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Foreword

It has been wondered why the Bible, which is the
fountainhead of the Jewish faith and the gsourcebook of
Jewish ethics, is saturated with the gory details of
war and ruthless bloodshed, and why the God of Israel
wag pictured as a God of war and vengegénce. The ans— S
wers to these questions must be sought by studying the
attitudes of the people of Israel who lived during this
pericd as well as the sentimente of their leaders. It
will be the aim of the author of this dissertation to

describe Israel's attitude toward war and to determine

whether that attitude was congistent or not throughout

the Biblical period.

To my knowledge, tTwO works have been written 1n
English deallng spgcifically with the subject of war in
the Bible. In 1905, & thesis was prepared by Sidney E.
Goldstein for the Hebrew Union College entitled, “The
Conception of War and Feace in the Bible." The author
discussed the relationship of the wars of the Biblical
period to the geographical conditione in Palestine, the

military strategies of Terael's leaders, showing how
they 1mproved.steadily until the monarchy was establish-

ed, the laws regarding the conquest of land, and the
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treatment of captives and spoils, the rituals which
were practiced before a battle, blowing the shofar,
sacrgfices, the consecration of warriors, etc., the
concept of the sanctity of war, the attitude of the
prophets toward war, and the God of Israel as a God of
war. All in all, the thesis presents to the reader &
bird's eye view of the concept of war in the Bible.
This work does not infringe upon my dissertation ex-
cept in one respect, namely the desceription of the at-
titude of the prophets toward war. However, since 19086,
many new studies have been made by scholars which en-
able me to go more deeply into the problem than was
previously possible.

The second work is a thesis which was written by
Mitchell S. Fisher in 1927 for the Jewish Institute of
Religion, and entit_ed, "The Wars of Yahweh.® The
author's aim was to describe the God of Israel as the God
of war. Part one deals with God's leadership in the
wars of Israel, the menner which God participated in
these wars, and the manifestations of the Divine pres-
ence on such occasions, 1. €. the Ark. Part two dis-

sussee the war ceremonies, gacrafices, kinds of weapons

used, taboos, priests of war, the sanctification of war,

and kindred subjects. The author concludes the work by

gsaying that he has regerved for another work, the re-

lation of the prophets to the phenomenon of war, and
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the question of ethics in relation to ancient Hebrew

warfare. Obviously, this thesis deals with an aspect of
war 1in the Bible which is totally different from that
Which I will study.

In the English Language there is a singular lack B
of analysis on the problem of Biblical Israel's attié
tude toward war. Therefore, in my dissertation, I hope
to describe the attitudes of the people, theIBﬁdges,
army commanders, priests, kings, elders, and prophets
toward war from what they have said and done as record-
ed in the Bible, as well as from what may be deduced
from the archaeological material that has been made
avallable up to the present time. Furthermore, I will
try to explain the attitudes in terms of the economic,
political, cultﬁral, and religious conditions of the
times as revealed in tie Bible and in modern scholarly
gstudies of this period. Although I have declded ad-
vantage over my predecessors with regard to source mat-

erial due to many recent archaeological discoveries, I

am denied the use of certain German works from which I | ,f
might have been able to derive great benefit, because
of a language parrier.

T want to thank Dr. Harry M. Orlinsky for his un-
tiring efforts in my behalf, and for the advice which he
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has given me 1in the preparation of this thesis. His
guldance has been most valuable.

I also want to express my gratitude to the libra-
ry staff of the Hebrew Union College-Jewish Institute of
Religicn, and particularly to Mrs. Suzan Tabor who has

inconvenienced herself to be of help to me.
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Chapter I-Early Israel's Concept of War

A. The Patriarchal Period

To understand properly Israel's attitude toward war
in the Biblical period, it is necessary to attempt to
trace the origin of the Israelites and the society from
which they emerged. For this purpose, there are two
sources , The Bible and recent archaeological discoveries,
and I shall begin by dealing with the latter one.

Early in the second millenium B.C.E., . the Hurrians
left the Caucasian highlands to invade Northern Mesopo-
tamia, and by 1800 B.C.E. they had infiltrated into
Southern Mesopotamia and were beginning to move west-
ward. These Hurrians did not set up an empire of theilr
own. Instead, they were content to live ameng other
ethnic groups. Many of them were known to have 1inhabi-
ted the cities of Nuzu and Arrapkha.

On the heels of the Hurrians, came the Hyksos peoples

at about 1720 B.C.E. However, they did not represent

a single ethnic group, for their personal nameg indi-
cate different national stocks, Semitic, Hittite, Luvian,
Indo-Iranian, and Hurrian. It is generally believed that

out of this coxmingling of diverse nationalities, some

of the Hebrew people emerged.
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In Babylonia, the Habiru often served as merce-

naries, although among peaceful Hurrians at Nuzu and

Arrapkha, they had to sell themselves into a form of
slavery for a limited time in order to earn a living.
In'Palestine, under the Canaanite vassals of Pharaoh,
The Habiru ee{ved as mercenaries in conflicts between
local rulers. The fourteenth centfury Tell el-Amara
tablets mention them as marauding raiders. When the
Habiru wandered along with these heterogeneous hordes,
into Palestine and Egypt, they were nezkfonquerers, but
immigrants to a new land. They wereelgnumeroue enough
or nationally minded enough to hew out a homeland of their
own. They lived on friendly terms with the natives of
these lands in a way similar to that of the early pa-
triarchs and their families. As a result of the many
parallels which were discovered between the Hablru and

Hebrew soclieties, it 1s generally believed that some of
P

the Hebrews were part of the Habiru and Hyksos groups.

