edomite army in the 'Valley of Salt' in the N Arava 
and conquered Selah (2 Ki 14:7), or by his son Uzziah, who built Eloth and 
restored it to Judah (2 Ch 26:2) and who fortified the frontiers of his kingdom. 
The construction of the late fortress should be attributed to the reign of Josiah, 
who may also have been responsible for shattering the Edomite cult vessels, 
as part of his religious reforms.

• The excavations at 'En Hazeva (ESI 10:46-47) were carried out intermittently 
in 1990-1992 and continuously in 1993-94. The excavations were directed on 
for the IAA by R. Cohen, and from 1992, in cooperation with Y. Israel. 

• The finds recovered in the recent seasons of excavations confirm Aharoni's 
proposal that this site = Roman Tamara, biblical Tamar. The contexts in which 
Tamara is mentioned in ancient sources-such as the Tabula Peutingeriana, 
Eus. Ono, the Madeba map, the Notitiae Dignitatum and the work of Ptolemy - 
indicate that it was  an important military and administrative centre in the 
Roman period. 
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1 Ki 9:26 Elath

• King Solomon also built a fleet of ships in Ezion-geber, which is near 
Eloth on the shore of the Red Sea, in the land of Edom. (1 Ki 9:26)

• Elath (“grove; trees” Dt 2:8) also in plural form Eloth (1 Ki 9:26, etc.) 
• In the Greek and Roman times it was called Aila or Aelana, a city of 

Idumea, on the E, i.e. the Elanitic, gulf, or the Gulf of Aqabah. 
• Mentioned along with Ezion-geber in 9:26. It was within the limits of 

Solomon's dominion, but afterwards revolted. It was, however, 
recovered and held for a time under Uzziah (2 Ki 14:22).

• Subsequently the town was conquered by Rezin of Syria (2 Ki 16:6), 
and then held by the Syrians until it became a border station for the 
Roman legion. 

Aqaba and Red Sea from Eilat (BP)
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1 Ki 9:26-27 Ezion-geber
• King Solomon also built a fleet of ships in Ezion-geber, which is near Eloth on the 

shore of the Red Sea, in the land of Edom. (1 Ki 9:26-27)
• Ezion-Geber (“the giant's backbone”, so called from the head of a mountain which 

runs out into the sea)
• The Israelites camped at Ezion-Geber (Nu 33:35-36), after Mt Sinai and before the 

Promised Land. Kadesh, the next stop after Ezion-Geber has been located. The stop 
after Kadesh was on the edge of the land of Edom, consistent with the geographical 
markers in 1 Ki and 2 Ch. Ezion-geber was at the end of the Aravah road (Dt 2:8).

• Solomon's naval base at the NE end of the Elanitic branch of the Red Sea, the Gulf of 
Eilat (Aqabah), near Elath or Eloth (Nu 33:35; Dt 2:8). The Gulf is a waterway that is a 
gateway to the E coast of Africa and to the countries of the Indian subcontinent.

• Here Solomon built a fleet of "Tarshish ships" like those trading from Tyre to Tarshish 
and the W, which traded with Ophir (1 Ki 9:26; 2 Ch 8:17). They left and returned 
every 3 years (1 Ki 9-10).

• Jehoshaphat (873–849) made an unsuccessful attempt to continue the Arabian trade 
network earlier established by Solomon. His effort was literally shipwrecked. He built 
a fleet of trading ships to go to Ophir for gold, but they never set sail—they were 
wrecked at Ezion-Geber (1 Ki 22:48, 2 Ch 20:36). 

• Later in the 9th c, Judean control of Ezion-Geber was interrupted when Edom rebelled 
against Judah during the reign of Jehoram (849–843) and set up its own king. 
Jehoram unsuccessfully attempted to reassert Judean authority (2 Ki 8:20–22; 2 Ch 
21:8–10).

• Uzziah rebuilt Elath and restored it to Judah (2 Ki 14:22).
• Became a populous town, many of the Jews settling in it (2 Ki 16:6, Elath).
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1 Ki 9:26-27 Ezion-geber (T. el-
Kheleifeh)

• In 1933 when German explorer Fritz Frank surveyed 
the Aravah, he concluded T. el-Kheleifeh = Ezion-
Geber. American archaeologist Nelson Glueck 
accepted his identification and found 6 major periods 
of occupation (11th-5th c). 

