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Ihe‘ArchaEblniist‘s Dilémma. , ,
On Some Aspects of Archaeolmgy as a fDestructivé"”Sciantific
Discipline - ' -

The Ancient sites in Israel las well as in Jardaﬂ,'8$ria‘anﬁ
other areas in the Near East!, and particularly those dating to

: thaw;raﬁgéwﬁa¥”.Sﬁﬁﬁrﬁﬁﬂ‘aBCE;”“&?E”“E%ﬁatifieé~4mnunds*“*““éitéé*

repsastedly inhabited over the centuries, varied structures built
and rebuilt sutcesively, with the new overlaying the ruins of
their predecessaorsg, This brought about the creation  of ‘teil ‘s,
{(mounds) in whichk layers gver layare of building Femains,
artifacts and debris, are found in stratified Position, one aver
the othar, Many mounds bear evidenre of over twenty stratified
strata.

The archaeoclogical method of ExCavation of such sites is  the
e‘cayatggn of remains from top of the mound downward, one stratum
at a time. At the same time the architectural components are
recorded, and theis relation tg the adjacent lavers of dehris, as

well as the artifacts ars studisd. SuDEEQﬁEntlyg the remains of
each stratum, alil or part, are ismantled +no facilitats
excavation of the fnilnwing (i.e. Barlier: stratum,

in the past, it was  aften the intention and aim of the
archaeplogist +po ctomplets the BXCavation gf & stratusm on the
ancient mound. The most wall 2tcamplished example in Israsl of
this feat is that of the complete andg exhaustive swcavation — anid

subsagquent removal - of the three vppermost strata (I-I11r of
Megiddo, one of the most prominent ancisnt iiblical cities in the
tountiry.  This Bxcavation was carried out By the Oriental
Institute of the University of Chicags in the yEars 19551935,
The preconcisved strategy cailed for & "totai Bxtavation of i{he
2ntire site (1), This was meant to present a tomperhensive viaw
of the ancient site: ail the availahls archaeslogical ‘data  that

suFvived since antiguity would have been vncovered and recorced,
Such.a plan wauld have resul ted in ths totsl dismantiiﬂg &
CreEmuval of the entire site. Over S0 g high and ca. 13 acras iar
in ar=a, the mound would have graduslly besn reduced  in  heich
removed, and a8 new ‘mound’, this time made up of dabris ang
stattersd stones, woulg have formsd nearby, on the dumping site,
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the above mentioned commities, and not on  the archasclogist
lone. This action would be =somewhat analocgous to ths visw
! L ' ich is dealino

a = A
sxpressed in article 11 of the Venice Charkt F o wh
with the preservation of historica i

article exupresses a view according to which ths importance of =
certain architectural element, as wel
*Ezéméﬁts"”ghﬁﬁid'“Bé””?étéfﬁéé‘”éﬁéi*ﬁﬁéf““may'
destroyed, cannot rest solely on the individual in charge in the
work of restoration. It seems to me that some version of this
attituds should also be adopted concerning archasnlogical
excavations and the architectural remains uncaversd in thém.

But even a tighter control on the ‘destructive’ attitue and
action of archasologists can only minimize somewhat the dilemma,
but not eliminate it. There is, theoretically, a sclution ta this
dilemma, althought of rathse  an utopian nature. This would
invalve an action to dismantis a building and remove it to nearby
Cairgin  soil o and resrect it therd, thus giving way toc subseqguent
Excavations of the site. Such cperations can be afforded ocnly for
the rescue of endangered buildings of cutstanding caltural value,
the best known examples of this kind being the MNubian Temples of
Egypt and Sudan. A fow small scals operations of this tyvpe were
exercised in Israel, such as: The removal and reassembly of  the
Tomb» of the Mazirite on Mount Scopus in Jerusalem. This type of
operation is extremely costly and tremendously difficult to carry
aut.’ It may be applied chiefly to solid constructions of ashiar
stones,; backed bricks, timber etc.. The dismantling and
reconstruction of buildings made of rubble, mud-brick and aarth
constructions, is virtually impossible.