1. George Ernest Wright-Floyd Vivian Filson

The Westminster Historical as to the Bihle (Phil-
adelphnilia , PPXe 34=-30

o, See W. F. Albright, "The Smaller Beth-Shan Stele of
gethos I (13092-1290 B.C.E.)". Bulletin of the Ameri-

can Schooles of Oriental Research, De
S oyt
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In the Bible, the patriarchal period is pictured
as a peaceful one. Foreligners were treated kindly for
the most part, and except for one or two sltuations,war
seems To have been avoided. Thoughts of nationalism
were far from the minds of these semi-nomadic clans of
wandering shepherds and smiths. They did not knew
what 1t meant to possess lands of their own. They were
only interested in the security of members of their
families and thelr movable property. This is evident in
Abrahan's participation in the war of the four kings

against the five kings (Genesis 14:14-16),
J'2 0N Ak PO ke DAEJ D PO YN’

¥ 4331 Awn eLer Her DINe IAA L
Y LORIY PO 'R k1) L fﬁ’f;' Pén . /3
Pl Conn 4o Ak ae't, penIE  LlmneN el nain
PID Akl PrCIH Al P A 1271 I'nk Gi1f Ak

Abrgham, or Abram as he is called in the early sec-
tione of the Book of Genesis, had a nephew Lot, who lived
with his family in Sodom. When he was captured along
with the people of Sodom and Gomorrah by Chedorlaomer
and three other kings, Abraham lead his tralned men
against these kings and thelr warriors only in order to
recover his brother Lot and his family and property,

but he also recovered many captives and much spoll.

However he refuses to accept the offer by the king of
Sodom to take the spoils as reward (Genesis 14:21-23),
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np es7 01 caun 'L a prax §ie PO 7.(',_4 YNl
f/r. e 'AN’)'D /’D?O f’f/v ﬁc. Pj()/c. N o?{
2ive 331 Girw Pr, FPrkr pwe mup 1y Lo 5

e ANen 1 L1 PE Ser fon npk pPet Fro
PR Al ADECHD

In the same way, when Jacob's two sons, Simeon

and Levi slew all the males ameng the Hivites along
with Hamor and his son Schechem, they did not do it
because of any nationalistic considerations. They

retaliated because of the moral dishonor which

Schechem inflicted upon Dinah, thelr gsister,

(Genesis 34:25-27),
APY' 4R ye  |np't PrAkD PAI'RA e fen L£I'a 'R
nNGa ¥ £y Ay 13N el I 'k 141 Jrene

[dyH 1da poe Akl VIND Akl o 2% £> 147

pae A'AN NI A Inpry AN o0&

P,’)’J' '"Ja 3’
N'ED 4R /c'ffn-n £

CPAINI 1eNG IC

Despite the peaceful atmosphere of the patrliarchal

period, the seeds were already being sown for the

concept of war which was to persist throughout the

Biblical period. For one thing, when Malchi-zedek,

xing 'of Salem, met Abraham upon his return from the

war, he pralsed Abreham's God as a God of war who de-

l1ivered the enemies into Abreham's hand (Genesis 14:18-

20) ,
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JP2 kDt s pnl ke3in ple oMy pas-ofw
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Then too, after the war, Abraham had e vision

of God as his shield to proteet him from possible

reprisals by the successors of the slain kings

(Genesis 15:1),
prak S Do %33y »» 92bm  proaazm» Hnhek

rf JAN 12Uk PR 1A f70 K »Hb6NANA

e YN DADOD Tvoe

In later periods, this concept of the God of

War came to be used with increasing intensity by the

religious and political leaders as a means of inspiring

these nomadic and natiinally indifferent people to
fight for the possescsion of their own land. Already
in this perlod, the land of Canaan is promised az the

future inheritance of the Hebrews (Genesis 12:1-2),
?.A?ﬁﬂ/w p3eN ff ?f P33k (1 HIN*  Hrk’y

ﬁ?é “wa f fez’h./, £l /e ek ‘f‘)/ca £ e f’ﬁ/c. A'QANI

. po9a N pae I3der PoadAs!

3. I am using the name Abraham at all times, though it

is actually Abram in the earlier narratives.
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The sign of this covenant with God is to be the

‘ecircumcision of all males (Genesis 17:8-10),
Al T'OEN e Ak T'wnlc. ?r\‘:fl Tr NANJ
.f‘afkf P-Df ‘A f.(w Nynee L ,a’JD 'f-uc £>

NEA A Ak DAkl fdak Ll PREe YOE

JANEA ek 'AMA Akby PANE 7Nk ’73‘)5/ 3 Ale

104 §2 pa£ ivs prane pyds )Aar p2IUAI J'A

Thie promise is again repeated in Jacob'g dream.

Jacob first sees the ladder with angels ascending and

descending upon it. Then, God, standing beside him,

promises Canaan to His people (Genesis 28:12-13),

Jian 1eknl Dk Aaspy plo PIDI pEn
1a Pyt pdr P 'OLEN PIN ANAED
S fh ' sk okt 1Ky a3y D1 537
oae ek Taen pnsc pfer prae PRk

LpYIskl DAk oL sy P3e
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B. The Mosaic Period /

Thue far, we have dealt with a simple nomadilc people
who had no national inclinations, or concept of what 1%
meant to possess a land of their own. However, now they
began to be transformed into a national force under the
ieadership of Moses.

The Habiru came to Egypt as part of the Hyksos
svalanche that overran Egypt while she was internally
weak ( about 1720 B.C.E.). The conquering horde which

invaded Egypt was not compoged of pure strains from

some original home beyond the Caucassus. This south-

or displaced elements and by the time that the Hyksos
entered Egypt, they mugt have included few of the
original newcomers, wut meny Hurrians, Semites, and
other displaced persons Irom syria and Palestine.