• He also found an impressive structure with 3 long 
adjacent rooms and 3 small rooms at the N end of the 
long rooms (today’s Four-Room House, typical of 
IRA). This large (12m side) structure had 0.9m thick 
walls, some of which were perforated with two 
horizontal rows of holes, which he interpreted as a 
copper-refining plant and the two rows of apertures as 
flues. 

• Rothenberg (1962) disputed Glueck’s interpretations 
and considered the “furnace room” to be a large grain 
store. Glueck revised his conclusion to exclude large 
scale smelting but continued to maintain that small 
scale industrial and metallurgical activity had 
occurred there (n). Dr Gary D Pratico (Curator, 
SMH)’s reappraisal of the site in 1986 agrees. 

• Glueck also suggested that the building was used for 
storage. However, Israeli archaeologist Yigal Shiloh 
suggests that this and other large buildings like it 
probably functioned as citadels.

2 horizontal rows of holes distinguish the outer S 
wall of the 4-room house that Glueck identified as a 
“smelter” complex. He originally proposed that the 
holes, which penetrate the wall, were flues to bring 
air into the building in order to ventilate hearths used 
for smelting copper ore.
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1 Ki 9:26-27 Ezion-geber (T. 
el-Kheleifeh)

• The 4-Room House was never an isolated structure 
but stood in the middle of a square (≈ 40m side) 
formed by the casemate wall. Glueck did recognize 
the row of rooms as a casemate fortification wall. He 
continued to date this earliest level to the 10th c. 

• Dr Practico supports the “fortress” hypothesis as the 
most plausible interpretation, although there could 
be exceptions. 

• Despite the similarities between the T. el-Kheleifeh 
and other central Negev fortresses, dating is a 
problem. It had no wheelmade pottery dating earlier 
than 8th c, though a few forms could be dated to 9th 
c. No 11th or 10th c pottery is attested. Thus it 
dominated S Aravah between 8th to early 6th c. 

• No clear archaeological evidence, either ceramic or 
architectural, for T. el-Kheleifeh = Ezion-Geber of 
Nu 33:35–36 nor of Solomon (1 Ki 9:26–28); indeed 
the site provides only questionable evidence for the 
9th c (22:47–48). 

• Equally importantly, the coastline at the Tell (500m 
away) could not have been used as a port. It is a 
sandy beach with shallow water -- totally unsuitable 
for small craft, let alone for a substantial merchant 
fleet. (n)

Casemate rooms in the earliest fortress wall at T. el-
Kheleifeh stretch out along the length of the fortress’s W 
side. The view is toward the SW from inside the fortress 
(foreground). Sinai mountains in the background. (BAR, 
courtesy of the Harvard Semitic Museum)

4-chambered gate of 
the solid-wall fortress, 
looking out. The Gulf 
of Aqaba can be seen 
on the distant horizon. 
The gate complex 
built entirely of 
mudbrick, is a typical 
4-chambered design 
consisting of a tower 
and 2 guardrooms on 
each side. (BAR q.v.)
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1 Ki 9:26-27 Ezion-geber (T. el-
Kheleifeh)

• Stages of Fortress Building (upper R) 
is an exploded view of the fortress 
showing the two building stages at the 
site.
– Red tint = a 4-room house (about 12m 

square) (red-tint) in the centre of a 
square fortress enclosed by a casemate 
wall. 

– Blue tint =  E, S W line of the wall.
– Green tint = sides of the later fortress’s 

solid offset/inset wall. 
• The later solid-wall fortress had a poorly 

preserved outer wall at the SE corner 
(green tint). 

• The gate complex of the solid-wall 
fortress is at the S wall. In its earliest 
phase, this gate (green tint) comprised 
4 rooms (2 on each side). Tell el-Kheleifeh (BAR)
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1 Ki 9:26-27 Ezion-geber (Jezirat 
Fara’un)

• Jezirat Fara’un (“Pharaoh’s Island”, Isle 
de Graye, Coral Island) An island 11km S 
of modern Eilat, abandoned c 1300 AD.