Adnother possibility that might give solution, in part, +o this
dilemma, is to leave untouched the walls of a building intended
for preservation, while digging only the space below its floors.

haeclogical

In this way ths archeologist might obtain some arc
information from the stratum piredating the building in guestion.
Subsequently the floor might be restored by Filling in the
excavied pit and replacing the fioor itzelf. in. this way ths
ancisnt building is npt left as a meaningless compler of walls.
It is the present writer s apinion that in praserved buildings
the pair of architectural elemsnts: ‘wall ang floor ', should
alwave be kept, since only both slements, together, can ®asly  be
percepted by the untrained eve of the tourist. A good example
carried out in such a way in the biblical Tity of David® in
Jerusalem, is the excavtions carried out below the floors of “The
fiouse of Ahiel’. Since the discusssd house is located on & stesn
slone, it was possible to sxcavate below its floms and Finally,
instead of filling in the pit, to reconstruct the simpls beaten
2arth Ffloo h a large steel plate, coversd with a thin laver
of earth. This left the house with & complste fioor and with a

below it. In this way the 7th century S0E house
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d Dby avatio i ] alle onitrary to most
aperimantal sciences, in which a certain experiment might
ted endlessly, producing, every time, the same resulis.
rings about the situation  that | the archasclogical
iment {i.®. excavation} can be performed only once on svery
ioous. For this reason archasoclogists dig with  such
and record their %ind11g5 in & way as deteiled as

as they will not have a sscond charnce at  the same

But the moment the locus has been excavatsed andg recorded,
o more scisntific data might be obitained from it. The freedom of
srtical operation granted to the archasologist might cause the
foilowing: an arcHaEDLnggt might consider the dismantling of a
erftain building, which he has previously sxcavatsd and recorded,

ﬂatrh his coun SE;EﬂtlfIE interests {like the intsrest . in a
pEricd, in a2 certain phen&mnnan which underlies the
in guestion, etc.), overiooking the fact that +the
heeing destroved has somE value (other than scientific)
v Justify its sarekeepzng. It goes without saying that the
iestion whether to keep a building or permit its destruction
not be valued only on the basis of the findings on the site
involved, but has to be sxamined on a national scale.

‘As  an archaeologist isvreturning to a site to excavate, season
Fafter ssason, he is applving esach vear for +the renewal of his
‘pm*mzt for excavation. It i= s=suggested hers that in this

rand  in detail the architectural findings of the Drevious Seasnn,

"and particularly discuss thoss buildings which are intended to be
‘sacrificed’ for the sake of deepening the dig in a certain field
for further archaspiogical knowladge. The guestion whsther +to
ﬁpfﬁif the dismanteling of a building or order its pressrvation,
uld be considered by the committee for sxcavation parmits
year, and " the building in guestion should be weighted
thea Gﬂanglt of other buiidings of the same type already
and preserved, either from the site in guesstion or from
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was kept in situ, easily JﬁuE“"tDud by ths unt

trained syve and  the
archasclogist was satisfied with archasclogical date pradating
the house {(down to the 14th century BCE), obtained.

Another attitude to this problem is® the éxample of the new
scavations in Tell Lachish. The» Bxcavators inuentianaily
stricted thémselves Bnly Ha ore Harfrow sgcticon THcated “an  the
rim of the mound, where they eupressed their wicsh to carry out a
total excavation, notwithstanding the architectuaral nature of the
building remains that they were bound to encounter. This plan is
indeed being tarried out in the last dozen of vears. In 2l other
exntavtion fields on Tell Lachish, the dig came to an end as &
result of the naturs of the architectural €lements found. In  obe
dgccasion,  when the city gate was located, the eéxcavators
restricted themselves in digging only one half of the svmabirical
{s phEndménnh deduced . from other excavated contempbrary citv
gate Iayed ﬁut gate, leaving the othér half for Fubtwrse

it seEsmns that an  ideal solution for the excavation andg
préaservation of multi-layered sités is practically bevond our
reach. However, due +to  the unigueéness pf the archasblogical
réctrd and the destructive nature of the archaeclogical
scientific methdd, all parties invnlvad {(drchasologists,
architects and the authorities) are called for acting with mare
attention cofterning the above sxpresss# dilemma. The writer is
calling the ICOMOS internationsel committes on Archasology to take

these observations into consideration when ofeparing, in ths |

futures, doctrinal papers on  fArchaeclogical sites and  their
protection.
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Israel Department of Antiguities and Museums
- P.0. Box 386, Jerusalem 91 004, ISRAEL

