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1. 

Foreword 

It has been wondered why the !ible, which is the 

fountainhead of the Jewish faith and the souroebook of 
. 

Je ish ethics, is saturated with the gory details of 

ar and ruthless bloo~shed, and why the God of Israel 

• 

was ¢ctured as a God of war and venge*nce. The ans--.--...JJ.__.· ,,_. 

were to these questions must be sought by studying the 

attitudes of the people of Israel who lived during thjj.s: 

period as well as the sentiments of their leaders. It 

will be the aim of the author of this dissertation to 

describe Israel's attitude toward war and to detez'llline 

whether that attitude was consistent or not throughout 

the Biblical period. 

To my knowledge, two works have been written in 

English dealing sp . .:.cifically with the subject of war in 

the Bible. In 1905, a thesis was prepared by Sidney E. 

Goldstein for the Hebrew Union College entitl9d, 
1
The 

Concep~1on of ar and Peace in the Bible. 1 The author 

discussed the r elationship of the wars of the Biblical 

period to the geographical conditions in Palestine, the 

military strategies of Israel's leaders, showing how v · 

they improved steadi ly until the monarchy was establish­

ed, the laws regarding t he conquest of land, and the 

• 
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2. 

treatment of captives and spoils, the rituals which 

were practiced before a battle, blowing the shotar, 

sacrafices, the consecration of i t the warr ors, e o., 

concept of the sanctity of war, the attitude of the 

prophets toward war, and the God of Israel as a God or_· 

war. A.11 in all, the ·thesis presents to the l'eader 11 

bird's eye view of the concept of war in the Bible. 

This work does not infringe upon my dissertation ex­

oep~ in one ~espect, namely the deseription of the at­

t1 tudc of the prophets toward war. However, since 1905, 

ma.ny new studies have beer1 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 192? for he Jewish Institute of 

Religion, and ent1t~ed, 1 The Wars of Yahweh. 1 The 

author's aim waA to describe the God of Israel as the God 

of waro Part one deals with God's leadership in the 

wars of Israel, the manner which God participated 1n 

these are, and the manifestations of the Divine pres­

ence on such occasions, i. e. the Ark. Part two dis-
• 

cusse the ar ceremonies, saorafices, kinds of weapons 

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

and kindred subjects. The author concludes the work by 

saying that he has reserved 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 at 

war in the Bible which is totally different from that 

hich I will study. 

In the English Language there is a singular lack 

of analysis on the problem of Biblical Israel's atti­

tude toward war. Therefore, in my dissertation, I hopa 

to describe the attitudes of the people, the Judges, 

army commanders : pr1·ests, kings, elders, and prophetrs 

toward war from what they have said and done as reco~­

ed in the Bible, as well as from what may be deduced 

from the archaeological material that has been made 

a ailable up to the present time. Furthermore, I will 

try to explain the attitudes in terms of the economic, 
• 

political, cultural, and rel!gious conditions of the 

times as revealed in t.1e Bible and in modern scholarly 

studies of this period. Although I have decided ad-

vantage over my predecessors with regard to source mat­

erial due to many r·ecent archaeological discoveries, I 

am denied the use of certain German works from which I 

might have been able to derive great benefit, because 

of a language barrier. 

I want t o thank Dr. Harry M. Orlinsky for his un­

tiring effor t s in my behalf, and for the advice which he 
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has given me in the preparation of this thesis. His 

guidance has been most valuable. 

I also want to express my gratitude to the libra­

ry staff of the Hebrew Union College-Jewish Institute ot 

Religion and particularly to Mrs. Su~an 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 th origin of the Israelites and the society from 

wl1ich 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 milleniwn B.C.E., . the Hurrians 

lett 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 their 

own. Instead, they were content to live amo11g other 

ethnic groups. Many of them were known to have inhabi­

ted th~ cities of Nuzu and Arrapkha. 

On the heels of the Hurrians, came the Hykaos peoples 

at about 1?20 B.CcE. However, they did not represent 

a single ethnic group, for their personal names indi-

cate different national stocks , Semitic, Hittite, Luvian, 

Indo-Iranian, and Hurriano It ls generally believed that 

out of this coxmingling of diverse nationalities, some 

of the Hebrew people emerged. 

• 



.. -----

• 

6. 

• 

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, tinder the Cs.naani te vassals of Pharaoh, 

the Habiru served as mercenaries in conflicts between 
1 . . . 

local rulers. The fourteenth century Tell el-Amara 

tablets mention them as marauding raiders. When the 

Habiru wandered along with these heterogeneous hordes, 

into Palestine and Egypt, they were n~onquerers, bu~ 

immigrants to a new land. They weren't numerous enough 

• 

or nationally minded enough to hew out a homeland of their 

own. They lived on friendly terms with the natives ot 

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 Habiru and 

Hebrew societies, it is generally believed that some ot 
2 

the Hebrews were part of the Habiru and Hyksos groups • 

1. George Ernest Wright-Floyd Vivian Filson 
The Westminster Historical 
adelphia 194e , ppx. 34-35 

(Phil-

2. See w. F. Albright The Smaller Beth-Shan Stele of 
sethos I (1309-1290 B.C.E.)". Bulletin of the Ameri­
can Schools of Oriental Research,125 (1952) I p. 31 
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In the Bible, the patriar·chal period is pictured 

as a p eaceful one. Foreigners: were treated kindly for 

the most part, and except for one or two situations,war 

seems to have been avoided. 'l~houghts of nat onalism 

we:re far from the minds of thE~se semi-nomadic clans of 

wandering shepherds and smi thEs. They did not know 

what it meant to possess land•~ of their own. They were 

only interested in the securi1ty of members of their 

families and their movable prc,perty. This is evident in 

Abrahan ' s participation in the war of the four kings 

against the five kings (Genesis 14:14-16), 
I ' .::> '_) Y) ..-1 k ,, ") I I I ' h ie -)')~ e J ' ..:;) f ")~ le ~ /'I <2, J 

-:r 'If ~ ~ I 'I A I le. If e re I ) ~ a-- 7) J # e I .I\ I~ ' ~ I~ ' 

fC)~ 'I ?:J '/ l'o/~'lfl lc.lil -:V{' { f)) ' f"¥ 1-,r-h 'I .j";;f 
f c I e,::) ? 5) /5 A k e I I • p e IV ::,> r llcJJ e ti ) e le. -)) t::l I Yl 

. r °t-)) A. le I ~ I e.J ~ ~ le.. f ~ ; ;l • e. -;-, I t ~ I / I , Y)/c. ' I r .,,,, le. 

Abraham, or Abram as he is called in the early sec­

tions of the Book of Genesis JI had a nephew Lot, who lived 

with his family in Sodom. When he was captured along 

with the people of Sodom and Gomorrah by Chedorlaomexr 

and t h ree other k i ngs, Abraruam lead his tra~ned men 

against t hese kings and t hei:r warriors only in order to 

recover hle brother Lo t and his family and property, 

b ut he also r ecovered many c,aptives and much spoil. 

Ho ever he refuse s t o a ccep t t he offer by the king ot 

Sodom to take the spoi ls as reward (Genesis 14:21-23), 
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a. 

nl' e .:::>) >I I ~ ;)J .,, , r )A f>1 t:JJc. {;c f ":? 0 1lN 11'/c '/ 

~>~ I ::/ I 'J\"' -, ?> ;:>10 ,r/V r,c. f' I ~le ) Ille..'/ . rr-
f' 'e ':j(f I <{1nr1 f le • f1 le I r 'f,/ e ::;)J/' /! '[;, ~ )) / ?\ ' 

1J/e ) rJ le../\ le {1 rf" } <:! l e. {;N n i">k ,P le. I 

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

a..~d Levi slew all the males among 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 

Scheohem inf l icted upon Dinah, their sister, 

(Genesis 34:25-27), 
;:J? 0 t , .J ~ '_J e I n,..., I I p , ~le ::; /-' ./j I I:;)~ I e . r~ .;') 

_,. 

nG"~ )'~i) Jy ilc 'I 1;:,1n e 'lc ";;)J ' ~ 
1
n1c. 

f'lf .J 

'.;)'I 

j) ~ • '.J ;:i • lk t / 1 f :J e '1 , ;1 ft ,, .J 1 v ..I\ 1c 1 np' 1 ;i 1h 
1

;;; F 
• f J, In IL /Jell~ , e k '3' i'l / '1l' 'I /'' r {n ,, J-;y 

Despite the peaceful atmosphere of the patr1archar 

period, the seeds were already being sown for the 

concept of war which was to persist throughout the 

Biblical period. For on.e thing, when Malchi-zedek, 

king of Salem, met Abraham upon his return from the 

wa::-, he praised Abraham' s God as a God of war who de-

11 vered the enemies into Abre.ham' s hand (Gen.esis 14::18-

20)' 
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I -)} j le.. I ..,, , / ' , I D r.. r J. , '9 " r r r-, ~ , > c: .,;) / i'> / > e f >N 1.-, =1 Jt _ 'j '"If / 

I' . f:., r,. r: ,., , ~ "- r ' , ;:i , N '· • , ' ')) ::) , ri , ' • I' · rr r;:_ > 
/' ).!- jd l'I I telc.. jf '/:1 J lc.. (' 1 ri/ . -f"'>lc./ /''N e 'SJ.J/i 

. Glf )e ¥N 1r /~'/ (?'~ 

3 
Then too, after the v1ar, Abraham had a vision 

of God as his shield to protect him from possible 

reprisals by the successors of the slain kings 

(Genesis 15:1), 
r) ~1c- { 1c. ')) I )J ' )~~ ..,, , .,..., ;J {Jc)) f')(Jy;"> ) I) le 

1r 1 ~11 ' :J J Jc.. /'/~le Jc..) ~ II~ /Nie.;: =1J '1 n1' ~ 

• Y /c N ?)~"")~ ("'.:)e 

In later per iods, 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 nati,_ nall y indifferent people to 
. 

fight for the possession of their own land. Already 

in this period, the land of Canaan is promised as the 

future inheritance of the Hebrews (Genesis 12:1-2), 
(.A~rtl"l'll ( .§-.')fc fi (r (f' ?)~le ~ =>")/?>' }tJk'I 

r; ~ d , Id r. re )' 1 ... J • ( le.. 1 /c. J ~ 1~ -f, k :-;) fie. r I ;:J le. A. I ;I fl I 

• ?) ..:> 1 ;.:> 5) ' ;) I f ti e :;) J:? ~ le I f ..:> ") ~ le I 

3; I am using the name Abraham at all times, though it 
is actuall y Abram in the earl ier narratives. 

I 
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T"ne sign of' this covenan1~ with God is to be the 

· c1rcumc1s1on of all males (Ge11esis 17 :8-10), 

A''" f ' IJI' 

• f · ;> rl, r '-'\'' ;) / 

'./) ./l J I 
( ' ..., n le. 

./) "111, f I~..) .:J 1, 1c. r ::> 

) 0 fl ) le Ji~ f ' 1l {le I f'l /c 'I 

ff1¥ 

• 

I ) Ne" ) e le. 'I\ I ) ~ ...I\ le. ~ • r A ' ":( r r r In le. r t)' I 41 -)) A /c 

• I:>~ f. :> f' :J { (If'/ :;-, f ' I n le. ( Y 1 ~ / ';4 1 F J 'J ':I I 'J '~ 

Thi promise is again re:peated ·in Jacob's 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), 

?>A k ) e le f..., k:. ")., /") n f , I?> r le I 

• f r I '> f I .;'11 J J -"" le. 

( ' ~le f' ?l I '";l lc.. 

;f :;, •ry ~.J e 

• 
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B. The Mosaic Period / 

Thus far, we have dealt with a simple nomadic people 

who had no nat1011al inclinations, or "concept of what it 

meant to possess a land of thej_r own. H n w the owever, o Y . 

began to be transfor·med into a national force under the 

leadership of Moses. 

The Habiru came to Egypt as part of the Hyksos 

avalanche that overran Egypt while she was 1nternall:£ 

weak { about 1?20 B.C.E.). The conquering horde which 

invaded Egypt was not compoeed of pure strains from 

some original home beyond the Caucassus. This south-

ard movement from Asia Minor picked up many restless 

or displaced elements and by the time that the Hyksos 

entered Egypt, they muat have included few of the 

original newcomers, )Ut many Hurrians, Semites, and 
. 

other displaced persons from Syria and Palestine. 

The result is that their culture, and those Hpksos 

names known to 
us show a considerable mixture of 

4 
various ethnic elements. 

4. John A. ilson: 
1951) p.161 

The Burden of ~gypt (Chicago, -
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The invade:'s, whom the E ti gyp ans so despised and bated, 

built a powerful empire which included Palestine and 
• 

Syria. Their source of strength for this conquest 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 establishment. 

of the Hyksos regime, it is easy to understu'd how a 
I 

1 foreigner 1 like Joseph could attain the high position 

~ mentioned 1n 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 B.C.E., they 
5 . 

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. Tl1ey settled in Palestine. It was naturi~ 

for those who remained, though, to be persecuted, for 

they were c onsidered part of the P~ksos peoples, and 

the Egyptian leaders feared lest t hey multiply too 

rapidly and again try to seize ~he control of the 

government. The government aaed whatever methods it 

had at its disposal to reduce the "Hyksos 1 popula­

tion i n hi s land, k i lling off ~~eir first born males, 

hard labor under severe taskmaster, lack of proper 

food and sleep, etc. 

5. George Ernest Wri.ght- Floyd Vivian 
The e stmins t er Historical Atlas to 
(Philadelphia~ 1946) PP• 2S::29 

Filson 
the Bible -



13. 

Amidst this persecution and enslavement of the Hebrews, 

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

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

a unified group, and who gve them a common cause, 

freedo.m and finally a homeland of their own. At the 

vision of t he buz~ing bush, the promise of the land of 

Canaan for this people's inheritance as again repeated 

{Exodus 3: 7-8), 
I° I ) j N ~ ) e le. f ti~ '_J ¥ ~ le. ~ , le 1 -:;')le.. 9) ;) I ;-; I ")ft le. I' 

-r, ,, J, ; /1 1..1\ r ~ =» r-, 
il { ,, J\ ~ '> ---{;le. 

f I) J fl y 'H 

f'k ~~n11 

I r1 ~ )) £ ~ I le I • I '~ le _:j II 

?} ;:, 1<1 -f > k tic. le,,..., v 
'.J y .J :) -,\ /' I /"1 ti J:k e ~ :;> I 

.'OI~'-))/ 

At the Red Sea, Moses sang his song, calling the 

Lord a man of war dashing in pieces the Egyptian enemy 

(Exodus 15: 3-6) , 
l ':\.. I "I=""' JI h ,,...-,, e I JC. ~ , )l'" 

1 >- • ,,, / · )) y 1 e> .J) ~ .J / 11 • / 11 e ;:;l I , ~ • , ; " ,4 , ' 

/Jl 'O:J: .A, tl?J )\. ~/0 /' '-:::. /ff;:J~ 1· e. Je. •n~11 1 I' I') ;) ~. 

n .Jrl I)';/ Jc_ J 7}/J>' } J'N' • /;:.le. //{ J A..lff"Jj-N~ I~ I' 

e ~ I! le.. f '61.J) -)) I?>' r _J 'f'/ I 

The horses and chariots mentioned here seemed to 
. 

have had special signifi.oance with regard to Israel's 

attitude toward war throughout the Biblical period. 