• Archaeological work in the S Arabah has 
shown that the copper industry in the area 
did not date to Solomon's day, and various 
scholars have suggested that Ezion-geber 
may have been on Jezira Fara'un. 

• This granite outcropping (with no 
surrounding coral, despite its name) lies in 
the N Gulf of Eilat. 300m N-S, 60m E-W.

• Traveller Friedrich Von Schubert (1837) 
suggested that it was possibly Ezion-geber. 
Alexander Flinder (n) suggests Ezion-
Geber = Jezirat Faraun, and that 
Solomonic Eloth is a different town, if not at 
T. el-Kheleifeh, then likely the ruins are 
under modern Eilat or Aqabah.

• The waters between it and the Sinai 
mainland, just 270m W, are a natural 
anchorage, protecting ships from rough 
seas and storms on the Gulf, created 
by a natural submerged breakwater 
formed by deposits from Wadi Jereya, 
1.6km S. 

• Flinders cites a 1909 British sailing 
chart for the Gulf of Aqabah that 
identifies this area as the “Faraun 
Island Anchorage.” Several 19th c 
travellers also observed that this was 
the only natural anchorage in the entire 
N part of the gulf. Eilat and Aqabah are 
wholly artificial constructions.
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1 Ki 9:26-27 
Ezion-geber 

(Jezirat Faraun)

• (tp R) Drawing of the important features on 
and around J. Faraun. N Hill has the Muslim 
fortress; S hills have Byz ruins. A perimeter 
casemate wall with 9 towers runs round the 
island. 

• (tp L) An artificially constructed boat basin is 
at the SW edge, in a low area between the 
two S hills. It is a relatively small (55x27m) 
harbour (identified by Rothenberg and 
Hashimshoni). A bar separating it from the 
sea was an integral part of the perimeter wall. 
The harbour was formed from an exposed, 
sandy bay next to the stillest part of the 
anchorage between the island and the 
mainland by a mole. This cannot have been 
accidental. Indeed, the placement of the 
harbour is an ingenious design. 

• The perimeter wall probably extended along 
the top of the mole, except for a narrow 
channel lined by masonry blocks linking the 
pool to the sea.

• 2 towers, bonded structurally to the 
perimeter wall, remains of which are still 
visible (image bt L), guarded either side of 
the harbour entrance; sand and rock today 
block most of the opening. Ships could 
shelter in the anchorage and later unload 
inside the harbour. 

• There are remains of sizable buildings NE 
and E of the harbour and a slipway, now 
underwater at the harbour's NE edge. 

• Remains of two “dolphins,” building stones 
used as offshore piers, lie submerged just 
outside the harbour. A boat coming from 
the open sea could make fast on a 
“dolphin” before being manoeuvred into 
the harbour. 

The island’s harbour. 
(BAR/Alexander Flinder)

The mole
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1 Ki 9:26-27 Ezion-geber (Jezirat Faraun)
• Stone jetties The opposite mainland beach had 2 protruding stone 

jetties. Goods unloaded on the island were ferried to these landing 
stages for transfer to land caravans. The S one is just submerged, but 
very distinct in outline (L:14m, W: 6m). The N jetty is asl, identified by 
its unmistakable linear character. Even more extensive submerged 
remains can be seen here from the air.

• An underwater isthmus was the cardinal feature from which the entire 
anchorage complex developed. As a broad, sandy plateau extending 
from the harbour entrance, it provided both good holding ground and 
excellent shelter over a wide area.

• Dating. Without systematic excavation, the dating of the perimeter 
wall, the harbour and jetties, must be conjectural. Some scholars think 
they are all Byz, but they could belong to earlier periods. Pottery found 
by Rothenberg (1972) and Flinder’s team (1968) has been dated to IR 
I (1200–930). 

• Rothenberg detected an Egy mining operation in LBA/Early IRA I 
(14th-12th c) at the Hathor Temple at Timmah, N of Eilat, so deduced 
that the island was an Egy mining harbour of the Ramessid pharaohs. 
He also found it had remains of a small metallurgical installation, and 
some fayalite stag (an iron-based silicate), evidence of small-scale 
iron-smelting activities.