The Archaenlngist4s Dilemma

‘he ancient sites in I:rae;, and mainly thoss dating aprodimately
“the years 3I000-500 BC E, are stratified mounds, i.e. sites +o
Here people in antiguity returﬁed over and again, building their
wns and houses on top of the ruins of *hezr predecessars.,

The archaeological method of excavatisﬁ of =uch sites is o
Bicavate from the top of the mound downward, one stratum at the
£, record its architectural componensts ,and subssquently to
‘dismantle these remains for the excavation of the following (i.e.
limr) stratum. In thes past, the archaeoliogist ‘s intention was
socmetimes th= complets sxcavation of a stratum on the ancient
wd {e.g. like the complete removal of the thrss uppermost
strata at Megiddo). This is considered today scisntifically
“malpractice. Archasologists lntnntxana‘ly excavate only limited
"sEfments of mounds leaving their greater parts for {future
= 1ent1 sts {and possible rew mathndg,, :

G E-thyEEfs 2 hew p?bblé%"farigééA’ccncafniﬁéh the excavated
carea of a site. The archasclogist is making use mainly with
public funds — the taxpayer ' s money, and is expected, " in many

Casss, to lsave behind, in =itu, authentic architectural remains
for the2  public, a= a towistic site. The archasclogist is
‘therefore confronted with a dilemma: excavating stratum sfter
stratum will give Full khuwieége of the site but will lsavs
behind an uninterresting pit. Un the other hand the decisiun to
rESSrve a cortain stratum will  stop the excavation in hat

yet unexcavated strata. The papsr will briefly examins
concrete examples and possible solution of this problsm.

several
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Le Dilemme de i'Archéblogué
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51 I=rael ies anczen: 51te=, et =Lrtnut ceuxr  datant.
deg anndes IO0O0-500  fv.J.0. sont des t2ll’'s st
e egg a-dire des sites on i=s pouplsess de 1 an;lQU it2 r=
périodiquadens & fin d'y batir leurs citds =t leurs habi

au~dessus des ru;nES de Lsura predgcesznurs,

Cas sites =zps w:avég seion 1a m&thods suivanLe.
stratum egt SHEavE separnmart 2h creusant de haut en bas
CGu sommat du Ttell’, Sae element: architecturaus sant B

et s4nt ersuite dpmnlzs en vue de 1° Bxcavation du stratum
(cest-a-dire du stratum plus afcien).
ﬁuparavant,
Caver ccmpletement la stratum d'un te11 ancien {cog
Eyampie, 1- E11m1n3t¢ﬁn des trais strata superlaurs, a Meg
De . npbs Jotrs, cepéndant, catts méthode st o
innatceptable du point de vus sc1ent;f1que. Les archésl
crausent plus, & daessein, que dos segments limitds des "t
sauvegardant leur plus grande partie pour les ar:heal
Iavenir (et peut-stre aussi pour de nouvelies mdth
rechercheg) , .
un nouveaau  p# ;ie \3 récanment suirgi, ncernawt- &
excavés d'un sitfes 1~ & cher;ugue travaille % 1 aide de
‘public, c'est-S—diram & 1’aide de 1- argeﬁt des cmnurlauabl
fait . gus 1 on s’'attend souvent & ce gu‘il laisse las

architecturales in situ - & 1 'usage du public,
qu at*ract;ans tour istigues. ’

L archéologue doit donec  faire face au  dilemme
i ex ravatinn successive des  grtrats fournira une conn
:Dmplete des sztes, mals, a3 1a fin, i1 n'=n demnurﬁra
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osse dénude o intérdt. o autra part, ls decision da preservnr un

sgratum =Epcir4que, arrgtera 1-° Excavation de ce sits et o
nsi ‘obtenir toute information sur les strata plus
qul aemeurerang non excavés. .
Le prészent ar ticle se proposs d’examiner brisvement
Hmmpleb concrats et de gqé rer uane soiution possi
problame.
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