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NOTES AND QUERIES. 

The s-ite of Shiloh.-While walking last May over Joshua's Battle
field of Gibeon, I noticed about a mile below Beitunia, in the Wady 
lmyash, some ruins which appeared to be those of an ancient 
strongly-walled town. The place is now called Beit Silo by the 
people of Beitnnia; and my dragoman, Mr. !foses M. Arbid, of 
Jerusalem, suggested that this is a more likely place for the 
ancient Shiloh than the more northerly Seilun which is now shewn 
to tourists as Shiloh. I think his suggestion is probably correct, 
and append reasons. 

The first and obvious objection is the fact that in Judg. xxi, 19, 
we have " Shiloh, which is on the North of Bethel, on the east side 
of the high-way that goeth up from Bethel to Shechem, and on the 
south of Lebonah." This has hitherto been taken as marking 
very accurately the position of the early site of the Tabernacle. 
But no notice is taken of the fact that this careful description of 
the site follows several mentions of Shiloh, which imply that it was 
well-known to every Israelite in the days of Joshua and the Judges. 
Why should it be given at the end of the book 1 

An illustration will best indicate what I now suggest. If in 
a modern book we find several references to events at Chesterfield, 
which is sometimes (but not always) described as Chesterfield in 
Derbyshire ; and if at the end of the book we find a mention of 
" Chesterfield, which is 1 ½ miles from Lichfield, on the right-hand 
side of the road from Lichfield to .... , and near to the village 
of .... "; we at once conclude that this is a second Chesterfield. 
I have not seen this Chesterfield since I was a boy, and cannot from 
memory fi]l the gaps above. But it certainly did exist, and probably 
does now. 

I suggest then, that the Shiloh of ,Tudg. xxi, 19, is a second, 
and for less known, Shiloh than the place which was the central 
meeting-place of the Tribes in the time of Joshua. Further, its 
original name was probably Shilon. But, as the original Shiloh was 
completely destroyed (probably by the Philistines) before the time 
of Jeremiah (vii, 12, 14 ; xxvi, 6; xli, 5), its site was gradually 
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forgotten, and in later days Shilon, which still existed, wa.s thought 
of as Shiloh. 

Positive arguments for the identification of Shiloh with Beit 
Silo are as follows :-(a) The name Silo, instead of Seihin; (b) Shiloh 
is mentioned by the writers of Joshua and Judges either without 
further description, or as being" in'the land of Canaan." Now, by 
the time that Joshua a.nd Judges were written," the land of Canaan" 
probably expressed that part of Palestine which was occupied by 
the remnant of the Canaanites who were allowed to survive, according 
to the treaty recorded in Joshua ix; viz., the district round Gibeon 
(El-Jib), Beeroth (El-Bireh) and Kirjath-Jearim (Kuryet el-Enab}. 
It was a sort of" Indian Reserve." 

Further: (c) The position at Beit Silo is central for this tribe 
of Hivite Canaanites, thUB constituted the" serfs of the Tabernacle." 
Seiliin is far from their homes. (d} Beit Silo is centrally situated 
in the area over which Samuel was the Judge, in the days when he 
held his courts at Bethel, Ramah (er-Ram), Gilgal, Mizpeh {Neby 
Samwil). {e) The position is in a natural amphitheatre, where 
many thousands could view the sacrificial rites from the hill-sides. 
([) There are two good springs, from which could be obtained the water 
necessary for the Services. (g) The gate of the city is apparently 
on the west side, looking down the valley. As Eli sat beside the 
gate (I Sam. iv, 13, LXX}, watching the way, he could see the runner 
who came to announce the defeat at Ebenezer, for the last 2 miles 
(about) of his journey. (k) Finally, the position is one of great 
strength, where the Tabernacle could easily be defended, and is 
central for all the Twelve Tribes. 

On these grounds, then, I would suggest that Shiloh should be 
sought at the more southerly site of Beit Silo. 

REV. A. T. RICHA.RDSON. 