• There is as yet no firm dating evidence to date J. Faraun as 
Solomonic. Nevertheless, it was an installation of considerable 
complexity: a fortified island with an enclosed harbour adjoining a 
large natural anchorage, with jetties located opposite on the mainland.

The S jetty, shown here, 
though now mostly 
underwater and missing some 
stonework, is relatively intact. 
2 stone jetties, or landing 
stages, lie in ruins on the Sinai 
coast opposite the entrance to 
Jezirat Faraun’s harbour. 
Made of stone blocks up to 
0.9m square, the jetties were 
the receiving docks for goods 
unloaded at the harbour. 
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1 Ki 9:26-27 Ezion-Geber: 
Jezirat Faraun

• Phn Med harbours like Tyre, Sidon, Arwad and Atlit, and J. Faraun share 
common denominators—either an offshore island or a reef fairly close to the 
mainland, with constructional improvements in the form of breakwaters and 
often the building of small enclosed harbours. 

• Although J. Faraun would serve well as a port, it was much less suitable for 
storage and distribution of merchandise. It is likely that the ocean-going ships of 
the Solomon-Hiram fleet would unload at the island into secure storehouses, 
but thereafter the merchandise would be transported by smaller craft for the 
12km journey to the head of the gulf, to the terminus of the traditional land 
routes between Syria, Egypt and Arabia. 

• Flinders concludes that Ezion-Geber was a port with Eloth as a storage depot 
and caravanserai. He notes the Bible’s account that the two sites were different 
entities: Ezion-Geber which is near Eloth (1 Ki 9:26) and Solomon went to 
Ezion-Geber and to Eloth (2 Ch 8:17).

Jezirat Faraun’s harbour (R of the dominant hill that holds 
the fortress, that opens to the anchorage. This view is from 
the Sinai coast; background of the mountains of Jordan and 
Saudi Arabia. 
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1 Ki 9:28 Gold of Ophir
• They went to Ophir and took 480 talents of gold from 

there, and brought it to King Solomon. (1 Ki 9:28) Once 
every three years the ships of Tarshish came bringing 
gold and silver, ivory and apes and peacocks (10:22). 

• Phn seamen not only built the port at Ezion-geber but 
Solomon’s navy as well (9:26-28). The word peacocks 
(10:22) is better rendered as "a kind of monkey" 
(baboons NIV). 

• Ophir was the region of SW Arabia, mod. Yemen, on the 
Red Sea adjacent to Sheba and Havilah (Gn 10:29). 
Since the voyage took 3 years, portions of the African 
coast must also be meant. The time denoted by three 
years simply means a full year with portions of two 
others. The navy, accordingly, set sail in Nov or Sep of 
the first year, returning in early spring of the third.

• An 8th c ostracon was found at Tel Qasile (mod. Tel Aviv) 
with the first line being inscribed with the words: [G]old 
(of) Ophir. (Belonging) to Beth-Horon. The second line 
reads “30 sh(ekels),” with the numeral 30 written in the 
Phn manner, appearing as 3 horizontal lines. 

• Gold of Ophir may refer to a specific type of gold, or 
perhaps to gold from the land of Ophir. Beth-Horon is a 
place name, but it may also have been a temple 
dedicated to the Canaanite god Horon. Although it offers 
archaeological confirmation of the connection between 
gold and Ophir mentioned in the Bible, this enigmatic 
pottery shard gives us no clue to Ophir’s location. (Alan 
R. Millard, Does the Bible Exaggerate King Solmon’s 
Golden Wealth?, BAR May/Jun 1989 15:03)

Tel Qasile ostracon (Lessing)
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1 Ki 10:12 Queen of Sheba
• Now when the queen of Sheba heard about the fame of Solomon concerning the name of the 

LORD, she came to test him with difficult questions. So she came to Jerusalem with a very 
large retinue, with camels carrying spices and very much gold and precious stones. (1 Ki 10:1-
2)

• Solomon's ships plied the Red Sea. His caravans penetrated far into Arabia. In his wide 
commercial outreach he must have been doing business with, and at the same time 
necessarily competing with, the famous Queen of Sheba. Her strenuous journey (1 Ki 10) to 
Jerusalem by camel, traversing over 1900km of inhospitable terrain, almost certainly was 
dictated by business reasons as well as by the pleasure of seeing Solomon's splendour and 
hearing his wisdom. 