In the days of t he divided kingdom, the prophets 

regarded them as ePIIlbola of the material might of 

surrounding pagan nations whom Israel imitated, 
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instead of trusting in God as their leader· in war, 

and they condemned t he Kings of Israel andL Judah for 

depending upon these horses and chario s :f~or success 

in battle. Moses, Israel's first propheti, closes his 

song by rejoicing over the failure of Egyptian horses 

and chariots against Israel's mighty God c:>f ar 

CCxodu s 15: 19t, 
il e 'I f '~ I 'e 1 ~ ri 1 / ~ .) '~ :;') '(];J a 1 o le~ 'J 

-))e ;l'~ l.:J~ fk>e' 'J~I f 1 ;, 'f{ />le.. r?Jf) ))/-,/' 

Miriam immediately repeats th1s thought in a 

ooncl 11ding refrain to the song of Moses (Exodus 15:21), 

D 1 D il Jc ~ )) le~ •:; n /?~' ~ 11 'e ~,.,ti f>~~ ) r ~' 
,. f';:l )>1'4 1 1~:::>11 

After a month and a hal f in the wiJLderness, with 

all provisions spent 1 t he people murmurecl aga_.nst Moses 

and Aaron, for giving them starvation anci death together 

with freedom (Exodus 16: 2-3) I 

I ' ?> le. fY, -J> e11 G rlc. 1 e, 'J~ J.J 1{'·1 

=/'~ /JAIN /A' 'N die) e, 

i J {"J /e ~ J e ~ ?J J I 0 r~ I .J ./) ~ e ~ I' I ") l ~f ~J t ~ 

~ /.J/) le f ..,/\ /e_ 3 /~ '.::; y ~ e {" 

This can easil .. :,r· be understood in vj_ew of .hat we 

know ofHabiru servitude. The habirll we1:-e used to b e ing 

slaves in Babylonia and Palestine, and therefore they 

could not be expected to bz willing to 1~ay the price 

for t heir fre edom. They were only interested in t heir 
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security, the kind which they had while serving 

~rivate masters, or t hose of the state, and now that 

security was lost. When they reached Rephidim, and 

there was no water to drink, they were almost angry 

enough to stone Moses to death (Exodus 1?:3-4), 
/f'l/c.-'I ?> e N f'¥ rr_,., jJrl /''N/: f"15> I°~ lc.N~'I 

~ k l 'J ~ .Ale. I 'Al~ A'Nj)/° /"' ) }f'l/V /.JJ\'~"i> -,/~ ,111r 

?) e y 1~ .,-, ti "1 N le./: ~ / ))A th. j) e ri j) ;y ?- 'I • J:.t-1} ~ '...J 1? N 

.'Jd"j>OI ' Y N ';ft)' ?)~:)) /tYtF 

Israel's first enemy in t he wilderness was the 

nomadic Amalekite group that inhab·ited Southern Palestine 
6 

along with the Canaanites. They were a predatory 

tribe, quite capable of raids at a considerable dis­

tance from their home. They were related to the Ed-

~mites and consequently also to the Hebrews. The 

Bible mentions ~hat Amalek was a son of Esau's tirstt 

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

daughter of Seir, the Horite. 

The Amalekites are remembered most vividly 

am~ng Israel's enemies probably because they were 

the first to war against the Hebrews, and because ot 

th~ severity of their attack. They continued to have 

bat les with Israel until David exterminated them as a 
8 

power. 

6. Numbers 13:29,14:25 
7. Genesis 36:12 
a. see J. D. Davis and H. s. Gehman, Westminster Dic-

tionary_ of the Bible,(Philadelphia, 1944) p. 2~ 

• 
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In this war, the rod or God eerved as a symbol of v10~ 

Israelite warriors (Exodus 17:8-11), tory to the 

~ ))eH ") N le '/ • f , 1 a I ~ {lc ) e ' f "¥' f' n f 1 I ,., { 1' ~ "- ~'I 

':JJ/c. 1ht1 ;·)fN'1 ~ ?h~~ le..~ 1 f 'eJtc. !JI' ">h~ r-e ir v' 

7f e I,,' e 'I , '~ ' ~ f' v He .;, f) ~ f( I .,? r- ~ ~ ;) e le. 1 .r lf ~I ~ J 

I/hi ) "1:;>,fe 5>e1'1 

Jtc ) e ; I ~ ~ I I ~ ' 
/~' n'..J' -,elc...::>I 

War in this case was one of defense against a 

nation which interfered with God1 .s will, and hinder­

ed His people from reaching the promised land. He­

brew leaders commanded that the Amalek1tes were to be: 

utterly destroped in retaliation for their vicious 

ttack on the Hebrew people (Exodus 17:13-16), 
i> (-))' ) N Jc. 'I . ~) n 'i) r IN¥ .,/\ 1~ I ,-i JN¥ ""'k ye /'>)' 

'-:> re'" ' '..Jik~ f 1e1 }ao~ )11.:l'> °""'''> r-'\j )>ett Jk 
I 

n ()~ N )t eN 1~ 'I. t '/1~ 1) J> h -1 rl ,..,, ffY ) J~ ..l)k )) hNlc.. 5) nN 

i)/))•f 'i'f.Jhftt ;) ' 0.:J rl' °Y ' '-' l/'/lc.'I . 'O.J )}/::;} ' Jrte k. Ii>'/ 

• ')~ ')ylf 1'J,..N"l'~ 

This charge was repeated in Deuteronomy 25:1?-19, 

s.nd in I Samuel 15:2-3 when Samuel summoned Saul to 

gather an a1'my to fight and to d.estroy the Amalekitea~ 
• 

When tl'ie Ieraeli tea lost the battle against the Amal 9,_ 

ki tee at Hormah the leaders blamed the people beeauele 

they believed in those who were sent to spy out the 

land, and anted to return to Egypt and give up their• 
9 

fa th in the God of ar. 
• 

9. Nt1mbers 14 
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In the course ot setting down laws and ord.1nanoe• 

beto~e the Hebrews while they sojourned in the wilder­

ness, Moses repeated the promise of a homeland flowing 

with milk and honey, but with oerta1n conditions and 

warnings this timo (!Jlodus 23:22-24), 
'-'\~''" '~~le. ")~'< 6 /\ 'en '{i>~ )'N~Ji r1r1e. fl< ' ;J 

,, 'J ;; ;- '.j 1c. r11 r >· ._, • r , -. ! ..>i le. ·~., .J-1 r. ~ 'le .,, ,< 
' tJJ~ '.,"\ 1 'lh1a '.J~J:Js:>1 ·~-.an1 '.l\n-;>J ·-.,,11..,'> Jic. 71<'~»• 

-\) ~YJ\ Jc.Ii fY~t~ 1<.li rn •:u[1cl -)) tn-1'C!~ rcS-. I!.-\~ n.,,.,, 
• f ~ '..>., ~ 1 tt 1 ;ae ~ ) ~ e I I 0 i ~/\ 0 'l;) '.::> r ;) ' e. Y H J 

Moses used the concept ot religious purity as a 

means of intensifying national feeling among the He­

brews, and the concept that the God of Israel was a 

God of war , to inspire them to continue their struggle 

for a national homeland. The Hebrews had to rid the 

land of all idolatrous peoples and t he images wh1oh 

they worshipped in o.l'der to prevent ?&gan praotioee 

from seeping into Israel's religion (Exodus 23:31-33), 

?~ 1 ~~1/NI f './\e { ;; f' ~¥/ ;10 f 'N ?J;>~ ~le. '>.~I 
? 'J~ll IN.>. e i cl f i re;, ·~e· JiJc. f ::>~'~ /Ale. '..) , l)J ')) 

/~ ?Jl lt ~ t?~' kJ. J\ ')A f';.,';.,J,Lfl f'·t''JJ J'\ l.1...JI\ kl' 

• e j' I JI J f {' )) 'V' '..J f')) ' .)) r,c A/~ Y ~ >"' /\ ':J 'J i' /\le. / lc_1 ~l'I 1 

The Mosaic Law demanded t hat they ~late utterly r, 0 

the minda of the perple for a l ater command to all ---idol-worshipping people that inhabited the promised 

land as well as their ob jects of worship (Lev1t1cus 

20:2-3) , 
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I~,., JNI Mcie' 'J'iltl e 11, e'lc. )t./lc:J) ;,~...,~I '.J~ flcJ 

-r 11, ,, f ¥ JI\ I rv 1 ./JIN rifV .r Jr-,'> N /J\' -, e le Jtc 1 e'-;> 1 J ;, 

/...Ille '../\).:J.;)/ le-Ji))) e'tc;:l '.J;J Ale /Jtlc. '.Jlcl. /~Ir:~ J;.,rl<! 1 1 

'e~iltl Al<- /cN<I /YJVJ j'MJ j-AJ 1~1'11f ':i 11'1¥ ;l}~fi 

. ·e~ ,., fe J>/c. f tfnlt 
• • 

This statute is mentioned again in the book ot 
10 

• 

Deuteronomy, giving the impression that idolatry is 

a kind of 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 sword1 but all their 

cattle as well. The spoils must be placed in the 

center of the city, and the entire oity is to be 

burned with fire, and to remain desolate forever 

(Deuteronomy 13•13-18), 

.f) ~er (J /JJ.J ?'?>[k. ,,,,,, ?<:!le. ?'))- ./)hie~ ~fl~./) ':J 

'~e' ..l")/c /'1 '':I'/ (~)i'N fr1f~ '..J~ /' 1 1!'...Jlc /Irr:~· ., • )Nie.I°' ~e 

f..At~' lcJ>(!-Jc f''1hlc f'-»M D:;)¥.JJ ,-,,j[;i '">ffk/"" f~''ll 

))fi,elr.J )~=?,) J l.J.J AN/c:. ?>J11! ~v'-» .A/ice1 J>-,;>n 1 J1,e ...,~ 

=i'J J, ft/)) ;J .)) le. I -V ~ ) e le:. /; .A /c. I ?>./\le. f 1 t) 5) ~ ") h 'cJ f" 

.J) ~ ) e I 7J ~ h 1 r f .>t r k j ~ p .>.. ,1 I [ e ! :J ../\ 1~ I • ~ 1 n , ;; F 

10. Deuteronomy 13 : 7-11 
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5> ..>, 'f) i ?'?)fie.. v I?>' r J.~ O:,)f k h .,/\le. f JI lf ,) J)/c c:;!I~ ~ 

I;; )J tJ lie. N ? ~ '~ i'~ ~I ''"I' • ~I ?r -)).J~-" . le. I" f ii )" d.>. 

f'flh> 1r )JIJI 1'd1, )'>ntt 5JI-;)' rJJe' /¥fff° r)h'>'> 

7 rl h ...,, 

Moses warned the people in Leviticus 26 that, 1t· 

they would obey these statutes, and remain separate,and 

strongly unified, they would continue to be successful 

in warring against 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 Is:ael as a God of war used in reverse in order to 

threaten the Israelites with extinction. God will 

fight on the other side along 1th the enemy helping 
• 

to defeat Israel. The prophets who lived in the days 

of Divided Kingdom constantly reminded both Israel 

and Judah o this warning for their kingdoms were 

tottering because of the inroads which idolatry had 
• 

made since Solomon 1 s reign. 

It is interesting to note that the Mosaic La 

had a statute concerning conscription. Military 

service 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 faint­

he&rted, 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 wa~ 

betrothed, but who had not consumated the marraige. 

It as felt that these en would be more of a hin-
11 

drance than a help on the battlefield. 

Before entering the new homeland Moses sent 

spies to dete1111ine the conditions that prevailed. 

When the people heard from the spies thB:t t he land, 

which they were to conquer 1 was filled with strongly 

fortified cities and •giants,• they wanted to stone 
12 

Moses and Aaron, choose a new leader, and return to 

Egypt ( umbers 14: 2-4), 
f;, . Jk J I /'I le. I I lie 1 e. '..J ~ d..J J J ti) le. [ (J I j) ~ "' r 'Ir I J J' I 
• /J./IJI I f' i>~.,) ) ~ ':IN~ JJ= f ') ~/V f11c;. /.JJ)N 1/1-)) ~cY'.;') h 
I J I eJ ~ ') h ~ Ji> J r ....\le. ,, ~ i'"-> ( c. )\ lie. J JJ) le le. , ;J ft ;:; I 5) I ;) fl I 1 

e ·1~ j)f'l /c'I. 9\ tf' )~ N ~ Je / .J [ ~I~ le. Ir,.., ~ ~r /' j)' }.Jd ~ I 

~ 1' pl 1 -: J /II ~ /<!! .J .{: e Jc I ')) ..JJ\J I' n J, dJc 

Though Moses and Aaron wanted to lead Israel 

into an offensive war, the people rebelled against 

them, fearing that t hey would all be killed by these 

s t rong enemies. They prefer red to return to slavery 

in Egypt. They did no t care about freedom and a 

homeland. To t hem it as not worth fighting for. 

They were i nteres t ed only i n security for them-

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

they had been oriented toward living in a slave society. 

Moses, seeing that it would be impossible to carry 

on the conquest of land with such people, caused 

them to dwell for forty years 1n the wilderness, giv­

ing time for the older generation to die off naturally, 

and for the younger generation, which was never con-
-

d1t1oned to slavery, to reach maturity (Numbers 14:29-

33), 
f.;))';JDft f0I' r.:J'~P'i> ht ~;:.)'~~J IJa' il'>:>1 l~f/N) 

r ..I\ le. ?le. • I JY PJ>..J 'h} )e le )I J;1N I )')_J e ',")I!?~ J ~n 
1..:J 5)f:) r~~/(. /Jef. l~I ..Jl/c. 'J'f/c f!_.J ie/c. -f")fc:a_ lie. J/c.~/\ 

r J\ ' "'c.. ) e1'- J°.:J;; Q / • j 'J J ~ er e.1)),, DJ a, ;N ~r; , ic. 

f'J\0/cN ) ~/c "f)lc ~ .l\J: 14'~ '1 f.Ak '.../\/,'~-;)/ '))'-))• ~~~ 
f'~1 / ' 5>' ?"::J'.J~I. :>)~-,") "'">~vN~ tfil• ~Jtlc. /'::J' )~a/~ /cf:' 

rJ; ';/ ¥ /> :J 'Jt I J '> A le. I le~ ..J I ·f1..J ~ f ' ¥ ~ -, le. I ?. ~ N ~ 

. i~';,/N~ ~~· } ~C) 

In the course of their sojourn in the wilder-
' ness, the Israelites arrived at Edom. They requested 

straight passage through the land on ·the king' a high­

way, not turning right or left, and paying for any 

food and water that they might need. However, the 

Edomites refused to grant permission and came out to 

their gates with full armed force in ease the Hebrews 

deeided to attack the land (Numbers 20:19-21) , 
1) Ae..J r 'JI.,., flt )) U.J '))Jo (V ;:a ik) <:' ' '-J ~ 1 •f1c. I lrlk'J 

• 7> '")~ Ylc. '_r; 1 ;l I~ i /'le 11 'l I° 1 ::>N 'J).ll.JI 'J />NI '-.JI<. 

• 
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• ))j>\h ~';lJ ~~~ f 'lf ~ I .A. le I J "'> { f I :/ le. le. 1 , , ....., "~A /c. r , /Vic. , ' 

I 'Ii" Jlc. ) E ' ~· / } r ~ <! ~ ) ;) ~ J Jc. J e I A'c. j .JtJ r1~1c. /1,lf'/ 

Only in the case of Edom and Moab, did the 

Israelites turn away ~rom 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 paas through 

these lands on foot without permission (Deuteronomy 
• 

2:4-5,9), 
'.J ;:> f>::;; 'n le.. {r ;;. ~ ~ f I..,~ y f> ~le. /Nie> I~ r .,." .A/,I 

lie . ~ lc.rl f>J.. l f'l~.J; /:JN /le.. 1 ''I ") ·~e~ f''~e·,; Je.?r 
... 

Jc!) ~ J ? ) =?N ~ti' p !-1 lc.N f :::; /:" /J) /c_ Jc_[ I :> ~~ I ") c:'J) .../) 

• } '1<:! ") .;') ..A le.. !..iJ>J I e ~ c# -)") e ")' '-=> 

fl ~ lclA.J\ f,;_ 1 ~JclH .Ale. } .}.A Ji'-- 'Jic :;'>1 ')) 1 ! tile. '/ 
1

M J GIJ 'J ~,f 1.:J i) e1' J }- 11r.. N fJ f'> lc. ,J ':J -nrvnJrl 
• -)} e J I ) ~ .A /c_ 

"However, an archaeological survey of Edom pro-

vided other reasons why it was, that without per-

mission of the 1nhabitantR, a foreign group might 

not enter the ter rit ory. Strong fortresses barred 

the way on all the frontiers of Edom and of Moab, 

north of it. The high comparatively fertile and 

well atered Edomite plateau ends suddenly 1n the 

south wi t h preci pitous wal ls and elopes marking the 

abrupt f al l to t he desert of the Wadi H1smeh, which 

stretches to t he Red Sea and Arabia. Edomite of the 

; 
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armed guards probably escorted cru:~avans which travel-
. 

ed through the Wadi Hismeh and thE~ Wadi Yi tm to the 

Wadi Arabah and to Enon-geber: Elath on the north 

shore of the eastern a1'I11 of the Retd Sea. The main 

line of defense, and tor all praet;ical purposes the 

southern border of the Irort Age k1.ngdom of' Edom, 

was mat•ked by a line of fortresses along the southern 

edge of' the plateau, dominating tl1e Jebel Sher& Neqb 

Shtar, which mark its limits. 