The result 1s that their culture, and those Hpksos

ug show a considerable mixture of
4

verious ethnic glementse.

names known To

4. John A. Wilson, The Burden of Egypv (Chicago,

1951) p.l1l6l
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The 1invaders, whom the Egyptians so despised and hated,
built a powerful empire which included Palestine and
Syria. Thelr source of strength for this conqﬁest was
to be found in a new weapon of war, the horse and chariot,
enclosures for which were to be found in the Egyptian
delta and in Palestine and Syria. With the establisghment
of the Hyksos regime, it is easy to undersﬂ@éﬁ how a
"foreigner" like Joseph could attain the high position

. mentioned in the early Biblical narratives. However, by
1600 B.C.E., the Egyptians managed to muster enough
strength to begin their war for liberation, having learn-
ed to use the horse and chariot and by 1550 BeCeEes, they
drove the Hyksos hordes back into Palestine and Syria?
some of the Habiru or Hebrews were driven out with the
Hyksos, while others remained in Egypt. Some never
came to Egypt. They settled in Palestine. It was natural
for thoge who remained, though, to be persecuted, for
they were considered part of the Hyksos peoples, and

the Egyptian leaders feared lest they multiply too
rapidly and again try to seize the control oi the

government. The government mmed whatever rethods 1T

nwed at ite disposal to reduce the "Hyksos® popula-
tion in his land, killing off their first born males,

herd lebor under SEVEIrES taskmaster, lack of proper

food and sleep, €tc.

5. George Ernest Wright- Floyd Vivian Filson
The Westminster niastorical Atlas to the Bible

Iladelpnlisa, PPe

e .  e—
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Amidst this persecution and enslavement of the Hebrewvs,

arose a religious leader by the name of Moses, who used

his people's suffering as the means to whip them into

& unified group, and who gve them a common cause,
freedom and finally a homeland of their own. At the
Vision of the burning bush, the promise of the land of

Canaan for this people's inheritance as again repeated

(Exodus 3:7-8),
LOOINIR Yel 'N¥Y JX Ak Al D DY INEK

Al "A¥3' O /'ea_/ YIN Axne  LApPYrS Akl
T ponExnLy poasw 3w 1£80d I0k) L AlSA

UN S KNI N e TARIL yygon LIPH L a1
LIOIRT

At the Red BSea, Moses sang his song,calling the
Lord a man of war dashing in pieces the Egyptian enemy

(Exodus 15:3-6),
1£n1 YN0 AAoaK L INe 3D OAnREa el DY

IN'GDE  ANDA L PIO LA T1EAG rede hakl L2 Y

noa VTkJ 5N PIN . JRle 1A> AmEISNA (Y

Rt Tyon mym pIN

The horses and chariots mentioned here seemed to
have had special significance with regard to Israel's
attitude toward war throughout the Biblical period.
In the days of the divided kingdom, the prophete
regarded them as spmbols of the meterial might of

surrounding pagsn nations whom Israel imitated,
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instead of trusting in God as their leader in war,
and they condemned the Kings of Israel and Judah for
depending upon these horses and chariots for success
in battle. Moses, Israel's Tirst prophet, closes his
song by rejoicing over the failure of Egyptian horses

and chariots againsf Israel's mighty God of war

Exodus 15:19%,
A€’/ pra [1@IDA JADIA PEID 010 kA D

NCRAA 1085 Live Yar py oow Ak Faly DI
. ') fVJ\D

Miriam immediately repeats this thought in a

concluding refrain to the song of Moses (Exodus 15:21),

010 Nkd Dled 2 DIN'E IN'e prap PIE JTFA
o 'R IND 1AaDdDI

After a month and a half in the wilderness, with

all provisions spent, the people murmured againet Moses

and Aaron, for giving them starvaetion and death together

with freedom (Exodus 16:2-3),
JREZ fvi nen £ Lrrer Ja A £5 158

A JIAIN A" W Jirer DA PHE INNET , HAFNA

/‘J.(oka Der"’®d D)0 £y 1draead 213N kA 1"

04672 DAIND £re IdAle PAl3!D 'O ¥Yaef rhE
o~
.a)")a :)-)4'9 ‘D/)‘D [D Ale -A'ﬂ‘a'-'){

This can eagily be understood in view of what we

know ofHabiru servitude. The habiru were used to being

slaves in Babylonlia and Palecstine, and therefore they

could not be expected to be willing To pay the price

for their freedom. They were only interested in their

Elt. Al giin 4 gty L (R - -
. v g
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security, the kind which they had while serving
rrivate mesters, or those of the state, and now that

securlty was lost. When they reached Rephidim, and

there was no water to drink, they were almost angry

enough to stone Moses to death (Exodus 17:3-4),
INK'T DeN Fx pyd /fv PNE  PYD P kN3

Akl "JA Akl Al ANDNE LPOYINN IIAExn Ds anE
nevk an Wk DI L1 DeN PYT LN3A 'UPN

Id PO GYN 1y pé» pIf

Israel's first enemy in the wildernees was the
nomadic Amalekite group that inhabited Southern Palestine
along with the Canaanitee.6 They were a predatory
tribe, quite capable of raids at a considerable dis-

tance from their home. They were related to the Ed-
omites and consequently also to the Hebrews. The

Bible menticne ivhat Amalek was 2 son of Esau's first

born son, Eliphaz, and of the concubine Timna, the
7

daughter of Seir, the Horite.

The Amalekites are remembered most vividly
among Israel's enemies prooably because they were
the first to war against the Hebrews, and because of
the sgeverity of their attack. They continued to have

battles with Isrzel until David exterminated them as a

8
power.

