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reader learns a new vocabulary, or 
the writ'er reduces the technical 
terms to a bare minimum. Also one 
must be clear as to the place of 
archaeology in the pursuit of know­
ledge. Our author contends that it 
is not an isolated discipline, but 
rather the research arm of the his­
tori'an. And finally, it is obvious 
that one's basic premises with re­
ference to the ScriptuvaJ narrative 
will determine any interpretation of 
actual findings. 

With reference to the translation 
of archaeological terminology, Dr. 
Wright demands of the reader thart 
he familiarize himself with the gen­
eral vocabulary. Once this has been 
accomplished one has the f'eeling of 
being in with the diggers. However, 
should one fail to master the new 
vocabulary, the sections related to 
the excawl;tions themselves convey 
little meaning, and one lacks the 
background to judge the interpre­
tations. The numerous photographs 
and drawings give the many stat­
istics a much needed third dimen­
sion. 

As the research arm of history 
archaeology combines the scientific 
method and the artistic touch. To 
comprehend a people of past ages 
by a study of what they did and 
left behind, takes both experience 
and a certain artistry. The secrets 
of a mound's history are discovered 
in the way the various eartha'fld 
stone layers got into their present 
position. For the most part dating 
is dependent on the discovery and 
identification of pottery in the dif­
ferent layers. However, all of this 
must finally be related to literary 
sources of the periods under ques­
tion. 

Dr. Wright accepts the Bible as 
the most important litel'ary source. 
He sees the references to Shechem 

as sufficiently frequent to make his­
torical hypotheses about the city 
both possible and significant. It is 
not easy to determine what in­
fluence modern literary form-critical 
and tradition-history investigations 
about Shechem, as developed by Ed­
ward Nielsen, have on the tentative 
conclusions in the continuing explo­
ration of ancient Shechem. The 
concept of the city-state system 
whereby each small state was con­
trolled by a heavily fortified capital 
city, fits with the problems of Jo­
shua during the conquest. Not so 
obvious, however, is the idea that 
Shechem became the center for an 
annual ceremony of worship in 
which covenant renewal was the 
central theme. At least Joshua 24: 
25, 26 state clearly the establish­
ment of a covenant and the presence 
of a sanctuary at Shechem. Never­
theless ,the discovery of the House 
of El-berith las mentioned in Judges 
9, whatever one's interpretation of 
its religious significance, is viewed 
by Dr. Wright as a most important 
correlation between the archaeolog­
ical discoveries and biblical tradition. 

One of the interesting sidelights 
in the book is the critical examina­
tion of the work which Professor 
Ernest Sellin did from 1913 to 
1934. Although a theologian, Sellin 
was a self-trained archaeologist in 
the days when methodology was not 
fully developed. His findings, al­
though only partially preserved, are 
a constant challenge to the modern 
Drew-McCormick expeditions. At 
one time they are able to verify the 
findings, while at another time the 
unrecorded digging of forty years 
ago makes it impossible to know 
now what the real findings were. 

The end of Shechem as a city was 
evidently brought about by the Jews 
from Jerusalem. In 107 B.C. John 