The .eastern boarder of the Ed.omite kingdom wae 

even more strongly protected, thanl the southern, its 

defenses being marked by a long li.ne of fortresses 

situated on the highest hills in the arid, uneultl-
. 

vated region between the Desert an.d the Sown. From 

one end of the country to the other it would have 

been possible to transffi '· t fore or smoke signals in a 

very short time. This line of fortresses continued 

northward and marked also the eastern boundary of 
13 

Moab. 
. 

Israel could not possibly rec1rui t the forces 

necessary to attack a thriving, pr•osperous, civi­

lized kingdom such as Edom. If she would have been 

able to do it, the long continuous1 record of emni ty 

and warfare would probably have be!gun at this time • . 

13. Nelson Glueck-"The 91viliza,tio1~ of the Edomites• 
Rabbinical Inst;! tute-H. Ue c.-;r. I.R. 

(Ne · York 1948) pi. 2 • 
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Edom had control of the strategically important trade 

route down the ad1 Arabah, and the possession ot the 

rich copper and iron mines which abo11nded in 1 t. Moses 

made a remark about the children of Israel by-passing 
• 

Edom which seemed to indicate hie knowledge ot Edam's 

source of wealth (Deuteronomy 2:8), 

':))~)~-)\ f>1~h' )'~eA r'~e'i) I~~ 'j;, IJ'hlc · /\le.II }~~JI 

• ') ~ ~ JI '_a. 'lJ N / ../> Jt le N 

In fact, Moses' marriage to Z1pporah, the daughter ot 

Jethro, the Kenite, may have had deeper s1gn1f1cance 

for Israel than was previously known. Long before the 

advent of the Israelites, the presence of the mineral 

dep.osits in the Wadi A'ragah was known, and the mine~ 

were ex;loited by Kenites and the Edomites to whom 
14 

they were related through the Ken1zz~tes. It was the 

Ken1tes, who were nat~ve to the country and whose 

very name indicates that they were smiths, who probab­

ly first imparted to the Israelites and Edom1tes in­

formation ooncernin.g the ore deposits in the W-ad1 

Arabah, and who introduced the Israelites and the 
15 

Edom1tea to the arts of mining and metallurgy. 

Now Moses took his wife from the Ken1tes, and 1t 

appears that the Israelites ever afterward maintained 

close relations with them. Saul, being mindful of this 

14. Genesis 15:19, Genes1s 36:10,11,42 
15. Nelson Glueck The Other Side of the Jordan (New 

Haven 1~40),p.83 
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close relationship, spared the Kenites in his battle 
16 

with the Amalekites. Therefore, though we don't hav J 

any proof, it is p-ossible for us to infer that Moses· 

may have bee.n well informed as to the great natural 

resources in the land of' Edom, but lacking the mili­

tary force to conquer it, he explained his course of' 

action to the people in simple tex•ms, namely, Edom' tr; 

relationship to Jacob's brother, Esau. 

A'.fter the Israelites by-passed Ed~m, they came 

by way of Athar1m. Here they were attacked by the 

king of A'rad. Israel won the battle and tlE people 

cSJrried out the command to destroy utterly these 

Canaanites and their cities (Numbers 21:1-3), 
r ") ~ lk. I e f /c_ ~ • ..:> ;:l ~ J -,) ~ e f ;> ) ¥ r IN t .) ¥ J J .;) Y1' c 'I 

l ~-1 fk.)e' )=i'/ • 'iJe /.Jf'IN ~e'I fi:1e 1~ f'hJtt F'"1-Alc'» 

'..I\ N ) h 11 I t ';/ / jJ j) ~ )) f y -,") J\ I<. 

f"Y>'I 'J¥J :l ~ Ale. )-A 'I fie) e' 

/..J\ _J I' le.. I N /,I I 

Then they approached the land of the Amorites 

which was to be included in Israel's new territory • 
• 

Moses, however, did not intend to conquer this area 

just yet, merely asked for permission for the 

Israe ites to pass thro11gh the land in a way similar 

to that re uested of the Edomites. Sihon, the king, 

not only refus d permission but even oame out with an 

16. I Samuel 15:6 
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army, and attacked Israe~. Under these oond1t1ons 

Moses had no cho~ce 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), 

• )t./lc r I >Nlc.l) f'M 1n 10 r;c f'-=>lc./N /ic.) e. 1 nl"e·1 
I rl )) ..)\ e .J le. r f I J ~ I .,, ~ e ~ -)) v .J le/' r _j( , ,, ~ i) I ~ ((le 

; ./IJ k /i • r !";, ~ , ~ y J ) ~ /:. ~ , r fJ r 1"' ,..., ? , :, ~ -;, ,t:. ~ 

INK J; ./\le In '0 IJ01c 'I Jh ~ ~ ") ;y ~ JJc -,~' ./)/c.. /h 'O 

.fic.:>e·~ f>nf.1 .;,~-»' Ir:.~'/ ?)?~~r1;;, Jk'>e~ -1)/c-,~d le~ 'I 

/>~' :(~ JJ1/c..fi t§f1k J\/c e/''/ ri?n 1
;;/ /ie.-..,e' l~:J'/ 

·1'"'4 ~) ,r,~e ~er '.:J /'N(f 'J~ ~~ 

Naxt, they came to the land of Baehan, and Og, 

the king of Bashan came out with hie army to meet 

them in battle. Once again, the Hebrews utterly 

destroyed the inhabitants and took the land. In 

this encounter, Moses once again 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), 
r ./I le) I) r I e ~ ;-; r lt1 ~ I 'ti k.1- 'I I e ~ .,., r) :;> I h, I I J d , I 

lk. l> e" lie. ?>I;,• J,., le. I I • , ?I j =? k .,-, "'nh1 r IN~ J:J I Jc. I )J 
. 

f.1-/k. )l/,/ lflY ~ ./)le/ I.Ale '-1./1.J (y'~ '.J /.,..le A:. 1~ 

~ e I' -, elc. '/fifer> (cfH 1n'OJ A' c:e ¥ 1 etcJ /J ..I) 'e 4)' / 

)'Jee)) •!>al; 1¥ IN¥ h ../\le/ /'.J,,l Ale.I 11\lc ;;:J'/. //it en;, 

• It)"-. ..lik 1e1•·1 -t'1e 1r 
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Finally they passed trurough the plains of Moab 
• 

• 

and settled at Shj.ttim acroiss the Jordan from Jericho. 

It was here that Moses infl:1.cted severe punishment 

upon the people for attempt:1.ng to assimilate into an 

idolatrous society. Twenty four. thousand Israelites 

are said to have been pt:it t•o the aword for turning 

away from the God of Israel ., toward Baal of Peor 

(Numbers 25:1-5), 

• ~Jc•tt JifJ~ /le. ~JJ~J f~f;, Jh 11 f''~~ >;<---,<!' ~e'I 

• J '))' .,1J/,/' )II')..>, e 'I f '()l ~le. 'I ',, '?) j"/, 'n~ "' f'¥d /le:") i> ~I 
)/'Jlc..'f. Jtc.)e'"A 7JI">)' {lie. ")n'/ l1'1f;J fli~I JJc}e' ;"/f(:l-'/ 

j)J:;>'{ f'Jtllc. ~1)J))1 fY~ 'e1c..1 h J,tc. V>i) n~" He. ?llij' 

fie. JJ e rt 1 N le ' I • Jk.? e ~ N 7' / ;) ' -<11c. /' -, h ~ e '1 e Ne;, ~ c J 

• 11Yd Ii -;Jr ''~N!J'5> / ''eJ1c.. e'tc. 1~ 1;> /Jc.-,e.' 16;Je 

Furthermore, Moses ord•ered the annihilation ot 

the Midianites because they had sent their women into 

the Israelite camp to lead 1~hem into practice of 

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

bers 25: 16-18) , 

f.)) , .:l '> / I 'J , Y H .;, A 1, / 1 -, 1 • -, rl 1. /' n e /'I /k. :>) 1 ;,• I ~ ~ 'I 

h f' .J $" / J; J ) ck 1c -:J • {; .J ~ I' .j tF f> ;) f ' ") ""> !- '.;) • ~./)I Jc. 

• )li'd )~:t "' ~CJ~l'l·i"> f>I'~ 
This ar against tl1e :Ldiani tea was Israel's 

first religious war 1 and foJr the first time, Moses: 

sent the priest, Phinehas i11to battle with the h ly 

vessels. Later when the sp(>ils of this var were 
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divided, the priestly class received a share of the 

booty. However, the presence of the priest ~hinehas 

and the holy vessels on the battelfield may have been 

intended as a symbol of God's presence during the 

battle in order to boost the morale of the soldiers. 

Before this encounter, the word of God was sufficient 
• 

encouragement. Also, this was the first time that 

Moses called for a numerical draft of manpower. These 

~wo facts might have indicated that the morale among 

the people was quite low (Numbers 31:3-7). 
lc.~J I f'~J/c P.:J..J\kN t.J [ n .,"' )fi fe. , ,,.,, fie. lleN ~ ~·1 

fie.. 7 ~ /f d "'"'' • I, 'Wt'(i~ 'j) I 1''' J\JI j'>J ..>t..lt I' I, N J¥ ,. , i1 '/ 

1 l:c tl 110N'I. to()!/" 1nl'e1' IJ,1e 1 -"'~fi f;[ 5l GNt 

7) e N ,P/)/c.. n!e1/ ,/c)l'i) 'J1{n fJJlc 1eY f '.Je v f NJ ~flt: 
le ;iJ I 'J .:> :;i I" 1' Jlc I a 0 nJ I ci) J/,., I I' .Jt le. le ;i Ji" ':;)V°N I ~ .r,. 

/ ' ":/ti r '( / le ~ ~ 'I • I y , ;;i 'i\ )' J 1.1\ )> ji I .... ! n I e qi j> )) I J:; ' 
• J .'.:) ~ b J J ., i) • I ;) e N }\ le ;") I 1l I i) I J , ~ le :> 

Further possible evidence of low morale can be 

found in the manner of expression used in the above 

passage. In verse 4, the words one thousand men or 

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 used in the passive ro1'14 
17 

implying that the troops were deli ered forcibly. 

17. See Rashi (E. Solomon Ben Isaac) 9ommentary on 
the Hebrew Bible, :· .. . - :- -:: " : ... 

and Rashbam (R Solomon B-n Maimon) Commentary 
on the Hebre Bible 

(Numbers 31 :5) · -
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In all these battles, which 1rere fought prior to 

crossing the Jordan, the Israel1tete followed a set 

course of action as laid down by bloses. If the land 

was not to be inherited by Israel,, the Israelites ver ~ 

to oft r peace te1"Ills in which the other nation was to 

become tributary. If the other ruLtion refused the 

peace offer, and went out to do b!tttle, the Israelites 

were to conquer them, kill off alJL the males with the 

sword, and take the women and ahiJLdren captive, and 
18 

their oa-ttle and spoils for a pre~r· HoveveT, if the 

land was part of Israel' s f·uture ~Lnheri tance, the 1n­

hab1 tante, their cattle, pnsseee1on, and all their 

devoted objects were to be deetro~red completely lest 

they might lead Israel to idol worshi'p and the abom-
19 

inahle practices associated with :l t. Thie warning, 

not to take captives> cattle or s1po11, is mentioned 
20 

several other times. 

With the close of the Mosaic period, Israel wa 

still a weak feder•ation of tribes,. However, her con­

cept of war was no established. The conquest of the 

land ot Canaan was a di vine missi~on. The God ot 

Israel as a God of war, leading ·them into the promised. 

18. Deuteronomy 20:10-15 
19. Deuteronomy 20:16-18 
20. Deuteronomy ?:1-2,16, 24-26, :N11mbers 33:52-55 
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land, fighting with them and helpiltig them to ove1•come 

all obstacles. The war can1p becam49 a holy place and 

the -soldier·s were like holy vessel1s which were not to 
21 

be defiled. In the war against Mi~ilan, even the ark 

was b r ought into the camp by the p1riest Phinehas. 

The leaders who succeeded Mos~es did their best to 

further nationalize the Israelites, and strengthen their 

oonf idence in the God ot Israel as a God of war. How-

ever, there were many odds which t lb.ey had to overcome 

due to external inf'luenoes, as wil:l be discussed in 

the next chapter. 

21. Deuteronomy 23:10-15 

• 
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Chapter II - Growth and Tr•ansformation 

k. The Conquest of Canaan 

When the Israelites entered t;he land of OB.nasn, 

their newly appointed leader JoshuLa, waa confronted 

with several new problems. For otte thing, the 

Israelite tribes could not hope to conquer all the 
. 

land immediately, because most of the Canaanite o1t1es 

were situated in the lowlands and not in the h111 

country. Though the Israelites we~re capable of win­

ning in the hills by guerilla: wart.are, they were 11n­

able to drive the Canaanites out of the lowlands, be­

cause, fighting on foot with only bows, slings, stones, 
. 1 

staves, and only a few swords and spears, they could 

not compete against the formidable~ horses s.nd chariots 
' 

of the Canaanites. Thu·\ we are told that Judah could 

not drive out the inhabitants of 1~he valley because 
2 

they had chariots of iron. FurthE~rmore, the Israel.i te-s-

had great difficulty in capturing fortified Canaanite 

cities because of their primitive eapons and lack of 

experience in military science." Therefore, by the time 

that Joshua died, Israel· as not :Ln possession of the 

entire country but onl the centrl:tl ridge. The 
• 

1. G. E. Wright and F. v. Filson, op. cit, p.34 
2. Judges 1:19 

• 
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Canaanites continued to live around them 1n 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 wh!le they dwelt in the wilder-

nesa. Furthermore, as a result of having to live 

amidst the Canaanites, some of the Israelites were 
3 

attracted to the Canaanite nature cult. This, in 

turn, weakened Israel's national unity considerably, 

as I will demonstrate in my discussion of the period 

of the Judges. However, first, I will deal with the 

aonquest of the land under Joshua. • 
Immediately after the death of Moses, when 

Joshua became the leader of the Israelites, God's 

promise of the land of Canaan for inheritance by the 

Israelites was reaffirmed, and God's active partic­

ipation in the future battles for conquest was re­

assured ( J'oshua 1: 2-3, 5-6), 

{;t )\.J\k i)~')) /'9-,'-i> ./\le.. 1~¥' /'Ii> »..J>¥! --iff ·~~IS ;;Jetil 

r:;; . rk; ~ I f.) r ? ?J' I" j I .J J le. 1 ~le. f J le ,., Jtc ;) i )) F'lf ~ 

~ 1 ~ ~ "') etc.:J I '.1\-/t .J f'.JJ , ~ '.Jr~ j J .::> ( ') y J\ ) ek.. f' I j>N 

• ,., e If lie 

f ;y '..I\ II.;) J ~/c. _:) r II/) I tJ f { .:> r '_j;) r e 'le. ;:> .1 ~I fc.{ 

5M[c. '.]" -fl.I le' p :'}j}- ~ ( ~4 Yk 1c._/I ( C) 1 k k_r ?NY :;,• l> le. -n t!!. II 

• /'?) r .-1.A J r .J\ iJlc.f 9\¥~ eJ l e le. f-..,/ci'J ~le. 5) < ~ f ¥':;\ {"• n J _,.., 

3. Judges 2:11-15 
• • . 
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Joshua wae warned to practice and study the com­

mandments day and night, and not to turn aside from 

them, in order that he may be successful ir: battle 

(Joshua 1 :7-8), 
I t:: 1c. fl .., 1.;. v b .J ..A.' e YI" J r1 <? { t tc.. rv f'" 1c. 1 j> ~ n 1-, -, 

f .J e A / ~fl f ft 1c. N ~ 1 / 'N ' J ~J N" ) 1 o J-, r,c.. 1 
::/ ~ "lf >) e N j' I~ 

? I CJ}/ ?) ~ .;) 1) ) I .I\ ':ll )~ 0 e I fl ' le. r . r f°J> '") e k I'S ~ 

':; l;:J llr..I\ .:> ,") h:J .//Je8/:"" .,Ne.I) /¥NJ -:;)['Ii f N/ 1 '~ 
• /'1 .:J e J) ~ le. I r _::).., y A"' h I Jl" /) ~le.. 