6. Numbers 13:29,14:25

7. Genesis 36:12
8, See J. D. Davis and H. BS. Gehman, Westminster Dic-

tionary of the Bible, (Philadelphia, 1944) p. 20
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In this war, the rod of God served as a synb61 of vic-

tory to the Israelite warriors (Exodus 17:8-11),
£ Den Swey, P1adA Srwrer pr pndt plnx kR

Ul hN PEN¥D PhED KE1 preste 13 dhd ¥E >
yeID' X1, A Pfed DN Dwadd el Fr A3y

Wht )3l Hent PENTYA fnf.hf HEeN 1§ Ine  rerd
{rre: AL 137 P ICKDS DD, N¥ALD el IJS(

L PANY A&y Nyt Seral
War in this case was one of defense against a

nation which interfered with God's will, and hinder-
ed His people from reaching the promised land. He-
brew leaders commanded that the Amalekites were to be
utterly destroped in retaliation for their vicious

attack on the Hebrew people (Exodus 17:13-186),
DN OINKY . At L INY Akl piny Ak yer  edn

5 ¥ eI Yika PlEI D30A JINDS Akd AAD DEN St

NesN NEen Ja'f, pAe Anh3n pPday Vo4 Ak DhNte NN
N s ’ﬂlvhfﬂ n' 09 f‘r I > W', og D pe kIP']
N9 Yw pPInra

This charge was repeated in Deuteronomy 25:17-19,

eand in I Samuel 15:2-3 when Samuel summoned Saul to
gather an army to fight and to destroy the Amalekites.
When the Ieraelites lost the battlie against the Amale-
kites at Hormah, the leaders blamed the people because
they believed in those who were sent to spy out the

land, and wanted to return to Egypt and give up their
)

faith in the God of war.

9. Numbers 14
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In the course of egetting down laws and ordinances
before the Hebrews while they sojourned in the wilder-
ness, Moges repeated the promise of a homeland flowing
with milk and honey, but with certain conditione and

warnings this time (Emodus 23:22-24),
ARSI DA See Lo ANexwt dpd yvea rine fle '3

Puak kdn PF D PO Ak AR Pratk Ak
vgraral tNa Jai3an ‘3330 ‘And1 dak» Jk Peladl
seva kdt pisxa k41 P'dd Dinaes e, 143 N2
P DAAIN IAEA NAEl POIDA 6ON D PIHI'ECYND
Moses used the concept of religious purity as a
meane of intensifylng national feeling among the He-
brews, and the concept that the God of Israel was a
God of war, to inspire them to continue thelr struggle
for a national homeland. The Hebrews had to rid the
land of all idolatrous peoples and the imagee which
they worshipped in order to prevent pagan practices

from seeping into Israel's religion (Exodus 23:31-33),
v avwns Paedd Pyl fiio Py 7IAE Ak ‘Aer
PUUIN IV el FrkD 'Ret Ak POR'A JAR D I NID

J2 P1r1ka 1R kS A Paadich P AIIA e f
epind pE N D Po'ndle At RAYA 5 5 PAlk  pidTn!

The Moealc Law demanded that they Mlate utterly ,’ g
the minds of the penple for a later command to all ‘
jdol-worshipping people that inhablted the promised

land ae well as their objects of worship (Leviticus

20:2-3),
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This statute is mentioned again in the book of
10

Deuteronomy, giving the impression that idolatry is

. - g

a kind cf plague which can only be treated by outright
extermination. This can be seen even more clearly

in the ruling concerning a whole Israelite city that
has become idolatrous. Not only must the inhabitants
be killed "at the edge of the sword" but all their
cattle as well. The spoils must be placed in the
center of the city, and the entire city is to be
burned with fire, and to remain desolate forever
(Deuteronomy 13:13-18),

Naek P8 yas PRk DD delk POY AhKA  yNCA "D
‘et Al Iht padpy Jeda ua presk 13 sy L pe
PA¥Y* k& D€ POIRE P N3ary N> ywied P>
DALEI VAN 122 AN it AG'D Adier Avpnr re 13
leimpd DD A€ Ak P3N DI, PAIPA AksD HATIAD
NANNA Akl DA el I> Al DA POIAN adyh OF

N ayet! 31ah) ?IJ\ fk )’am nffe f:) Alel 230 'OF

10. Deuteronomy 13:7-11
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NA'DI ?"Dﬁc s dds ndde 5 At DEH e kA
JE DNNN PR pPad kdl L Fir 30aa & PAY I
pvny 74 )adl 1k Jonv st aiet JrnE PIRD

« TARNKRA 2ACU Herd panr fNhY

Moses warned the people in Leviticus 26, that, if
they would obey these statutes, and remain separate,and
strongly unified, they would continue to be successful
in warring againgt their enemies, but if they did not
obey them, and chose instead the path of least resis-
tance, namely, assimilation with the idolatrous nations,
they would be powerless against those who would seek
to destroy them. In this case, the concept of the God
of Isvael as a God of war used in reverse in order to
threaten the Israelites with extinction. God will
fight on the other side along with the enemy helping
to defeat Israel. The prophets who lived in the days
of Divided Kingdom congtantly reminded both Israel
and Judah of this warning for their kingdoms were
tottering because of the inroads which idolatry had

made since Solomon's reign.

It is interesting to note that the Mosalc Law
had a statute concerning conscription. Military
gervice was limited to the male population and to
those who were at least twenty years of age. There

were special exemptions for any one who was falnt-

hearted, for one who had planted a vineyard and had
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not used the fruit thereof, for one who had built a
house and had not dedicated it, and for one who was
betrothed, but who had not consumated the marraige.
It was felt that these men would be more of a hin-
drance than a help on the'battlefield.ll

Before entering the new homeland Moses sent
spies to determine the conditions that prevailed.
When the people heard from the sples that the land,
which they were to conguer, was filled with strongly
fortified citleslgnd "giants, " they wanted to stone

Moseg and Aaron, choose & new leader, and return to

Egypt (Numbers 14:2-4),
sl 1INE't §krer wa 4o v f3 men fx 118
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Though Mcses and Aaron wanted to lead Israel
into an offensive war, the people rebelled against
them, fearing that they would all be killed by these

strong eneries. They preferred to return to slavery

in Egypt. They did nct care about freedom and a

homeland. To them it was not worth fighting for.