• The visit must have involved delimitation of spheres of interest and the arrangement of trade 
treaties which regulated the equitable exchange of the products of Arabia for the products of 
Israel and particularly the copper of the Wadi Arabah. 

• Her diplomatic visit were evidently highly successful (1 Ki 10:1, 2, 10, 13). 
• Although the Queen of Sheba has not been attested as yet in S Arabian inscriptions, there is 

no valid reason for denying the historicity of either her or her visit to Solomon. It is true that the 
oldest inscriptions of Saba (Sheba) reach back only to the 7th or 8th c BC and Assy inscriptions 
do not begin to mention names of Sabean kings until toward end 8th c.  

• There is no warrant to doubt that Sheba was an important kingdom or tribal confederacy 2 or 3 
centuries earlier. There is no reason to dismiss the whole account of her visit "as a romantic 
tale," as generally used to be done. Although queens played little part in the later history of S 
Arabia, they ruled large tribal confederacies in N Arabia from the 9th-7th c, as the cuneiform 
inscriptions relate. 

• Sheba Scholars generally agree that the kingdom of Sheba was in the S Arabian Peninsula 
(mod. Yemen). It was “the most prominent of the Arab states…during the first half of the 1st 
millennium BC. Sheba was ruled by mukarribs, priest-kings, who supervised both the political 
affairs and the polytheistic worship of the sun, moon and star gods. Explorations (in 1950-53) 
”found some outstanding examples of Sabean art and architecture, especially the temple of the 
moon-god at Marib, the capital, which dates from the 7th c BC" (NBD, p 1087). (n)
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1 Ki 10:22 Tarshish 
ships

• For the king had at sea the ships of Tarshish with the ships of Hiram; once every three years the ships of 
Tarshish came bringing gold and silver, ivory and apes and peacocks (1 Ki 10:22)

• Tarshish A Phn word from Akk meaning smelting plant or refinery. The term tarshish in OT is linked with ships, 
merchants, and trade (1 Ki 10:22; 22:48; "trading ships," NIV). 

• The "navy," or "fleet of Tarshish" (Heb. 'oni tarshish) that Hiram I of Tyre (c. 969-936) built for Solomon at Ezion-
geber is explained by ANE sources. Findings on early Phn trade suggests a better rendering would be 
"smeltery" or "refining fleet“ such as those used by the Phns to regularly ship smelted ores from their colonial 
mining towns in Sardinia and Spain back home. efers to. A Phn inscription from Nora in Sardinia from the 9th c 
uses Tarshish immediately before the name Sardinia, evidently indicating that the Phn name of Nora was 
Tarshish. Here tarshish, refers to a smelting site, or the entire island may have been called “the Refinery”. 

• Smeltery fleets or tarshish ships hauled material from this and other mining stations in the W Med they had 
colonized. As Israel was not known to be a sea-faring nation, the Jews apparently relied for years on a close 
trading relationship with the Phns for maritime trade.

• Jehoshaphat imitated Solomon by building tarshish ships, but these were wrecked (22:49; 20:36-37).
• Tarshish ships developed from the original idea of material-carrying boats to all ships of first-rate magnitude to 

whatever place the voyage may have taken them (Ps 48:7; Is 23:1; 60:9; Ezk 27:25).
• Tarshish also occurs in a 7th c inscription of Esarhaddon of Assyria referring to a Phn land at the opposite end of 

the Med from Cyprus. 
• In the light of extant archaeological evidence, there is no reason to doubt that at the time of Hiram I, Phn 

commerce was already widespread in the Med, and that Tyrian seamen helped Solomon in building and 
operating his fleet. Philo of Byblos (30 BC- 40 AD) quotes the Phn historian Sanchoniaton in saying Hiram sent 
800 camels laden with timber to Ezion-Geber for the building of 10 ships. 

Merchant ship of Solomon's Fleet 