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 wilderness, vas 

to unify and nationalize the Israelites, and to separate 

them from the ways of the pagan nati ns, in order that 

no outside cultural or religious influence might weaken 

the strength of the tribes, and prevent them from con­

quering Canaan. In thls oase, the leader was told to 

practice all the statutes of the Mosaic La , the 

reasoning being that if Joshua was meticulous in his 

practice of these statutes, the people would model 

their observance after their leader. 

• 

The entrance of the Israelites into the land ot 

Canaan was marked by important symbolic acts which 

ere probably carried out 1n order to boost the morale 

of these nomadic tribes ho ere completely disinter-

ested in t he new homeland, and ho wanted only tha 

security which they had alreadv known in Eg}'pt • 
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When the Israelites were about to cross the Jordan, 

Joshua ordered t he priests to carry the ark at the 

head of the procesaion as if to convey to the people 

that God was leading the people 1n 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 oovenart of God with Abraham, by which he had 

promised a land flowing with mi1k and honey for 1n-
4 

her-1.tance by Abrahan•' 8 seed. 

The · conquest of Jericho was pictured in the 

Bible as a miraculous one in order to emphasize to 

Israel at the beginning, that not their o n strength, 

but by the Lord's strength did they capture the city 
5 

of Jericho. For the second time, th.e ark of God was 

carried in.to battle (Joshua 6:3-6), 
r ~CJ ') I¥>) .A le: ~I 1"'> » ,.., N n ,[ N-:;, I ~J ,,_ h -, I¥;-, /\le. ~ J) ~ 0 I 

n )' ~ e I lc.E / P '.J n.:J ?) ~et • p 'N' .J) e e ~ e11/\ i)..:l />'1 lc.. 

J1 le. I~ OJ.i '>I' I ~ e )) f /'~I I' 1 /c :;} '.J ad F' , ~ I ' ~ __, I } CJ I ~ 

4. Genesis 17:7-10 
5. The ark of God was first used in war in the battle 

of Midian (Nu~bers 31:6). According to Rashi, the 
holy vessels mentioned in this verse are the Sl:'k 
and the golden plate. 
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<!..,'le. ?'(f" 11i'1 ?>'J>hJ\ 1'~5'> ~Jr1n ;;,faJ1 :;,/"t_,~ -,;lr/").A 

I /,e /'7'JJc. ) Nie.' I II') 'J 5':J;, fie //.I I ;i. re I »I le.? j>. I • I ~ t!..J 

.A l')CJJe. -))Y~ e. /Ice' f'J ;'>::::;, j) i ~el .A' I~.;, /17 lc.,-, _))Jc 

• :;:,,~, ;111c_ ue1r f·J~, . 
However, as might be expected of a city lying iltl 

the deepest rift valley in the world, archaeological. 

excavations at Jericho dieclosed repeated evidence oj~ 
6 

the action of earthquakes. In all probability, the 

collapse of the walls of this city was due to one of 

these earthquakes, but nevertheless explained to the 

Israelites as a miraculous phenomenon which God alon49 

w s capable of. 

According to the Biblical desc1'iption of the 

battle of Jericho, the military strategy was carried 

out in a period of seven consecutive days. It is 

obvious that one of those days must have been the 
. 

Sabbath, which should have been a day of rest. How-

ever, since there is no indication that the Israeli t•~s 

rested on the Sabbath day, there is no condemnation 

by God for disobeying His la , it seems evident that 

war superceded the Sabbath,or the Sabbath as an in-

s. Chester c. Mccown, The_ ~~dder of ;Pro~ress in Ps.f.e•~-
tine (New York, 1 43),p.82 ' 
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stitution had not yet acquired the status which it 

later developed. In the well kno n passages in the 

Books of Maccabees no Biblical statement is oitea as 
7 

reason for their refusal to fight on the Sabbath. 

This is especially interesting in view of the faot 

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), 

?> ::J ))JntJ '>'J /;Je'1 ~n1c. /¥;; 'Je?J P J'il l'r'::i> ...,,,,, liJ1J'1 

..-,ne;) ->.'~~ /fl:;,e'/ '¥''i)e7> fl'~ '";>'/. /''N' ---' ee /e"¥ 

Jc/uv ~1·~ :1 ) f' 'r/¥ ;) ¥~ e i> -f,.., <f;;Je ft .::> /'¥-;'l Ale /~O'/ 

• ~'N¥ ;J y~e "?'¥?> J)/e- J'l'~O 

Aoeording 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 ~as consumed by 

fire. However, because of a promise n1ade by the spies 

who were harbored in the house of the harlot, Rah.ab, 

while they were surveying the city , Raha.b and her 

family and their possessions were spared from annl:-

hilation {Joshua 6 :21-24), 
~'¥ I I~ J,., )) ~k. 1 ~I e 1/c. , , -, I K ;» "') e/- r.:, .l)/c IN. -, n 'I 

f I e ..) fc. ?') f 'J e Ft • ;:. J n I CJ r IJf'/n l n e 1 ? 1e ~YI I ,.," 
=l)J, ,,.,., ?> e le.-» .I\ ·~ lie. ;J )'e l :;) ...., "'~ -f 1 1c. ')") ./\k f''J~ i N ~ 

f .},"Y ;l eJ >e 1c ::> !:;\J 1e1c f:> J\lc..I -5') et -,) ~,'=. ,reN / le '!- I '>'> I 

7. I Macoabees 2:40-41 
• 

• 
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)>'~/c -'lie./ ~h) ~le /lc'l'/ r• rc1n:;, f'l '(/.J '=;; l ie~'/ .~r 

f; ~le. I ;, J I e le- h A le I '::\> 1 hie. .J&fc. I ..,} f' fc. ./)Jc../ 

> Y1> 1 • fie.. 1 e ' ~Jn N [ 71 n N f 1 n 'J '1 J le' ,J--1 >:> 

/\ en .J )J ' {; 1 ~ D,, ,, 1 ~o ::;, ,") f> " 'l"> e:> ) e ic. '3.::> , e 1~ ~ /CJ} e 
., ~, ,, 1 .J..,,,, J r~ ., ~ f) , 

There 
• :;> I :.,-, ' J\ 'r 

is a parallel to this practice of utterly 

destroying a conquered city in the customs of the 

Moabites, which has been mentioned in this connection 
8 

by Fleming James. In the famous Moabite stone, Meaha 

of Moab speaks of killing the inhabitants of a cap­

tured town as a sight 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 God's loathing 

of the Canaanites, and by destroying all the spoils 

hich they might otherwise take for themselves, they 

were doing something which plee.eed J.od, 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 p r evented the influx 

of idolatry which could be very destructive parasite 

to the Israel's national unity which was still ex-

tremely weak. Further more , taking captives for use as 

8. Fleming James , Personali ties of the Old Testa­
me nt (Ne York, 1947), p.51 
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slaves was not worthwhile for a people who were still 

not established in their promised homeland. Later on, 

though, when the monarchy came into existence, this 

practice fell into disuse, because slaves played a 

very important part in the economy of the empire. 

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 oity to have been conquered by the Hebrew 

people as a whole For one thing, not a word ie said 

in the Bible about a conquest of central Palestine 01~ 

its capital Shechem. However according to the book 

of Joshua chapter 24, Shechem was the scene of the 

gathering of all the tribes for the renewal of the 

covenant. Most scholars believe that friends or 

relatives of Israel were already in control of this 

region, so that all Joshua had to do was to make a 
• 

treaty or covenant with th~m. In control of Shechemi, 

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 

people~. The Tell El Amarna letters of the Canaanite 

kings to the Egyptians court in the early fourteenth 

century ind ic te that Shechem and the region around 

1 t to the north and south were at that time in oontriol 

of a rebel who sho ed by his actions, little respect 

• 
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9 

for the Egyptian Pharaoh. • 

Aft"r the conquest of Jericho, the Israeli.tee 

turned toward another fort if led c1 ty, whioh wae: called 

A1 in the Bible, but waa ahown by arohaeologios~ ex-
10 

oavations to be really Bethel. The men that weire sent 

to spy out the land, returned with reports that; the 

Israelites would be able to capture the city vj.th ease 

and suggested that only two or three thousand Dlen be 

sent into the battle. However, a rather small force 

from Ai defeated the Israelites (Joshua 7:3-5), 
f ';JJk:J f~>l ~ fl' fk. t'fk. /?f'Jlr.-'I Tel ">I ' lie J~e'-;,) 

Y t. 'A f?J 'Y;') /\tc. 1 .J 'I 1 J'(f' e'.1c, /"'~Ii. A e~;.j Jk e' ,, 

A ere:> 7>Ne /Y)> /rl 11i·1. 'j)('IY, (¥JV '.) /'"¥-=» J; .Al~ s:>IVe 

I~?) 1 E'J/c ~ ?>"' I :J 'I. t ~;) 'eJlc:. '.J Cl r I aJ '( e, le f> ';) JJc. 
p, ") ~ e :;> ~ ") ~e -,) ' .. > ~ r p I eJ ~JI I e '/c 51 eel f' I e 1~ ::> 

. r '"r ,~,, r ¥~ ~~r o" ,, ~,'·"? "° 1:i', 

9. See G. E. Wright - F. v. Filson, op. Cit. p •• 39 
10. The excavation of Ai in 1933-1934 by· Mme. lU-ause­

Marquet furnishes an interesting problem. The 
name of the s1 te in Hebrew means "The Ruin;; 1ta 
conquest is described in the book of Joshu~l, chapter 
7 and a. The excavator found that it was c:>ne of the 
great cities of Palestine during the third millenium 
B. c.E., and never again occupied except :f'oJC' a small 
Israelite settlement dati~g after the twelj[>th cen-
tury IP An excavation by w. F. Albright in :L934 at 
Bethel, one and one-half miles away showed that 
1 t was stablished to take the place of A1 .• The 
ruins of Bethel bore vivid marks of violent des­
truction during the eourse of the th1rteen1th oen- . 
tury. The simplest explanation of the sit1~at1on is 
th.at the story of the capture of Bethel wa1e trans­
ferred to Ai in the 1 Book of Joshua.• 

G. E. Wright - F. V. Filson, op. Cit. p.:L05 



• • 

40. 

Immediately upon the defeat of the Israelites, 

Joshua rent his clothes, and covered his head with 

ashes according to the mourning customs, and er.led out 

to God in a manner that was typical of the people wh~n 

they murmured against Moses in the wilderness, and 

which probably indicated the low morale of the Israel-

1 te s, their reluctance to fight for the promised land, 

and their desire only for a place to dwell in peace and 

security (Joshua ?:7-8, 
-At~ JI~¥-}) ~ ') ~¥-)) )\/VJ 5'1 ~. 'J ":fie ~ v/c. (!fe fi>' J Nie' I 

I .J ~'~le_ ?)J 1 }Nie.?) ~ '~ /J./'i le ./)/! J /:ii)' 5'> ->\le ?J ~ :>"> /-' '(/' ?J 

1 1n1c.. lf+/lc i>N '..J~1, 'f.l. /"<t1')\ )~Y~ ?eJI 1..J/k.1-n 1JJ 

• /'~'le. '.J~r f-, "' J/,1e' ?.;.>-n -,e1c 

The overwhelming def eat of Israel by the inhabi-

tants of Ai was due to the fact that the spies under­

rated the strength of the enemy and advised an attack 

with inadequate forces. Also they lacked trained 

soldiers and up-to-date implements of war necessary 

to conquer a fortified city. However, it was ei-rplained 

in the Bible as a nunishment for a religious trans--
gression by one of the tribesmen (Joshua ?:11-12), 

~~/ ~->, /le.. '.J) 'I j ) e le. '..J) '') i) ../\le. I 1 ? k re I Jtc. ") et le. <i tl 

• ~~·~(:) Jt.Je 1~1 1er;.;, t'dl t~Jc' ~~' f1n-,') /"' ,,,,")r 
'_J;J{ I Ji)• -f'1~ ~ ?'J '~'Jr.. 'J;) r ,Pl 1., j- {k 'I:!' :.J ~ I h' le.// 

J f le. f-:J (V '¥ .Af'?? [ -I' 0 lie. /c.r ?I hJ I' n '.=> "') I~ 'le. 

. ?..:J?i/>fY f>/t')i> l~'Nt!!..J) 

• 

• 
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Achan, of the tribe of Judah, was found guilty of 

taking articles devoted to idolatry from the spoil ot 

Jericho and hiding them amidst his own possessions. 
-

When he was brought before Joshua., he confessed his 

sin (Joshua 
I)) I -)> 'r '/) /c. 01'1 

7: 20-21), 
'::JJ le. f' JN le .J)lc.. l.:J ~ I (f' I 

./\) ;,i le. J k ;:l -)) /c. 1 k I • I .I\ '~ )" -i le i JI /\ /c i .JI dtc, e I I ;') Jk. 

':f h /, f) 5) ~ /I e fi / o ..:> ~ 'j;> e P ~le.ft/ 1 =:i> rJ f v .J) n le I¥ J e 
t2>1c.~ /''JN<{ fJ-;)f jJnj)Jcl /l?fin1c1 IJPeN ~'he ~ 1 e1Vn 

• ?'> ~ h...I') /o~ ~I 1J':,,Jc. ~ ( 1..11~ 

Joshua ordered Achan and his family and their 

cattle to be atoned to death, and their possessions to 

be burned with fire because he disobeyed Joshua's in­

structions to the Ieraelites to keep far from things 

devoted to idolatry (Joshua 6:18-19), 
/# ~An ?Jt IN' IY>f> ;a fl 1 h j) /" I-, tve /'J) Jc i' °J/ 

• I .A, I le r ./\ ):J 0 I /" ) n f lie.. ) e I v _J n /'( ~ le. I° A /II e I f j n ") j 
-=)) J 5) , {' le../.,) e? j) r~ ) ~I J)enJ '/JI ~;){I {lo..J IS I 

• /c. I ~ ' ;) 15) 1 J JA-1 le 

Without doubt, making an example of this law­

breaker served as the means of impressing the p ople 

all the more with the seriousness of the offense ot 

harboring any objects devoted to idolatry. As it is, 

they were a ready conditioned to the idea that success 

in war depended upon complete loyalty to God, their 

leader in battle. 

Whe11 the Israelites attacked the city a second 

time, Joshua employed t hirty thousand men in battl 

• 
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instead of the original three thousand, and devised 

R 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, giving the city into their hand. However, in 

this encounter, unlikl the battle of Jericho, they 

were instructed to keep the spoils and the cattle as 

a prey for themselves (Joshua 8:1-2), 
..J) te ( tJ )' nj'l ..J)hA Jtcl le)~ Jlc. ye I?> I he DI ~I -, N k.' I 

A le r ~, i) 1-A./t J 7J /c I , ~;) 'Ii' ? I ?I »NIJ[f'J;) /'~ 6 
, v ~ ..1\ I e ~ I • I~ I k A le. I I JI 'Y -4 le I J /II 0 ..A. 1~ I I ¥' :;, r ;-N 

')J ,A N =)) ~I =» r re ,-, > -5)...:JdN II Jh I, Ir ...-, 'e ~ ? elc .,;) :;,::> J# fl 
• .I'! Ihle./'/ ) I yf ~ '''- rr f I e {':Jr J '> ~-'\ 

The Biblical commentators offer no reason for 

the change in attitude tows.rd the spoils and cattle. 