They were interested only in security for them-

11. Numbers 1l:2-3 Deuteronomy 20:5-8
12. Numbers 14:10
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selves and their families. Throughout their lives,

they had been oriented teward living in a slave society.
Moses, seeling that it would be impossible to carry

on the conquest of land with such people, cauéed

Them to dwell for forty years in the wilderness, giv-
ing time for the older generation to die off naturslly,
and for the younger generation, which was never con-

ditioned to slavery, to reach maturity (Numbers 14:29-

33) , :
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In the course of their sojourn in the wilder-

negss, the Israelites arrived at Edom. They requested
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straight passage through the land on the king's high-
way, not turning right or left, and paying for any
food and water that they might need. However, the
Edomites refused to grant permissien and came out to
their gates with fﬁil armecd force in case the Hebrews

decided to attack the land (Numbers 20:19-21),
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Only in the case of Edom and Moab, did the
Israelites turn away from the enemy in the course
of conquest. The Bible explains the situation by
pointing out, that Edom was given to Esau's des-
cendants for a possession, and that Moab was given
to the children of Lot for a possession, and there-
fore, the Israelites could not even pass through
these lands on foot without permission (Deuteronomy

2:4—5,9),
Ua po'nk S1aia PiSavY  pak S 18 PED Ml

Sle . et PAIWNCI pON 1™ ~'¥EA praen  jex
Jf\ £> POIIV Jxr PR~ LIS J I ld '> A 12EA AN
e JUC NN Al ANd le¥d e >

PAa NEAA ﬂc/ RIIN Ale DFA S ' Dine OAk’!

AAJ GIS 9ad 5 e yRVienw ff_ JANle 1l > Dvndw
.5767' 77 A'C
"However, an archaeological survey of Edom pro-

vided other reasons why it was, that without per-
mission of the inhabitants, a foreign group might
not enter the territory. ©Strong fortresses barred
the way on all the frontiers of Edom and of Moab,
north of it. The high comparatively fertile and
well watered Edomite plateau ends suddenly in the
gouth with precipitous walls and slopes marking the
.abrupt fall to the desert of the Wadl Hismeh, which
gstretches to the Red Sea and Arabia. Edomite of the
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armed guards probably escorted caravans which travel-
ed through the Wadi Hismeh and the Wadi Yitm to the
Wadl Arabah and to Ezion-geber: Elath on the north
shore of the eastern arm of the Red Sea. The main
line of defense, and for all practical purposes the
southern border of the Iron Age kingdom of Edom,

was marked by a line of fortresses along the southern
edge of the plateau, dominating the Jebel Shera Neqgb
Shtar, which mark its limits.

The eastern boarder of the Edomite kingdom was
even more sirongly protected, than the southern,its
defenses being marked by & long line of fortresses
sltuated on the highest hills in the arid, unculti-
vated region between the Desert and the Sown. From
one end of the country to the other it would have
been possible to transmlt fore or smoke signals in a
very short time. This line of fortresses continued
northward and marked alsoc the eastern boundary of
Modb.'la

Israel could not possibly recruit the forces
necegsary to attack a thriving, prosperous, civi-
lized kingdom such as Edom. If she would have been
able to do it, the long continuous record of emnity

and warfare would probably have begun at this time.,

13. Nelson Glueck-"The Civilization of the Edomites™
Rapbbinical Institute—HeUsCe=~de LsRe

(New York 1948) p.e
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Edom had control of the strategically important trade
route down the Wadi Arabah, and the possession of the
rich copper and iron mines which abounded in it. Moses
made a remark about the children of Israel by-passing
Edom which seemed to indicate his knowlédge of Edom's

source of wealth (Deuteronomy 2:8),
NANIN PIIN Y'YEA Prac’n ey YA 'hle Alen DATI
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In fact, Moses' marriage to Zipporah, the daughter of
Jethro, the Kenlite, may have had deeper significance
for Israel than was previously known. Long before the
advent of the Israelites, the presence of the mineral
deposits in the Wadl Aragah was known, and the mines
were ex;loited by Kenites and the Edomites to whom
they were related through the Kenizzites.141t was the
Kenites, who were native to the country and whose
very name indicates that they were smiths, who probab-
ly first imparted to the Israelites and Edomites in-
formation concerning the ore deposits in the wadi
Arabah, and who introduced the Israelites and the

15
Edomites to the arts of mining and metallurgy.

Now Moses took his wife from the Kenites, and it
appears that the Israelites ever afterward maintained
close relations with them. Saul, being mindful of this

l4. Genesis 15:19, Genesis 36:10,11, 42
15. Nelson Glueck The Other Side of the Jordan (New

Haven 1940),p.83
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close relationship, spared the Kenites in his battle
with the Amalekites.leThorefore, though we don't have
any proof, it is possible for us to infer that Moses
may have been well informed as to the great natural
resources in the land of Edom, but lacking the mili-
tary force to conquér i1t, he explained his course of
action to the people in simple terms, namely, Edom's
relationship to Jacob's brother, Esau.