Yet it seems obvious that their destruction was a 

tremendous waste , especia.,.ly the b,ooty which had no 

relation to idolatry. It is possible that Joshua 

revised this la in order to increase the sustenance 

of the Israelites, a s well as to provide greater 

incentive to continue the conquest. Nevertheless, 

even though this law was relaxed, they were still 
. 

commanded to destroy all the inhabitants of Ai in-
11 

eluding t he king, and to set the city on fire. 

A.i-ter conquer ing Ai, Joshua built an altar to 

11. Joshua 8:25-29 

• 

• 
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C--od at ~ount Ebal according to the Law of Hoses, and 

made a copy of the Law on stone to be read to all the 

people (Joshua 8:30-32), 
• ~, ~ ) -:>J ~ fie: I~ 1 1 'i>fic. )) I >'J 'J nlJ ~ N 

;l/J) ::> .J Jk ') e' !..I~ Ji, le ~I ~J -y iJ¥ :;, e JV -;.>I :l'-

f 'J ,'I /c.-r lf3k ' Ji/N /e /' '.J~k n ;:>~ f'f Ve/V » ?IJ) 

• fJ'JVJe 1nr~ 'I ?J ,,1f ..A l fi 1 'Ji 1/i-~1 /I,")~ 
rt1..:> ">!!*/, 7>ef'( j)}I~ 'Jt!'/'I ~le ,f'!J~Jc;> /¥- /'~ 

• Jk7e' !.J~ 
It has been suggested that this prohibition 

against the use of iron tools in building this altar, 

also mentioned in Deuteronomy 2"7: 4-5, was instituted 

by Moses, 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, wh1oh 
12 

was meant to lengthen man's days~ Iron as sed in 

making axes and hatchets (Deuteronomy 19:5, II Kings 

6:5), sickles, knives, swords, spears (I Samuell?:?), 

bolts, chains, fetters (Psalms 105~18, 10?:10, Isaiail. 

45:2), carts and chariots (I Samuel 13:20, II Samuel 

12:31), all of them implements of ar. This prohi­

bition was further extended to the building of the 

Temple 
Ii..-, t! »• 

during the reign of Solomon (I Kings 6:?), 
_>, J ~/' NI v.J~J Y ON v#ofe /~le. 1-">J~i) ~ J\';:J.;')/ 

• /Ji.Jr> .,,:l .J)'r>~ )f'tJe..J ,'er J.,-,~ '~ b 

Ho~ever, this explanation seems to contradict 

the concept established by Israel's leaders, Moses, 

• 
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Aaron, and Joshua, that the God of Israel is a God of 

·ar who leads His people into battle and whose assis­

tance is symbolized by the presence of the Holy Ark 

and the priests on the battlefield, and who orders 

the utter annihilation of all peoples captured in the 

course of conaueri.ng Canaan. According to these 

leaders, religion sanctities this war of conquest. 

The only way in which this conflict might be resolved 

is if the altar at Mount Ebal would be considered a 

symbol of future peace and security, once the land 

is completely 1n Israel's hands. The prohibition in 

Solomon's time had mueh more significance because or 
his peacetul reign • 

After the Israelites defeated and annihilated 

the inhabitants of Jericho and Ai, the Hittites, 

Amorites, Canaanites , Peri~zites, Hiv tee, and 

Jebusites decided to band together to repel the in- . 

vadere, but the Gibeonites used a peace st1•ategy to 

escape their doom (Joshua 9:3-6), 

• ' Y fl f n' . 'J ye / v' ?J e ¥ 1 e le ..>t /c.. / ;r N (!I I ' ~ ;JI I~ e 'I 

f'f? ~'pe /n/>'1 JI'~!- '/ /::>Jr/ -?) N 1~~ ~N:;, r~ le¥' ' / 

...>. J h J J • / / ") ") '5 JI / / ' ¥'I) if /f I f / 0 / / 1 
.-.A. I ~ le .J I / -=j) 

/ 
") I ft h r-

f" F fJf ('?>'!¥ .J\lf':i Jl,/;.rfel /'fl•£!, /;l Ji/k/6-NI Jl l J'i. 

- ~c. . I ::J r;, • f' ~ 1'l..J .;) I -,) e. ~, f '::/ '§-=»..) n !'I:;, {le.. 0 e I :;') I " /c ' . 

-r! r e 'le. Jk / 11ik. 1;µ1c:' 1 le Jd » 
( _J le. r 1> ? I h ") J \ /c ti , le J e. I 
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The Gibeonite leaders hoped to persuade Israel 

to give tt-em a treaty with better than slave status. 

They knew that they would not succeed if the Israel-

1 tes were aware of the fact that they occ pied part 

of the promised land. Therefore, they pretended to 

be living in a far off country. They thought that 

once the t eaty was made, it wouldn't make an dif­

ference if their trickery was exposed, because of the 

emphasis which the Israelites placed on vows and 

oaths. Joshua made the treaty with them after almost 

no investigation, and the princes ratified it by 

a earing to the B1beon1tes by the God of Israel, that 

the1~ lives would be protected. However~ three days 

later, their real location was discovered (Joshua 9: 

16-18) I 

..)\ '~r:l f';>f l.J> ') _:) -, e le.. 'lh 1, ;;w · A e.Je -,) ?- ,,,., '-» 'J 

/ot>'I. f' ' ~e ' /-' >) 1 ;:. )f)rJ/ 1 1 /'~ /'-» F' ' ~-,1~ '..J 1 ¥1'1e ' J 

? -:;) , 1 "¥ J I e. I re:;) I' I '~ f ':;) I ~ ¥ Jlc. I k. -;l I J Jk I e , 'J ~ 

r I ~ )) le.. fi . / I -, ({" ( J) I) j) I A '~* ~I n ) I a ..:) i\ I /I )fr\! 
I i) lie. ?) J =)) , ;=> -)) ~ ~ 7) I le. I @.) f .;) J I '6' ~ eJ '..:> rk "'\ C'! I '.J .~ 

. f 'ic. 'e.J-)) Ji 7-;-:r °':;-, u l..JJl ric I e ' 

The people were extremely angry with the prin­

ces of I srael, because they took an oath in God's 

name t o pro t ect the G1•eon1te s . T'ney had been con­

d1 tioned to believe t hat t he annihilation of all 

the inhabi tant s of Canaan was the will of God. There• 

fore, t hey probably eaw i n t hi s oath disobedience, 

• 
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which might provoke God to drive them out of the land. 

However, once a promise was made, it had to be kept. 

Nevertheless, in order to appease the wrath of the 

people, the princes gave the Gibeonites servil£ 

occupations such as hewing wood and drawing water 

(Joshua 9:19-21), 

f?>J /J'(?e.J /Jn .JI<- -» =14'>1 h Jtc J° ' l c 'f!.J v J:;, 11NIG'J 

~k.~ . /'::;) ~ ~~JI' 0 1.; teJ 5JJ>¥1 · fk.?t=' '?JJt, "1/ :n'ea 

/?[ 't91" i> I J ; /Y i> ' ~ ' le If i .A 11 c ~ 'h =))I f' v J -)) t!> ()'...) 
~ 

f '/c 'eJ ::;, j' :;) 'J 1, 11 1 1, 'I • ;° ?> f / J ~ ~ e J ) e /c. n ~ J ~ ~ ;) 

/<!le.. ::> ?) ~c)')) /7;; /''IV '~le~/ f'~Y 'r6'n 1 1 » '/ J'h' 

./''1c.. 'e...J,? ,,Cv f J)-:l~ 

Vows and oaths were strictly adhered to in the 

Biblical period because failure to carry them out 

was considered the equivalent of profaning God's 

name This is evident in the third commandment 

(Deuteronomy 5:11), / , r 
·))i>J ' l cJ ~ 1c.1e J { '-,,JJc ?J/5>' / e .J\ /e lc..C~ /41-

• Jc.. I er I Ne A /c. le. e I ?elc. A le iJ }.;:) I 

Furthermore, they felt that if they didn't carry 

. out a vow a curse would come upon them. Thue, a 

vow or an oath was even more binding upon the people, 

than the la of Moses, and the Gibeonites, knowing 

this to be t he case, resort.;ed to deceitful means to 

escape the doom which wa s to f all upon the other 

peoples of Canaan. 

Though Gibeon made peaoe with Is~ael, the other 

peoples of t he land were not prepared to do likewise. 



• 

4? • 

• 

Adoni-zedek, the king of Jerusalem, gathered the 

Amorita kings of Hebron, Jarmuth, Lachish, and Eglon 

with their armies, and made war upon Gibeon because 

of her secession from tbes~ peoples, and her treaty 

of peace with the Israelites. Immediately, the 

Gibeonite leaders called on Joshua and the people ot 

Israel to carry out their oath,. and protect them. 

Israel had no choice but to come and redeem them from 

the hands of their attackers. Howe er, this was the 

incident which inspired the conquest of southern Canaan • 
. 

Once aga~n, God was pictured as a leader in battle, 

delivering the Amorites into Israel's hand (Joshua 10: 

8-10) l 

f , ~ ./J J ( ' ~ ' ~ , :J .P 7> IV le.' !A ;;. .,,-e ' ;-, ' he_ ?> ' -n, ? rJ ,, 'I 

f le A C> re I )) I f ;l ' fk le. ;l ' I 4P r '..J a iJ '° "i>N e I le. y"' ¥' I l e.. r 
~ e I v d r .,) I.,,, ,P 1Y ,, I I .. ~ [~ ?J IN .;) J<Y :;;) r h'J h 

J, , ~ ., r¥ N r , .;> P;;; ~: , , 1, '(I~~~ vii~~ -)) ::>Pl ~ .::>,, 
., v ";/ PN ';/?fl -:>>1' ~~ ~ er /'..:J'I /1 ?n 

The defeat of the Amorites was attributed to an 

extraordinaril y extended day: which was declared in 

the Bible to be a miracle, and an indication of the 

way in which the Lor d fought f or His people(Joshua 10: 

13-14)' 
le.. I ,, It:. J, J I I ~ I le , I e ,f j) r 9 a' '1 N ¥ n ~ I I e N f' )) I "::/ , I 

Jc... CJ f'' rte.;) 'l n~ et1 t:! .;) =?N Y' I ) e , ,-, '"") d 0 J 'lf ~? I J:J ~ 

, :i;Jr /.r;,?) ;) ~,, ::J 5) , ;) 1.. 11 • f' '/VJ, t ' · .:> ,,, iJ r --;t1c 

• {k. 1 e , r f n IJ ~ J ~ , '..:> e , le [j ,.., ~ ')) I )) f K' rJ e [ I I 1 h le. I 
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. 
The Amorite kings fled to a oave at Makkedah, 1 

order to escape their doom, but they were discovered 

and killed along with the rest of the Amorites 1n the 

fie.ld. Those who remained alive sought proteotion in 

fortified cities, but to no avail. Joshua and the 

Israelites attacked the cities of Makkedah, Libnah, 

Lachish, Eglon, Hebron, and Debir, destroying all 

their inhabitants and their kings. However, Israel}a 

ictory over the ,lunor1 tea was attributed to the lead­

ership of Israel1 s God of war (Joshua 10:42), 
j Y C> a CE I i) ' ~ ..J ,r r ~ , le A k. I ?J Ffc ~ /=' ~ .:J J/V -;1-; /; _...., le J 

• /k' e 'f t n /J [k ) e ' ';) lk )) / i1 1 ~ An le 

When the king of Hazor heard about the Israelite 

annihilation of the peoples and kings of southern 

Canaan, he alerted the other northern kings, and their 

armies, and they went ou ·"; together with the aid of 

their horses and chariots to the waters of Merom to 
• 

with Israel. Again , the Lord was declared superior 

to the strength of horses and chariots (Joshua 11:6)), 

_./\ ¥ .::> I YI ft '::J f-::;> 'J;; ff le..) '.A /lc. ~e Iv' /% v I?) ' '-JN le' I 

f:j) f OfO ./) / r_ Jfc_ J e I 'J af f '//h jb J) /r_ /J'J J l.:JJ l e ~le s j) 

• etc.~ 4-, e ..h f'C)> './)~::; ? "' --4 /,/ -, p tr"' J'l 

These northern ar mies were delivered into the 

hands of t he I sraelites who smote t hem, houghed their 

horses, arid burnt their char io ts with t•ire. Then 

Joshua l ed the people t o Hazor, here they destro1ed 
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all the inhabitants and their k1111g, and set the city 

on fl.re. The cities of the other kings were also 

taken, and the inhabitants and the kings were utterly 

annihilated, but none ot the cities were set on fire, 

except Hazor, whose king instigated the battle (Joshua 

11 :13-14), 
Jfc)e ' f;J ?e /cJ J='~ J4' f';;;N<J ~ f '")J' -;,') J~ rl 

t / I y.,-, IJ7= /.JI • 'Oe I:;-, I {J1 e )) =! ~/ )/ J h "'1 lc '..l)/;t, 

G Ale ,-.,> hie' ~~ jJ7)J /S t,~ ::;)n-:n~~I ';}/k~ 
I ") 'k. e?) le. r ~ _,, / /c f' -:j i{ ~ "}J ~ ¥ ~I n ~CJ f I~ 7J /' -9 lc.. ~ 

• ?>!Vt:".J ~ 

Once again, the laws of war were modified in 

accordance with the needs of the times. Joshua 

probably realized how impractical it would be to 

rebuild each fortified city from the fo11ndations for 

settlement by the Israelites. 

According to this account .. the conquest of the 

land was· now complete and the Canaanites had been 

utterly wiped out except for a sm.a] 1 remant of "anak1m1 

which took up residence in Ga~ , Gath, and Ashdod 

(Joshua 11:22->23), 
./) ~ ~ "")J ~ ~ (:l JJ h he. J e I 'J ~ f--Y. /c ~ /' I j'J -;y °').;l /_J /~ r 

I elc. ;; :;) -{;le~ !5 J\/c ye I:;; , n j) I I • I lie~ J I-::;> e1c ~I 

r;;_, (!!, J ?> fn..J J- ¥ e 1 ~, 5'>.J...Jt 11 .,., e f'/ r; ,, 1 -;'\ ' ~ ~ ::, 

• 
)) NhJ/(N :;, v /) e -f, Jc_-,I I f' v'<J ~er f ./l 1""> /~/'I::> 

•However, there appears to be two versions in 

the Bible of the conquest of Canaan. Tho writers of 

• 
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chapters 10 and 11 of the Book of Joshua would have it 

that Joshua defeated all the land, the hill country, 
. 

and the South, and the Lowland, and the slopes, and all 

their kings; he left none remaining; but he utterly 
13 

destroyed all that breathed. Chapters 15-19 of Joshua, 

and Judges I tho.ugh., have it that the conquest was a 

very slow piecemeal affair accomplishe·d largely after 

Joshua and his generation were gone, and by individual 
14 

tribes and clans acting only infrequently in unison. 
15 

The latter view is deemed by scholars to be more corre t.• 
The remarks of t he people after Joshua's death provide 

. 
further evide~ce to support his conclusion (Judges 1:1), 

)Niel -))l))'r fk1e' '.J;:J I Jk e'/ Y (l} /7> ' ..// !If ' -,V1 /c. ' » 'I 

• 1 ~ tnlvf" ~rn.J) ~ '.J ¥-1~~) 1k 1J d" =\)/¥' ''"' 

HArchaeologically, th~s conclusion is demonstrat­

ed by the destruction and occupation, o~ reoccupation, 

sometimes several times during the rhirteenth, tewlfth, 

and eleventh centuries of such places as Lachish, 

Debir, Hebron, Eglon, Beth-shemesh, Gibeah, Bethel, 

Shiloh, Megiddo, and Beth-shan; or the failure to 

occupy certain places suoh as Jeri cho, Ai, Gezer, and 
16 

Jerusalem.a 

13. Joshua 10:40, 11:16 
14. This version is also found in Joshua 13:1-2, 
15 From H. M. Orlinsky' a Unpublished Kanuscr1}t on 