After the Israelites by-passed Edom, they came
by way of Atharim. Here they were attacked by the
Eing of Arad. Israei won the battle and the people
carried out the command to destroy utterly these

Canaanites and their cities (Numbers 21:1-3),
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Then they approached the land of the Amorltes
which was to be included in Israel's new territory.
Moses, however, did not intend to conque'r this area
just yet, merely asked for permissicn for the
Israelites to pass through the land in a way simllar
to that requested of the Edomltes. Sihon, the king,

not only refused permission bat even came out with an

16. I Samuel 15:6




26

army, and attacked Israel. Under these conditions
Moses had no choibe but to order the conquest of
the Amorite territory immediately. The Israelites
destroyed the Amorite group and took over their
land for possession by the tribes of Reuben and

Gad (Numbers 21:21-24),
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Next, they came to the land of Bashan, and 0Og,
the king of Bashan came out with his army to meet
them in battle. Once again, the Hebrews utterly
destroyed the inhabitants and toock the land. In
this encounter, Moses once &gain inspired his people
with the idea that the God of Israel is a God of war,

encouraged them further in their path of conquest.

(Numbers 21:33-35),
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Finally they passed through the plains of Moab
agd settled at Shittim across the Jo&dan from Jericho.
It was here that Moses inflicted severe punishment
upon the people for attempting to assimilate into an
idolatrous society. Twenty four thousand Israelites
are sald to have been put to the sword for turning
away from the God of Israel, toward Baal of Peor
(Numbers 25:1-5),
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Furthermore, Moses ordered the annihilaticn of

the Midianites because they had sent their women into
the Israelite camp to lead them into practice of

harlotry and worship of the idol, Baal of Peor (Num-

bers 25:16-18),
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This war against the Midianites was Israel's

first religious war, and for tne first time, Moses
gsent the priest, Phinehas into battle with the holy

vegsels. Later when the spoils of this war were
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divided, the priestly class received a share of the
booty. However, the presence of the priest Phinehas
and the holy vessels on the battelfield may have been
intended as a symbol of God's presehce during the
battle in order to boost the morale of the soldlers.
Before this encounter, the word of God was gsufficient
encouragement. Also, this was the first time that
Moses called for a numerical draft of manpower. These
two facts might have indicated that the morale among

the people was quite low (Numbers 31:3-7),
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Further possible evidence of low morale can be
found in the manner of expression used in the above

passage. ln verse 4, the words one thousand men of

each tribe" are mentioned twice by Moses, implying
that it was necessary to emphasize them in order to

have his bidding carried out by the tribes. In verse

5, the word for deliver was uged in the passlve form
17

implying that the troops were delivered forcibly.

17. See Rashi (E. Solomon Ben Isaac) Commentary on
the Hebrew Bible, -° -~ - 7 .7

and Rashbem (R Solomon Ben Maimon) - Géﬁientary
on the Hebrew Bible

(Numbers 31:
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In all these battles, which were fought prior to
crossing the Jordan, the Israelites followed a set
course of action as laid down by Moses. If the land
was not to be inherited by Israel, the Israelites were
to offer peace terms in which the other nation was to
become tributary. If the other nation refused the
peace offer, and went out to do battle, the Israelites
were to conquer them, kill off all the males with the
sword, and take the women and dhildrén captive, and
their cattle and spoils for a;proy.leﬂoucver, if the
land was part of Israel's fature inheritance, the in-
habitante, thelr cattle, possession, and all their
devotéd oblects were to be destroyed completely lest
they might lead Israel to 1dol worship and the abom-
inable practices associated with 1t.19Thie warning,
not to take captives, cattle or spoil, is mentioned
several other timee.zo

With the close of the Mosalc period, Israsel was
still a weak federation of tribes. However, her con-
cept of war was now established. The conquest of the

land of Canaasn wae a divine mission. The God of

-Ierael was a (God of war, leading them into the promisged

18. Deuteronomy 20:10-15

19. Deuteronomy 20:16-18
20. Deuteronomy 7:1-2,16, 24-26, Numbers 33:52-556




land, fighting with them and helping them to overcome
all obstacles. The war camp became & holy place and
the -aoldierslwere like holy vessels which were not to
be d.efiled.2 In the war against Midian, even the ark
was brought into the camp by the priest Phinehas.

The leaders who succeeded Moses did their best to
further nationalize the Israelites, and strengthen thelr
confidence in the God of Israel as a God of war. HOw-
ever, there were many odds which they had to overcome

due to external influences, as will be discussed 1n

the next chapter.

21.Deuteronomy 23:10-15
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Chapter II - Growth and Transformation

A. The Conquest of Canaan

ﬁhen The Israelites entered the land of Canaan,
their newly appointed leader Joshua, was confronted
with several new problems. For one thing, the
Israellte tribes could not hope to conquer all the
land immediately, because most of the Canaanite cities
were sltuated in the lowlands and not in the hill
country. Though the Israelites were capable of win-
ning in the hills by guerilla warfare, they were un-
able to drive the Canaanites out of the lowlande, be-
cause, fighting on foot with only bows, slings, stones,
staves, and only a few swords and speare,lthgy could
not compete against the formidable horses and chariots
of the Canaanites. Thu: we are told that Judah could
not drive out the inhabitants of the valley becsause
they had chariots of 1ron.2 Furthermore, the Israelites
had great difficulty in capturing fortlified Canaanite
cities because of their primitive weapons and lack of
experience in "military science." Therefore, by the time

that Joshua died, Israel was not 1n possession of the

entire country but only the central ridge. The

1. G. F. Wright and F. V. Filson, op. cit, p.34
2. Judges 1:19
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Canaanites continued to live around them in the

valleys and plains until the kings of Israel com-

pleted the conquest. Naturally, the inability to
conquer all the land and to reduce all the inhabi-
tants caused the people to lose faith in the pro-
mises which God made while they dwelt in the wilder-

ness. Furthermore, as a result of having to live

e
‘

amidst the Canaanites, some of the Israelites were
« O
ettracted to the Canaanite nature cult. This, in

turn, weakened Israel's nationsl unity considerably,
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as I will demonstrate in my discussion of the period
of the Judges. However, first, I will deal with the

conquest of the land under Josghua. '
Immediately after the death of Moses, when

Joshua became the leader of the Israelites, God's
promise of the land ¢f Canaan for inheritance by the
Israelites was reaffirmed, and God's active partic-
ipation in the future battles for conquest was re-

assured (Joshua 1:2-3,5-6),
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Joshua wae warned to practice and study the com-
mandments day and night, and not te turn aside from
them, in order that he may be successful in battle

 (Joshua 1:7-8),
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It has been explained in chapter II that the pur-
pose of these ordinances, which Moses had set down for
the people during their sojourn in the wllderness, was
to unify and nationalize the Israelites, and to separate
them from the ways of the pagan nations, in order that
no outside cultural or religious influence might weaken
the strength of the tribes, and prevent them from con-

quering Canaan. In this case, the leader was told to

' 5
* !
& . -
r
r ]
. ]
¢ S
» .'
- -
-
’ | - 1
4 -
¥ L
F : -
. |
- 4 "
'-
: ! |
- |
X ¥
i
P | "
M L 9
B ]
g [ i
4 i
. &
.
rs
" ]
- r “.
. .
. "
e Ty
; %
N ! _-‘.
4 ] .
- :
¢ W
" d
2 B X
. |
Th
] & = ;
. =3 L
A -
W %
] -
i
s
™ :
' -
£
i ¥
-
-, b |
! - | i
Y
' L]
u 1
"

practice all the statutes of the Mosalc Law, the

> R -
SO -

Y e T Mok ] i P Ry
- WM o g 5 , »
- - ?“ﬂmm-ﬁ-“dﬁ -
* ™ ’ - i -
- .‘. v '_ & . ’ 4

reasoning being that if Joshua was meticulous in his
practice of these statutes, the people would model
their obgsrvance after their leader.

The entrance of the Israelites into the land of

Cansan wae marked by important symbolic acts which

were probably carried out in order to boost the morale
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of these nomadic tribes who were completely disinter-
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When the Israelites were about to cross the Jordan,
Joshua ordered the priests to carry the ark at the
head of the procession as if to convey to the people
that God was leading the people in a war for conquest.
They had been trained by Moses and Aaron in the wilder-
ness to fear God, and this fear helped to carry them
forward despite their inertia. Upon reaching the
other side of the Jordan, Joshua circumcised all the
male children of those Israelites who died in the
wilderness, in order that they would bear the sign of
the covenant of God with Abraham, by which he had
promised a land flowing with milk and honey for in-
her’ tance by Abrzham's deed.4

The conquest of Jericho was pictured in the
Bible as a miraculous one in order tc emphasize to
Israel at the beginning, that not their own strength,
but by the Lord's strength did they capture the city
of Jericho. For the second time,sthe ark of God was

carried into battle (Joshua 6:3-6),
PED NV'EY Ak L P NNnIND 'elie 45 V¥D Ak Aol

NYAC [LBP LPUDD NYAEC!I . P'N' Hhee NCYA HD AHnik

Al 1R0A  'Y'aed Prop 1D yad Pl 4121

4. Geneslis 17:7-10

5. The ark of God was first used in war in the battle
of Midian (Numbers 31:€). Acceording to Rashi, the
holy vessels mentioned in this verse are the ark

and the golden plate.
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However, as might be expected of a city lying in
The deepest rift valley in the world, archaeological
excavations at Jericho dieclosed repeated evidence of
€
the action of earthguakes. In all Probability, the

collapse of the walls of this cilty wae due to one of
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these earthquakes, but nevertheless explained to the
Israelites as a miraculous phenomenon which God alone
wes capable of.

According to the Biblical description of the
battle of Jericho, the milifary strategy was carried
out in a period of seven consecutive days. It is
obvious that one of those days must have been the
Sgbbath, which shculd have been a day of rest. How-
ever, since there ig no indication that the Israelites
reasted on the Sabbath day, there is no condemnatiocon
by God for disobeying His law, 1t seems evident that
war superceded the Sabbath,or the Sabbath as an in-

8. Chester C. McCown, The Ladder of Progress in Paleg-
tine (New York, 1543,,p.52




6.

stitution had not yet acquired the status which it
later developed. In the well known passages in the
Books of Maccabees no Biblical statement is cited as

7
reason for their refusal to fight on the Sabbath.

This is especially interesting in view of the fact
that this was not a defensive battle in which the
people had to fight for their lives, but an offensive
one(Joshua 6:14-15),
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According to the Bible, this was the first battle

in which an entire city was devoted to destruction. All
the people, their cattle, and their property were
utterly destroyed, and Jericho itself was consumed by
fire. However, because of a promise made by the spies
who were harbored in the house of the harlot, Rshab,
while they were surveying the city, Rehab and her
family and their possessions were spared from anni-

hilation (Joshua 6:21-24),
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7. I Maccabees 2:40-41
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There is a parallel to this practice of utterly

destroying & conquered city in the customs of the
Moablites, which has been mentioned in this connection
by Fleming James.8 In the famous Moabite stone, Mesha
of Moab speaks of killing the inhabitants of a cap-
fured town as a sigh¥ pleasing to the Moabite deity,
Chemosh. James took the view, that Joshua was actua-
ted by a similar idea, namely, that by killing all
the people, the Israelites satisfied Godis loathing
of the Canaanites, and by destroying all the spoils
which they might otherwise take for themeelves, they
were doing something which pleessed 3od, and for which
they would be favored by Him in the future. However,
such destruction had much greater significance than
that portrayed by these religious interpretations.