• Aric1ent Israel (1953 
16. H. M. Orlinsky , op. Cit. 
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After the conquest, Joshua apportioned parcels 

of land t~ each of the tribes. When he sent the 

tribes of Reuben, Gad, and the half tribe of Manasseh 

back to the land which tti.ey were to occupy, he gave 

them a portion on the western side of the Jordan in 

a dition to Bashan which was already promised to them 

by Moses before the Israelites entered Canaan. As 

soon as they returned to their new home, they built a 

large altar to God. The Israelites, upon hearing ot 

this, immediately took up arms, and prepared to go to 

war against these tribes. They had already set up 

the Tabernacle at Shiloh, and therefore considered 

the iuplication of the altar an act of rebellion 

against the other tribes. The people sent Phineas 

the priest and the princes to the two and one-half 

tribes to question the meaning of their act (Joshua 

22:16}, 
)e/c ?) ~ ,) JYµ ;, i'JN ))/j)' J\:j)K {'; /') fi le. "')).::> 

I' ;)J'! l.J ~~ )) / ?>' '1 n1c. N f>I '» ;:J1e/' /k.1 e 1 'n fk ~ r'J) /¥r1 
• ?>15>',;:l /' I '}) f':J-:;1Nr n;JS/V J>:;F 

The children of Reuben, Gad, and t he half 

tribe of Manasseh explained that the altar was not 

built to be used, but merely as a symbol for future 

generations, so that they will continue to remember 

that they are part of t he people of Israel, even 

though they live across t he Jordan. Thus, civil 
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• 

averted (Joshua 22:28-29), war was 
/JI tllcl )nN /.J'.J\):/ //c.t I J 'fk llNk. ' )/Vlc..J I 

/cf JJ~/~lc ve¥ ")etc ))/;)' h,:l-SN J)'J~A .Al<- /Jc ":> 

?) r: Jn • I° .:J 'J '~ J I J '-l 'A It:.. I ?) ;j (f ~ h il S d k I 

-'J I J ~ r )> I ?) J I ) IJ le N p I ' ~~ ? J e H :;)) I y.., I~ iJr-

/.J '1) 

• 
• I ..J ..J e N '..J ;:;,f"" I .Jc 

Joshua's death is preceded by a farewell message 

to the people arid their leaders, of whioh there are 

two vereiona in the book of Joshua. In chapter 23, 

when Joshua spoke to the Israelites and their princes 

and elders, he aas11rned that they were well acquainted 

with the Law of Moses and their history since the 

Exodus from Egypt, and merely reminded them or what 

God did for them as their leader in war, and warned 

them not to be infl~enced by the remnant of the 
l? 

surrounding idolatroue nations, but to remain sep-

arate, lest God withdraw his support causing them to 

perish off the land instead of conquering it (Joshua 

23:12-13), f , / ~ ,) 1 J) , ~ I'-" /l ~ Y / / A 1 ~ J) iJ 1 e 
,~..,,,..,,c ~ I p ;)~ p /)J ./) nJ>,., I f' J..I\ /c ..,") [i )) f I I k ~ .J )') ,..., Ii. ,, 

i=>'·>.,ft, vfv ' ~·01• 1c.f •.:;, 1~';/A K'I':/ '. f''J~ !'n 1 !'>..,~ 
e ,..,, "'11 na f f:J :J ,r- /',, / p-,-, '.J ;;,fr1 ?JJ1t.. .,, r; 1 d ,; J> /c. e ' -, 1~ r 

?> N ;;1,n I '1'"' f':; ~ ~ c :, '1' f' ~'JJi"t:I . f'J.J ?fl ? _j '*' J- ~ ~' e ri 
o t> :::>' ;-J/'1c. ·u I j',' I° .:Jr /AJ I e'k ..-1 le ~ .,, .,.., ~I~,, 

l?. Th s stateme t provides more evidence that the 
conques t of the land was not complete, to supper~ 
the view that the second ver~ion of the conquest 
as the correct one . 

• 
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In chapter 24, Joshua spoke to a gathering: of 

the people and their leaders at Shechem. It has been 

mentioned earlier in this chapter, that many of~ the 

Hebrews had ne er been in Egypt, and that perrulpS 

some left Egypt in an earlier exodus at about JL450 

B.c.E. These people conquered a~d settled the land 

around Shecr1em. Though they were descendants <)f 

Abraham, they did not experience the crossing c':>f the 

Red Sea, nor the sojourn in the wilderness, nor had 

they been practicing the Law of Moses. Joshua's 

farewell message of cr.LS.pter 24 seems to indica·te, that 

1 t was meant especially for these people. Jos:hua 

reviewed the history of the Israelites up to that time 

for them, and then told them that it was to be their 

choice whether they would serve the God of Abr1aham, or 

the idols of the Amorites ar .ong whom they dwelt {Joshua 

24:1s>, r 
J\ le. f' I ' .,> f' ~ 11 #1 ~ 

} e/c. /' :J '...I) I ~ le './i 

r ~ 'il e I f ~ le. ') e k. I ) "'le.·~ ' 7) J7c. ~ le. fJ le. I , ?) j' -,) ) ;: 'ls~ 
• .;) I n I .A k ~ il tr .J 'J\ 1 ;:JI '.:JJ le I ~.,...,le ~ 

The people pro ised their allegiance to 1~he God 

of Israel . However, Joshua war·ned them that 1~he Lor 

was a jealoas God, ho o·uld consume them if 1~hey turn­

ed back to idolatr (Joshua 24:19-20), 
'.J 5) J 5)' J>Jc. ~ r/ 1h1 A ,, J p y-n 1k l t?I 7)1' -, ""'' ·; 

f' ..:J lf e ~ J le.. e' k.J le J ,) le. I J j> fi. /c J » r I e -1 .i.., r I.;; Jc 

• 
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I J J ' ;J fie. f .:J ;> ~~ / -n /::i>, .A le-. I P ~ d' A '.;;J. f'.:; 'Jt 1/,t[nf"i 

• .P _"l [ (:I ' ~ ' 51 I ~/, 1 ) n 1 c. p .:; A /c v {; 1 ,P ..J f Y I 7> 1 ? e I 

Nevertheless, these people again promised to 

serve the Lord, and Joshua made a z1ew covenant with 

them at Shechem and set up huge stone there as a 

witness against these people, should they deny their 
18 

God. 

These two account~ seem to indicate the merger 

of two groups of peoples into one. However, the newly 

enlarged group did not hive the national solidarity 

that prevailed under the leadership of Moses, Aaron, 

and Joshua, because they lacked a common history and 

culture, and common inttrests. 

B. The Period of the Judges 

The conditions which prevaile·d in the land of 

Canaan for about two centuries after the death of 

Joshua were certainly detrimental to the growth and 

development of Israel as a united nation under one 

government and one God. Many forces, both within and 

without, helped to destroy the unifying bonds hioh 
. 

oses established and Jos.L'l.ua tz·ied to maint&.in. 

Of the external forces, the most important were 

the Canaanites who had not been driven out of the 

land because t he Israelites could not compete 1th 

18~ Jo shua 24:25-27 
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' 

the crops. As it as, the Ieraelit s of this period 

were quite poor when compared to their neighbors, 

20. See p • .-6 
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the Canaanites and Philistines. These annual in-

oursions made 1t even more difficult for them to 

provide sustenance for t hemselves and their families . 

Usually they would try to oonoeal their produce in 

caves or in hidden storeohambers within their houses 

and t hen run f or the hills, for the M1d1an1tee killed 
21 

anyone they found in their path. 

These were the external forces which harassed 

Israel. Of the internal force£, the first and fore­

most was the lack of a central government. While the 

Canaanites and the Philistines displayed strong ~ity­

state political organizat1one, each state having it'• 

own ruler with cooperation at least in time of emer­

gency, Israel consisted only of a l .oose feders.tion of 

tribes held together after a fashion by a religious 

convenant. The visible symbol of thi( bond vae the 

•Ark of the Covenant• which rested in t he central 

sanctuary erected at Shiloh. However, there was no 

central pol1t1oal figure to succeed Joshua as a lead-
20 

er o~ the people. Furthermore, t he liberty-loving 

Israelites were not ready to accept the authority ot 

a king as yet. They were content with the old tri­

bal organization. The monarchial ide~ went against 

their grain. They only wanted to settle down on the 

21. See c. H. Gordon , In.troduction to Old Testament 
Times (Ventnor 1953) p.1~ 

w. F. Albright "The Biblical Period,u in The 
Jews , ed. L. Finkelstein ~ 
~York 1949) ,Vol. 5, p.21 
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land in hopes of living a peaceful patriarchal society 

again. The Canaanites, Philistines, and M1d1anites, 

asserted themselves, and managed to subdue different 

tribes f or long periods of time. 

Secondly, the peoplA of Israel were not united as 

far as religion wa.s concerned. It was mentioned 

earlier in this chapter , that the Hebrews wbo Jcined 

t he Israelites, and pledged their allegiance to God 

of Ierael at Shechem had been accustomed to worehiP­

ping the idols of their Canaanite neighbors. Without 

proper leadership, they reverted back to this se­

ductive Canaanite wor ship with its degrading prac-

tices of child sacrafice , sacred prostitution , and 
22 

snake worship . Furthermore, among the Israelites , 

the older generation died , and a new generation arose 

that did not remember the Exodus . of tb' years spent 

1n t he Wilderness (Judges 2:10) , 

} I~ P P' I I' Ji I~ le lk /CJ o le J le. J~ -,'"l -, / y ;, h f~ I 
A k. ( c I ~ 1 ~ ' -"" / '( ~ 1 h F ) e k f' ,,., ,., n '' "l n le. 

• /k 1 e ' .r "" e ~ 1 <21c. i> f! ~ l''f>) 

Since they were no t able to drive out the inhab­

itants of Ca.naa.n, t hey had to live among them. ~rad­

ually t hey married i nto their families , and were lured 

into worshipping their idols . In f a ct, contrat'Y' to 

the command of Joshua, many al tars were buil t to be 

used in addition to ~he one at Shiloh. Of course , the 

22. G. E. Wright and !i' . V. Filson , op . ci t . , p.36 
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more they turned to idolatry, the weaker the covenant 

between them became and the more each tribe tended 

to live by and for itself, isolated from the other 

tribes. This disunity made oppression and subju­

gation by outsi ders rel atively easy. 

Yet, complete assimilation was averted by the 

spontaneous rise of leaders from various tribes as 

the occasion demanded. They were called •Judgea, 1 

but they were chiefly military leaders who led the 

oppressed tribes in their fight for freedom. Never 

did any of these Judges have the full support of the 

Israelites against the enemy. At most, only s1x 

tribes participated in battle, as in the days of 

Deborah' s encounter· wit.a the Canaani tee of Razor. 

After the oppressors were defeated, the Judge would 

exercise tamporary swa y over t hose whom he had 

redeemed. The following pages will deal with the 

careers of the most important J udges and their role 

in the wars of Israel. 
23 

Jab1n, the klng of Hazor 1 appears in the Book 

of Judges to be at the hea d of a coalition of 

Canaanite states which gathered their forces to 

strike at Israel in the hopes or evicting the 1n-

vadere from t he land. At this time, since t hore 

23. This ls not the Jabin who was reported killed 
earlier by Joshua. 
See Radak Hebrew Commentar y on the Bible. at 
Judges 4:2 
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was no man or tried courage, a women named Deborah, 

!rom the hills of Ephraim, un1ertook the leadership 

ot her people against t he Canaanitesl She appointed 

Barak the son of Ab1noam as commander ct the army, 

and then reoru1ted forty thousand men, using the war 

cry that the God of Israel was a leader 1n battle in 

order to arouse and insp ire them to go torth to meet 

t he enemy. (Judges 4:6-?) 
I " le_ Ji I Ir A dJ e 1 1' N f #J • iJ le. J ,.i ,, I ;A (" k )j> .A ' ,, r~ A I 

-1 1 ~.1> l~~ ,,l);;Je ,.n ff l/..1e1 •t)[ic. -:;, 1 ~· n 1.1 1, f»1 1·r1c. 

· j JJ;l~ 'J :l fJ/ 'Me>..J 'J~J' t:'1& p •;; /'1c. A ) er ("'~ /\ ,.,,. ;-, 

/ "' ' / c. ;:i! -; e /c.) O '(J J, lc. j lt!''J' J n..J Jk ('Ii~ 1 .>..)eH1 

. r 1 I ;J r :;-, . ~""'.)I I JIN i) /', Jc. I I ;:. ~ , A ~ , 

However , only t he men of six tribes gaYe t heir 

support , Zebulun , Naphtali, Iaaachar, Benjamin, 

Ephraim, and. Manasseh. In her Ode or TriumpL, 

Deborah ch ided Reuben tor discussing and med1tat-

1ng on t he var instead ot offering manpower , t h e 

G1lead1tes tor merely sitting pea cefull y among t heir 

sheepfolds on t he other side o f. t h e J ordan, anti Dan 

and Asher ! 0 1• being too occup1t!d vi t h sh1p-;>1ng 

(J udgee 5 : 15-17), 
h i" j1r'Yr , . -J;. JJ -1 ::. ~~ ·1 :;) -, ~ ~ f& ")Jee•.:J •-,E l 

j,.. I I!. > 
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Success in this battle appears to have been a 

miracle upon first hand examination, in view of the 

fact that Sisera, Jabin'e captain, was reported to 

have used nine hundred chariots of iron in the en-

counter, and Israel was unable to cope with iron 

chariots. Furthermore, Bara.k's forces were armed 

only with the home made weapons of farmers. None 
24 

had swords or spears. However, it was mentioned 

in Deborah's Ode, that a heavy thunderstorm eccur­

red at the time of battle and Sisera's ohariots 

were bogged down in mud (Judges 5:4), 
-f>/c. fl~lc. i)~e"' ("i<f1~ }';re,./ 

· f 'f'I leJ6J ~'~¥ ft! Ji)~.J 

Barak 1 s armp of forty thousand men immediately 

attacked and destroyed the Canaanites, and Sisera 

who tried to escape fell tnto the hands of Jaal, 

the wife of Heber the Kenite, who killed him. 

Though the Canaanites ere subdued, and no 

longer strove with the children of Israel, a new 

terror a1·02e and plagued them. T!1e Midiani tea 

from the east were making lon@-distance raids on 
• 

the land of Canaan ·oy means of large-scale use of 

the domesticated camel. The Israelite farmers, 

unable to offer any resistance, would flee to the 

24. Judges 5.8 

• 
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hills, while their crops and cattle were seized b7 

these bedouina (Judges 6:2-5), 
41 e.• 'JiJ !'> l 1 e; /':," !JiJfY fi.-.e • Ii /'~" ~, ~ ~ ..l't 1 

'1'?>1 • ..>tl'T.J-IV;\ j)k/ ~1/¥fl-1> ..l)lc./ /'-,;')~ -,e/c. .../j/")i>J/I .J\/c 

.l 'f'i 1h1 ,P~i'> 'J~I p{Nttl j,.~N :j)UI /k_,t!' Y')~ {'>Jr. 

le/°, -))~~ (le.I~ ~¥ f'"'llc'» JI~ ' Al'- /,J.,'nl!'J ~v'/"lr /Jfl'I 

/')'.Ji-..rll p,-, '.J. 11rJn1 ·111!!1 ~e1 ll:)e!'~ 'i\ 1nN 11'1,~' 
fJ ;) , r r1 ~ 11 P,, fl ~' r ?) ~ ., ,, , ~ :J , k~ , I'~,;-, fl,' , / ~, 

• ))A ne{" -r..,/c~ lk~'I )~fHV /'le. 

At this ti.me, arose a Judge from the tribe ot 

Manasseh by the name ot Gideon. The Bible picture• 

him as having been inspired by a messenger ot the 

Lord to carry on the war against the Midian1te1. 