For one thing, this practice prevented the influx

of idolatry which could be very destructive parasite
to the Israel's natiornal unity which was still ex-

tremely weak. Furthermore, taking captives for use as

8. Fleming James, Personalities of the 0ld Testa-

ment (New York, 1947), p.ol
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slaves was not worthwhile for a people who were still

not established in their premised homeland. Later on,

T AT s e U e MY (e v D AP At O g e A,

though, when the monarchy came into existence, this b
practice fell into disuse, because slaves played a |

very important part in the economy of the empire.
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Although Jericho ie mentioned in the Bible as
the first city conquered by the Israelites upon their #

entrance into the land of Canaan, it was probably not !
The first city to have been conquered by the Hebrew
‘p00ple as a whole. For one thing, not a word is said !t

in the Bible about a conquest of central Palestine or i

-l e
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ite capital Shechem. However according to the book i

R
-

of Joshua chapter 24, Shechem was the scene of the

O
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gathering of all the tribes for the renewal of the
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covenant. Most scholars believe that friends or
relatives of Isrsel were already in control of this
region, so that all Joshua had to do was to make a

treaty or covenant with them. In control of Shechem,
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it is thought, were Hebrews who had never been in
Egypt, or more probably had come out of Egypt at an
earlier time, perhaps at the expulsion of the Hyksos

peoples. The Tell El1 Amarns letters of the Canaanite
kings to the Egyptians court in the early fourteenth
century indicate that Shechem and the region around

it to the north and socuth were at that time in control

of a rebel who showed by his actions, little respect
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o
for the Egyptian Pharaoh.

After the conquest of Jericho, the Israelites
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turned toward another fortified city, which was called
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Al in the Bible, but was shown by archaeological ex-
cavations to be really Bethel.loThe men that were sent
to spy out the land, returned with reports that the
Israelites would be able to capture the city with ease

and suggested that only two or three thousand men be

sent into the battle. However, a rather small force

from Al defeated the Israelites (Joshua 7:3-5),
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9. See G. E. Wright - F. V. Filson, op. Cit. p.39

10. The excavation of Ai in 1933-1934 by Mme. Krause-
Marquet furnishes an interesting problem. The
name of the site in Hebrew means ¥The Ruin;" ite
conquest is described in the book of Joshua, chapter
7 and 8. The excavator found that it was one of the
great cities of Palestine during the third millenium
B.C.E., and never again occupled except for a small
Tsraelite settlement dating after the twelfth cen-
tury. An excavation by W. F. Albright in 1934 at
Bethel, one and one-half miles away showed that
1t was established to take the place of Ali. The
ruing of Bethel bore vivid marks of violent des-
truction during the course of the thirteenth cen-.
tury. The simplest explanation of the situation is
that the story of the capture of Bethel was trans-
ferred to Al in the "Book of Joshua."

G. E. Weight - F. V. Filson, op. Cit. p.l1l05
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ITmmedistely upon the defeat of the Israelites,
Joshua rent his clothes, and covered his head with
ashes according to the mourning customs, and cried out
to God 1in a manner that was typicsl of the people when
They murmured against Moses in the wilderness, and
which probably indicated the low morale of the Israel-
ites, their reluctance to fight for the promised land,
and their desire only for a place to dwell in peace and

gsecurity (Joshua 7:7-8,
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The overwhelming defeat of Israel by the inhabi-

tants of Al was due to the fact that the sples under-
rated the strength of the enemy &nd advised an attack
with inadequate forces. Also they lacked tralned
goldiers and up-to-date implements of war necessary

to conquer a fortified city. However, 1t was expliained
in the Bible as a punishment for a religious trans-

greseion by one of the tribesmen (Joshua 7:11-12},
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Achan, of the tribe of Judah, was found guilty of
taking articles devoted to idolatry from the spoil of
Jericho and hiding them amidst his own possessionse.

When he was brought before Joshua, he confessed his

sin (Joshua 7:20-21), %
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Joshua ordered Achan and his family and their
cattle to be stoned to death, and their possessions to
be burned with fire because he disobeyed Joshua's in-

etructions to the Isrselites to keep far from things

devoted to idolatry (Joshua 6:18-19),
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Without doubt, making an example of this law-

breaker served as the means of impressing the people
all the more with the seriousness of tThe offense of
harboring any objects devoted to idelatry. As it is,
they were already conditioned to the idea that success
in war depended upon-complete loyalty tc God, their
leader in battlie.

When the Israelites attacked the city a second

time, Joshua employed thirty thousand men in battle
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instead of the original three thousand, and devised

e strategy whereby the inhabitants of Ai would be
squeezed between forces in front and behind them.
Once again the God of Israel was pictured as a God of
war, glving the city into their hand. However, 1in
Thies encounter, unlik@ the battle of Jericho, they
were instructed to keep the spoils and the cattle as

a prey for themselves (Joshua 8:1-2),
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The Biblical commentators offer no reason for
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the change in attitude towerd the spoils and cattle.

Yet it seems obvious that their destruction was a

tremendous waste, especia'ly the booty which had no
relation to idolatry. It is possible that Joshua

revised this law in order to increase the sustenance

of the Israzelites, as well as to provide greater
incentive to continue the conquest. Nevertheless,
even though this law was relaxed, they were still

commanded tc¢ destroy all the inhabitants of Ailin;

cluding the king, and to set the city on fire.
After conquering Ai, Joshua bullt an altar to
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11. Joshua 8:25-29
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God at Mount Ebal according to the Law of Moses, and
made a copy of the Law on stone to be read to all the

people (Joshua 8:30-32),
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It has been suggested that this prokibition

against the use of iron tools in building this altar,
also mentioned in Peuteronomy 27:4-5, was instituted
by Mosesg, because iron was a symbol of war, and iron
implements which were used to shorten man's days

should not be used to fashion an altar to God, which
12

was meant to lengthen man's days. Iron was used in
making axes and hatchets (Deuteronomy 19:5, II Kings
8:5), sickles, knives, swords, spears (I Samuel 17:7),
bolts, chains, fetters <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>