It la also possible that he was moved by a desire 

tor ths revenge of the blood of his brothers who 

were killed by the Midi~nites at Tabor. The first 

thing which Gideon did was to tear down the altar 

dedicated to Baal and the adjacent Aaherah in h1• 

own oommunity, and erect an altar for sacrifices to 

the God ot Israel, in order to redi cate himself and 

his people to the religion ot their fathers. Then 

he gathered an army of thirty-two thousand men from 

four tribes, Manasseh, Zebulun, Naphtali , and Asher~ 

from which he select ed three hundred men to drive 

away t he great multitude of M1d1an1tes and their 

camels. Gideon, like the Judges who preceded him, 
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vaa inspired ~1th the traditional idea that his G04 

was a God of war, and a leader in battle, who would 

deliver the enemy into their band even at overwhels­

ing odds auoh as these (Judges ?:7), 
f''t>i>rf'I~ e'/cil ../,llcH ere-~ jlY~~ J'i:. fl/;,' 1Nlc'/ 

1:if. }l(il ~I ( ~ '~ /'':/N ~le './t.l)JJ f'.;>Alc ~'~I Jc 

• INi>ffJ e 'Jc. 

The miraoulous nature ot th1a victory probably 

also served to convince those v~o did not paaa 

through the Wilderness under the leadership ot Moses 

and Joshua, that the God ot Israel was a God ot var. 

Gideon used a simple but efteotive strategy, namely 

to arouse the enemy at midnight and spread oonater­

nat1on in their camp (Joshua 7:19-21), 
e le"> :;) .J nth"> "'3 i> ~ / .J) ,,_ "> e le. e '.l »le IVI / /'1 i'cl le. ? 'I 

IYil /\ '/ f 1 1/fe;, ./)/c IN'Pu P;->» ?k 1)JJ:>'~;, ..A,#Ne"lc. l) 

/Jere 1r;>...11'1. ~y'~ ,~,< f';;>:Ji) -f1;;.;1 Ji1-,;;1~~ 

j.J 1N 1 1 ' i1 IP'~n ·1 f 'y.:.J-:>1 J)~e · 1 .Ar>~1e~ F '~lcl '1' 

/~N¥ '1 J/i'~~f :j))i> 'J ('11'1 //c.1j> 1 1 4'J,>~/' ..l)l ") i)/ f!>-., 
• I 

• /01.J'/ /~'YI vJ l'IN1J ;; -f1 •1 ~J nNf° ~·~o l!.l'JM e'h. 

Wakened out ot a deep sleep by the oraeh ot 

pitchers, the blowing of trumpets, the shouting, 

and the !lashing ot torches and swords all around 

their camp , the M1d1an1te ho~de plunged into pan1o 

and fled to the Jordar. valley. While the small 

force pursued them, Gideon sent messengers to the 
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men of Ephraim living in the hill country overlook­

ing the Jordan, and they attacked the bedouins upon 

their arrival, killing their two princes, Oreb and 

~eeb. The powerful Ephraimites were angry because 

they were not consulted before the battle, but 

Gideon appeased them with flattery (Judges 8:1-3), 

/ .J f J\ ' e If .,1 '> » -,;:.. ~ '» 'ii N f '-,a le e ''• t • li., {)/If._' I 

j Ii> ')' / / ' ~J'(;. f'n):,.J NJ .f5i '.J 1Jf" A I k "> j') 'J\ f~ {." 
le.:-,.., /> ::J.J »A¥ 'A' eY fW f"» • fk I# le' I • 5>/> I, n ;> IA le 

f 1 >1 f/c j./IJ f'.J ~ •;> .- J ~ .r ',:>le ) ']'?Ii /' ''Ja/c ./JI /flt' r>l<i 

t :J::; ../)te. y '..IJ /j' )J "'I ..Jj le~ Jt le/ ~ ) ' .A k I, ~JV I.., e ..}) le 

• i) ~ ;) I r =I ,, I J ~ii ~ I' fll{ f n I') ?J /) d I ~ le. 

. 25 
It has been suggested that what was considered 

previously a single pursuit continuing across the 

Jordan, may really have been two separate ones re-

sul ting from two differen-: Midiani te attacks. In 

the first pursuit it appears that the princes Oreb 

and Zeeb were leading the Midianites. In the second, 

Zebah and Zalmunna were at the helm. In addition, 

there is a distinct interruption in the Biblical 

narrative between the pursuit before crossing the 

Jordan, and the one on the other side of the river. 

While Gideon and his men were chasing the 

25. see Fleming James, ope cit., p.?O~?l 
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Midianites under Zebah and Zalmunna, they passed 

through the Israelite cities of the half tribe of 

Manasseh, Succoths and Penuel. Gideon made a request 

for bread for his weary and hungry men, but the 

elders of both cities refused him. Later when the 

bedouin kings ere captured, the elders of those 

cities were put to death by b arbarous torture. The 

Midianite kings, upon being overtaken by Gideon 

finally confessed that they slew hie brothers at 

Tabor. Impelled by the obligation of blood revenge, 

he took the lives of the two "f'ulers (Judges 8:18-19}, 

/'.A~ 1 ,..., I t'!/t- /> 1eJ1c ,) -,)CJ 'le.. YJllU fie I n~ ~ /ic I/lie 'I 

.rrN)) ·J~ 11c~..) ~n1c P))llf.J fl!V.J 11"'1c.'1 ,,~A~ 

I'~ / /, r ..I') I h ")) I r · 5) I.=;) I In ,P -,) 'µ /c. 'J ~ Ihle.. ) N le I J 

• p ::> ...>, le. '..J'i. d -, j) k F 

After Gideon returned victorious in battle, the 

people wanted to make him king over them, but he re­

fused to accept this kind of leadership (Judges 8:22-

23) I 

(.Jr p~ '>} ~k. f~ f.J~ fef'I /1'¥'y~ J/c Jtc.,e 1 e'1~ fl///c.'I 

) I ¥:; ~ ~ f> J [i N le 'I • I ' ~fl ';/ I JJ I .J ..A "¥ e I ,) f j r J A I ~ I'~ 

• p .:Jr ref\/ I )) f -i) I f :J ~ ~j:J Je N I le Ji t=' ::; ~ '.J /c. JeN!c kf 

He probably served as a sort of magistrate for his 

people for the rest of his days. However, .t should 

be noted that this was t he first time that any of 

the tribes of Israel expressed desire to subject 

• 
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themselves to the authority of a ruler. 

Though ~he Judges are always pictured as leaders 

who brought about the return of the people from idol­

atry to the religion of the~r fathers, they too were 

influenced by the pagan practices of their neighbors. 

Gideon for example, requested all the gold earrings 

from the spoils which his men gathered from the 

Midianites in order to make an E~hod which was a 

concession to Baal-worship, and a step in the Canaan­

ization of Israel's religion. The term Ephod was 

used to designate different of jects during the Bib­

lical period. In the priestly code it was desoribed 

as an 01 ter garment worn by the high priest to which 

the breastplate containing the Urim and Tummim was 

attached. In the book of Samuel, it was a garment 

of the simplest and most primitive type, a small 

piece of cloth apparently girded about the waist, 

worn by priests or persons functioning as priests. 

The Ephod which Gideon maae appears to have been an 

ob ject of worship made out of precious metals. Like 

the Ark, it as a cult object of intertribal char­

acter, and a syribol of his high authority over hie 

own tribe and over tribes fe erated with or depend-
26 

ent upon him. 

26. see Julian Morgenstern, The Ark, the Erhod, and 
the Tent pf Meeting, (Cincinnati, 1g45 ,· pp.115-131 

• 

• 
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After the death of Gideon, some of the tribes 

had their first experience with a monarch. One of 

Gideon's sons by a concubine, Abimelech by name, had 

all his other sons killed, and himself proclaimed 

king. The reeul ts were disastrous and this mov·ement 

toward hereditary authority was short lived in Hebrew 

society. 

After the fall of Abimelech, one of the sons of 

Manasseh, Jair, led his own clan northward and con­

quered the thirty cities and called them 1 the villages 

of Jair. 1 It is possible that the northward. advance 

of this clan may have weakened the remaining clans or 

the tribes of Manasseh in Gilead, thus enabling Ammon 

to attack the land. The ahsence of· this important 

clan may also account for the Gilead.i tes turning to 

the outlaw, Jephthah, for assittance, after having 

rejected him for being an illegitimate son. Jephthah 

accepted the leadership of his tribe against the 

Ammonites on condition that the elders not only 

recognize him ae one of them aga.in, but also accept 

him as their leader. The elders had little choice 

but to accept. 

The first thing that Jephthah did, was to send 

messengers to the .Ammoni te king in hope of averting 

this encounte1·. However, the king wa6 resolved to 

fight because he felt that the land was his, and 

that the Israelites deprived him and his people of 

• 
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the land. The measengera responded under in1truot­

iona from their leader that the God ot Israel ha• 

given this land to His people tor a possession (Judge•· 

11:23-~). 

'J;JN '~N/c. -J> .J\Jc. e 1 lfl) fi._;<!' 1 ~1/ ... lll.;)' il/\'6 I 

r p') /' I e Ir. .A le. kr-f> • lj@') ' /1 -5)..Alc./ l'fe-,e' IN¥ 

=ill n' e '-JI>) I~/, r:::> ~Je I e-, '.J» /.Jll /c. ( ,.,, r1c e/I~=> 

• e I 'J I Ji /le /J !Ji),, /JI;, ~ 

When the messengers returned w~th the nevi, 

Jephthah, rallied men from Gilead and Mana1seh to 

his oause and went out to battle. 

After the defeat of the .AJDmonites, the people 

ot Ephraim were Verf indignant because Jephthah 414 

not conLult them and obtained victories without their 

aid. However, Jephthah did not appease them as 

Gideon, and the result vas a civil var in vh1oh 

thousands of Ephraimitea were slain at the fords of 

the Jordan. This intertribal war was one ot the 

manifestations of disunity that weakened Israel in 

the period ot the Judges. 

From what can be d'duoed from these 1noident1 

concerning the people and Judges of Manasseh, the 

tribe must have been one of the most warlike in 

Israel. Later, during the period of the United 

Monarchy, the Manaa~ites probably contributed a&DJ 

men to the professional army ot David out ot a lu1t 
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2? 
for conquest. That the Manassite coans were eager 

for war is further demonstrated in an account of the 
28 

war with the Hagrenes in the days of Saul. 

While the Ammonites were attacking Israel from 
• 

the East, the Philistines attacked from the West. 

The Danites, being ·their immediate neighbors along 

the coast, were their first victims. At this time, 

a Naz1r1te by the name of Samson arose from the tribe 

·of Dan to protect his people. However, lacking the 

support of his own harrassed tribe as well as neigh-

. boring tribes, he tried to fight the Philistines 

single-handed: and resorted to mischievous strategies 

and unexpected onslaughts. One of his pranks was to 

set their fields on fire by torches placed in knots 

which be made by tying foxes tails together. Aft"er 

this outrage, the Philis<~ines came up to Judah to 

capture him. The men of Judah, instead of hiding 

Samson, immediately bound him in ropes and handed 

him over to his enemies (Judges 15:11-13), 
f ,, ~ 4' lo f Ira lk -)) 1 Jlj) '/'I e 'le. f '<JJ/c ./}~Je /';/I 'I 

)}fY/ f' '_l)e..Ji) /_J~ ,0
1 JeN '.J .A1;r 1 le.hi /'~N~J //Nie'/ 

. f )\ d ~ , e ;r I :;:J Ir I e ¥ I e /c j /'i) f ..., N k I I l..J f J)' e.., A le. ~ 

~ ,, [ }f'l/t:..'I /''-A e~ ~I~ /.A/\J /J;r>' ? 10/cJ /f , , Ille.'/ 

2?. 

28. 

A. Bergman, 1 The Israelite Tribe of Half Manasseh,~ 
~J~o~u~r~n=a~l-:-::.o~f~th~eF· ~Pr.a~l~e~s~t_1_n_i_a_n~O_r_1_e_n~t_a_~--~-o_c_1_e_ty_, (1936) 
I Chronicles 5:18-22 
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I [ / I N le ' I • ~ ./} le. , j:J J I ~ ~ d J\ I;) , r I (/" ~ e )) I I e" e 

(c. r _.,,A' j) I I' t I;\ ( IJ ./I .JI r I 0 le..) ) 0 le. 'J !cf I/{ /c r 
Ii) I~ (,I f I e i h I' 1..J) ~J' ~ '..) e ~ J )) I 0 le' I (A 'plJ 

• it((;.,, I" 
The people of the tribe of Judah pref erred to 

live under the yoke of the Philistines rather than 

fight for independence, and they were not prepared 

to have an~one disrupt the peace which they enjoyed. 

Therefore, they immediately surrendered him. 

Samson's attacks on the Philistines did little 

to improve the state of affairs, for long after his 
• 

death, they continued to hold the upper hand over 

the tribes of Dan, Benjamin, Judah, and Ephraim. 

In the book of Judges, the attitude of the people 
. 

toward war is more clearly expressed than ahywhere in 

the Bible. For the most part, they wanted to return 
• 

to a peaceful patriarchal society. ithout a strong 

leader an internal unity, the war for conquest was 

interrupted, and they merely settled down to farm 

the land hich was already in their possession. 

Naturally, the Israelites sought to live peacefully 

with thtir neighbors, and they probably thought it 

desirable to marry into their families. As a result 

intermarriage and also because of common interests, 

many of them ere lured into practicing Canaanite 

idolatry. Nothing, including religion, as as im­

portant to them as leading a secure and peaceful es-
• 

ietence. They were reluctant to go to ar. The only 

• 

I 
I 

• 
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par an exhorbitant price to have them sharpened (..._ 

uel 13: 19-21) , 

/ciJ P '.AeJi) 1tv1c. ~ l/c.1e 1 -f-.,1c /;~ k.~11' 1cf e ->n1 

f '.A e deJ ~ JJc-, e' d:> i -.Y) 'I • ~ 'Jn lie. ;::. "h pry~ Yi"I lf!!l' 

-Ak.t IHv'">i' J>1e.1 1J\1e. ~'=' 1./le-,nH Ale e'~ e1,rr 

e~I/ f'./'ikll ->,1~ 1 n/lr /';; -»"J'J-.:>"1 ~A'i">J ~1J)e'">nN 

•/;t,~)) ~'J---,)J°J r'/'/¥1P>>J, /leJP 

The oppression by the Ph111at1nes had a Terf de­

pressing etteot upcn Israel'• ep~r1t , tor their 1nten­

tiona were to engulf the prom1aed land. Naturall7, 1n 

times ot trouble, the people were inspired to put avalf 

their idolatry and return to the Lord, in the hope 

that He would deliver their enemies into their hand. 

The sanctuary at Shiloh was visited in ever 1noreaa­

ing numbers by despondent worshippers aeek1ng com.tort 

in their distress. Eli, ·: he priest, and the elders 

undertook the leadership of some Israelite tribea at 

this time, but the7 lacked manpower and weapons to 

cope with the Philistines who continued their otten­

aive both northward and eastward. An important encoun­

ter of this period was the pitched battle 1n the 

plain between Eben-ezer and Aphek in which the Israel­

i tea suffered heavy losaes (Samuel ·4:1-2), 
f''/Je~ _,,.,,,.,i>f J!c.1e' 1c.1 '1 lic.1e 1 ~r lk.1N~ ">~9 1.s;, ·1 

1 ::n¥1/ . p;, '"f) I Jn J>'./\ e f ;; I 1 ~ y -."l / '4.Ji:. il · [ r /.Jn 11 !))ftndfr6° 

'..J;),{ JJc)l'! ' /RJ'I '?lftilnJN»> eq-;,1 JJc.-,e• -'1/,?p.{' ~'J>e/i; 
• e I le. f 'i) r,.. ..A~-;\ I I<....:> "'ll ye~ i> .. '>l ~,,~ J.J 'I p ~,~ J;J 



The I•raelites were almost helples• agBinat the 

iron chariots or the Philistines, and about tour thou­

aand men were killed. The elders , as a last resort, 

decided to tight another battle against the•, but 

th1e tillle with the 'Ark ot the ooTenant• 1n their 

midst. The1 bad been conditioned to the idea that 

the God ot Iarael was a God ot war, and the7 be­

lieved that by bringing the Ark to the battlet1eld, 

God would beoome t heir leader in battle and del1Ter 

the enem1 into their hand (I Samuel•:3-6), 
1.Je><'J >1Jt1r fie..., e' ' .. h ·) /;, 11r11c '1 ,).; ht.J>) I/, f'lJ;, A:.~ ·1 

;111, /\le 5>Jet1 1..J'/'!c vnP.J ''~efiJ ~,;;;- f"J ' ...;. »1>">' 

nfe /. IJ'~'k -/J?N l.J¥e!'I /.J~)/>r 1c.~ ·1 ';)Ji)' ...)\'1;a 

? e 1 ~ //c. fl,. 'i> I-»' ~ ~) ~ ; r>1c .J\k. ferf '" e ·1 7> { ~ I' r» 

'Jan f '$> [i,.;i ..J\'lr /' ''· r¥ 'rt 1.J;J 'Je {'el ~ · ~"')~;) 
,..,...., ., 1)JJ1/'J,., ~ v J -l)' .A -,il jtllc. 1,1,,:1J ' il'I. orJJ';J1 

.-f'"llc. >-, f>:;>J"a J ,?IJ:Y.A ?>Yll-A ric1e1 J3 

The Ark waa indeed a great morale bo1oster tor 

the tigbt1ng forces as 1nd1rated by the shouting ot 

the men ae it was brought into the camp. Yet , the7 

were atill no match against the Ph111st1nee, and 

the7 suffered far heavier losses in the second battle 

a1noe no natural force came to the rescue as in other 

encounters ot th1a period (I Samuel 4:10-11), 
)):JNi\ ,,l/o,/ 11{;>1cf t..'J:_ ID..J'I JJc..l e' 1~-! 'I f'.Jlt!~ Jt#t''1,{:I 

f 1-i>lk 1n1c.1. '~'1 ~Fie. f'el'e ficl~'N AC>'I ':#k.14 ~/'i~~ 
.onJg 1 '..JcJ,, IJ,.JI '&tt !J~ '.Jet np/"j 



Though this defeat was due to the m111t&rJ 

1nter1or1ty ot the I1rael1tes, it vaa attributed in 

the Bible to corruption within the priestly rank•· 

El1 tailed to pun1ah his two sons, Hopni and 

Phinehaa , tor defiling the sanotullr7 with levdne11, 

and tor tampering with the procedure ot otter1nc 

1aor1t1oea (I Samuel 2:29-31,34), 
~,, ~?~/ti /IYN 'J'i'l.1 I elc 'AnN~/ 't'l~i~ IGI~~ 'i>Nr 

;.:>r. 11o·r [k1e 1 ./lnJw £:, ..l)'e1c.1" f.::>1c. ·1~:;,r '..Jttlf r·J~ 

f ·~ k j, '~/ '"fJ) '~ '/\IN/c. ")I 1'I le fie-,~, 'i> fie. :;) /))' /''c.J 
' y~:JN ' .:; ·r :;,{•/h 5>15'1' f'lc.J l1./>YI J-H¥ ~~ !./d~ ,~r-,1.A'/ 

Aki r YI'> )\le. 'Ary~/ /'lc(J /''N' i'>J)) • IJP' ,~~/ li'~/, 
•f~'fJ;J /i>~ ..Al'i'N ('illc ..A';a )')~ 

OnJ';;JI 'J;.u1 f1c. (!.J,:l '..)e ~ le.~' ~~le. Jfl/c.l) rf' 1>'41 

• p n 'J e /~ 111 • 1 n .1c.. p , , ~ 

The capture or the Ark by the Ph111atinea 

&JDlbol1~ed to the author, Vh? was violently pro­

Samuel, God's angef because ot the abom1nat1ona 

ot these priests, and the withdravel ot H1a aup­

port in the battle. 

'1'h1s encounter, aa well aa those that eol­

lowed, was the result or an expansionist move­

ment ot these Philistines, the ult1aate aia ot 

which was probably to establish the nation in 

Canaan. The hillcountry or Ephraim was not a rich 

prize, but it was one ot the obataolea which 

had to be overcome in order tor them to reaoh the 
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plain of Esdraelon with its fertile soil and cara-
29 

van routes. 

In the wake of these misfortunes, arose another 

great Judge by the name of Samuel. Until this time, 

he had been serving as a priest under Eli. However, 

now that the Ark was in enemy hands and Shiloh was 
• 

destroyed, he took upon himself the responsibility 

of organizing the people in preparation for throw­

ing off the yoke of the Philistines • 
. 

When the Philistines saw that Samuel gathered 

the people of Israel together at Mizpah, they 

attacked them in order to crush what they thought 

was threatened revolt. 

The Israelites, inspired by Samuel's religious 

leadership, went out to do ·battle despite their 

fears of the military superiority of th enemy, 

and defeated them with the aid of a force of nature 

hich was described as a great thunder (I Samuel 

7:8-10)' 
f'1c. 

1
9})''JN /J/111 e_"ln~ Jic ~1Ne Ii [,"-le.' 'J~ I -.,r11,_•1 

~ In f) r ~ /' /c IN e h? I I • f '.I) ~ d;). ~ IN I J "e 'I I J I;> J/c ,., I .,.. , 
:!/ Y? ;> / ::l' ft, kc I r1e ? "¥ i, 'I "')..., ' .. -,'I" [•.{j -,; JI~ 10 [ )" '/ ~ n le. 

f '}\e Ja I ;> J, ~ :;') ;) r¥N {i I Ne '7>'/ • :;) /:;,, /?>J ¥'I J/f. 7e # 

fc.li)il fl'~ Jt~i dll>;. .;)/?)' ~'l'l'I Jtc1e';. i>ffhJ/fJ /e~.J 

29. 

• 

See Dr. s. 
Samuel 4:1 

• tfl~ ., e ' 'J ~I I;; ~ J 4 'I I'/\' , 'I f '.J\ e ["CJ ~ 

Goldman, 
p.21 

Soncino Comme tary on 

• 

• 
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Samuel interpreted this thunder, which 1>robably 
30 

threw the Philistines into a state of confusjlon, as 

an act of the God of Israel who in answer to Samuel's 

prayer and sacrifice, was delivering the Phi:Listines 

into Israel's ha11ds. (I Samuel 7~12), 
1~ If>'/ ;e;i /'Pt i)dl~i'l /'~ f' e 11 Ahk. jrlc Jrk1He ni>'I 

•-))I~' (JI~)' 1).Ji> ~~ 111/c'I )S¥>') /~le ))Jle ...-fie. 

As Samuel became older, he had hoped to keep 

the leadership of the tribes within his own family, 

and therefore, he appointed his two sons, Joel and 

Abijah, to succeed him. However , the elders re­

fused to submit to their incompetent and dishonest 

judges, accepting bribes and perverting justice. 

Sacondly, all the surrounding nations were r~led 

by monarchs. The elders real .zed that a eov·ereign 

ruler over Israel was an absolute necessity if the 

tribes were to survive against the forces w1.thout, 

and therefore, t hey demanded that Samuel apJ:,Oint a 

king over them (I Samuel 8:4-5), 

/1Nlc. 'I • -,) .I\ /VI.;) hc /Ne ~ lie~: I Jtc I<'!. ' 1 .J1">-!, [;, 

i) /# 1 e ~} ~ )" ( '~ I ~ ~ f ~ h k { ( '.J ~I /I J j> " .;) ..J\ I<. 

~ f'lc!v J::J:J FJ<J;:,ef 

30. See Radak Hebre · Commentary o 
I Samuel 7:10 

the BiblE~ --

.,-, J -)) I • Jk 
J 

( J-H I J/' 
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Samuel, being d1apleaaed at tbia request ot the 

elders, turned to the people and warned them t hat a 

monarch ~ould demand trom them m111ta:t')' service and 

toroed labor, and would burden them with heavy tax­

ation, and would oontiaoate their property and aer­

vanta in accordance with hla needs or desires. The 

people retuaed to listen to his arguments. Their de­

sire tor aeourity bad always been greater than their 

longing tor treedom, and only a king could help them 

to acquire that aeour1ty in yeara to come (I 8&11luel 

8:19-20), 
rf'rt fie ';) 1cr 1-,111c 'I fk"'~ JI;>,. 'i'rt~I pr;-. /Jlttlf't 

IJ.Jftt IJ~;; e1 />'H~ bJ Uh..Jlc. r~ /.J " 'fl I • /J 'J~ .,1 'il' 

• /J~µn/N ~/, rn/JI IJ 'Ji>J le J-'I 

Samuel had no ohoice, but to aooede to their 

demands and be annointed Saul the eon ot Kiah, ot tht1 

t ribe ot Benjamin, as their king. However, he tried to 

exert control over the monarch so that he would obey 

the word ot God as spoken by His p1•ieat and prophet, 

Samuel. 
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Chapter III - Iarael'a Ria• to the Height ot Power 

1.. Baul 

It haa been already mentioned that during the 

period ot the Judges the Israeli tea1 1uttere4 from 

two baaio 1nterna1 veakneaaea, the lack of rel1g1oaa 

un1t7, and a central ahr1ne , and t;he poor political 

organization vhich aade it almost 1J11possible tor the 

people to aot as unified mili tar7 tc1roe aga1na t the 1r 

enemies. Samuel partl7 auoceeded irL reviving their 

107alt1 to the Godot Iarael becauatt of the people'• 

tear ot the Philistines who had in11;1ate4 an offen­

sive vhioh threatened to engulf the land ot Canaan 

and wbJect t hem to vaasalage. Hov•tver, neither he 

nor his eons were aole to recruit the m111taey might 

necessary to repel t he Philistines. Therefore, the 

eldera and the people had no choice but to demand a 

king, especially now that such a fO'Jt'Dl14able ene117 

demon~trated 1 ts imperialistic desif~ns. 

The establishment or the monarc~h7 in Iarael 

brought about many economic pol1t1c:sal., eocial, &n4 

cultural changes &ome which were aJlrea.dy visible 111 

the days of Saul, vh11e others vere not :man~test l1Dt11 

the day a ot David and Solomon. For ~ tbtng. UD4er 

the Saul the loose tederat1on ot tribes was J.\OV to be 
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tran1formed into a nat1on and forced to act as a unit 

against its enemies. The /JIUDonitee V.~o had previously 

been defeated by Jephthah, were ~he first to attaok 

Iarael after Saul was anno1nted king. Th~y saw in the 

weakening of Israel by Ph111atine oppreseion and op­

portune moment to regain the territory which they lost, 

and encamped against Jabeshgilead. Tbemen ot Jabea4 

would have been v1lling to serve them, had not the 

Ammon1te king Nahash demanded, ae t he major condition 

of surrender, that all their right eyes shall be put 

out as a reproach to Israel~ The elders , upon hearing 

this , sent messengers to Saul at Gibeah in the hope that 

he would be able to del1Ter them trom their enemiea. 

The new king recognized the tact that he did not have 

the support or the entire nation, tor even when he 

was annointed at Gibeah there were some grvupa who re­

fused to give him their allegiance (I Samuel 10:27), 

1{ 11&''ih) 1c..Ii t?>i~'' ;>'> tJte1 
,,,, ,..,N~ li,r~ 'J~, 
.e 1 ) n /'J:> ·~·1 f)f1J..t 

Saul, however , unlike the Judges , did. not resign h1.llleelt 

to the opposition nor did he exploit the recruiting 

cry that the God of Israel was a lead.er in battle who 

would deliver t he enemy into their ha.nd. Instead, he 

threatened to kill t he oxen of those men who refused 

to support t heir brethren in Jabesh-g:1lead against the 

.Aamoni tee (I Samuel 11: 6-8), 
) f)'/ ,) 4,, f>'1~:, ;, Ale. /r' rU~;J Jiice r~ f ' ?>Jk t)I") nf}.1\1 
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"-~ ' /.JJ'/c '1e.4 ..,,,,e.r f'.::>lc.rl'/ ~,~ /ic"'>e' 
~niJ [';J•1 n;>ta# 7)eY• -».:> ./icitte .,.,,,lcl 

'J~ l'n'J P'-~~ ~~i>;;J'/. :ifhlc. e'1v 11 .. 3-'I 
• f He. ,' 1e rt!! ;I y /-il' e 'le. I ~I/cl¥ 

Thero was an i mmediate and oYerwhelm1ng reapon1• 

t o the oall tor troops and after tba battle, Saul va1 

unanimously proclaimed k1ng over Israel. 

Saul 1 a primary duty waa to mobilize a a trong arD!1' 

to repel the inla nd offens ive of t he Phil1atines. Ot 

the thousands ot men who came to the aid ot the people 

ot Jabesh-g1lead , he selected three t hous and warriors 

t o serve as t he core ot Israel's military might. 'l'wo 

thousand men were stationed with Saul at M1ohllae , and 

one t housa nd with Jonathan at G1beah. Jonathan opened 

the r evolt by kill ing the g&Jrr1eon of Phili stine 

officers 1n Geba . %mr•A4atel7 , the Philisti nes 

assembled a huge army a t Miohmaa with thousands ot 

cha.riots a nd pr epared t o make a thr ee pronged attack 

on Israel. Saul natural l y had t o withdraw to Gilgal 

a nd t her e he bl ew t he trumpe t to mobilize h19 troo~a. 

However, t he Ierael1t es , tearing t he Ph111etines , 

1mmed.1ately h1d themsel ves in cave, , thickets , and 

pits or tled a c~oss t he Jor dan to Gad and Gilead. 

Only t he peopl e who'£r e *1th Saul at G1lgal followed 

h1m, p r obabl y because they teared him more than they 

did the Philis t i nes (I Samuel 13 :8-7) , 
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..,J'll'Nf!l f°'¥;l /k;anJl'/ /l~i'> e~J '.:J J/'")J ·~/le") Jlc">e' f!!. 1/c/ 

.>i1e r>~r / 1 '1'iH'1. Jt11~~1 t•ri..., 1 ;a1 , , ~ro;.1 ~·n1n~1 

,-r.,1 !51 r~r~~ IJ ;>1)" '1kt-1 41'¥1'>1 ~~ ~-,1~ / ~-, ';\ 
• I 1-, n1.. / ~; n 

Having made the customary burnt-ottering before 

entering bat tle , Saul vent up from Gilgal with the six 

hundred men that remained with him , and Joined his 

son Jonathan at Gibeah. Except tor the king and his 

son , none of the men had swords or spears becaua• ot 

the Philistine s had previousl1 deported &11 the Een1te 

smiths from their land in order to pre-gent them troll 

making these weapons tor the Israel ites. Therefore, 

1t appeared almost certain that the Philistines would 

be the victors. According to the Bible , Saul called 

tor the Ark to be brought forth, but he probably 

sought to oons~t the oracle t hrough the ephod ot 

the Priest (see below). However too many things hap­

pened at one time. Jonathan and his armor bearer 

left Saul without h1s knowledge, and attacked and 

annihilated a fromt line garrison at Geba.... At the 

same t1.mtt an earthquake oooured whioh oauaed vide­

apread panic in the enemy camp. Saul did not even 

wait to hear the oraole from the priest but 1mmed1at­

ely advanced toward Miobmaa. In add1t1on, many of the 

people who bad been enslaved. by the Ph111st1nea took 

advantage of the situation to break loose from their 

masters , and put them to the 1111ord. The remainder ot 
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their troops were pursued by Saul'• army, the liberat­

ed Israelites , and even by those who hid in oavee and 

pita, as tar a s Beth-aven (I Samuel 1•:20-21), 
j).J-;}t ))ttnl/t-;1 T; //c~'/ I.Ale ") ~k py;, 1":>1 /lie.• 11'¥~ 'I 

f'l;:.'t'i>/ • ~lc.N 'll /I ~~ f> N f :;>ff /:;}¥ ') ~ (!'/c. ;;a..,n =)").))1.tD 

,...,..JnH~ />KY 1h- ) e1, f't e fe lift~Jc.:> f>'.JleJC)f / ' >) 

.j..llJt'/ /,1c..e r1c 1e1c. rte.If!' /'Y J.1· ~ r .. -,11;, ~~1 ~ ·~o 

A:tter this unexpected auocese aga1nat overwhelm­

ing odds , Saul impoeed upor. himaelt and hi• people an 

oath, that no one was to eat any food until evening 

(I Samuel 14:24) , 
1 111c.r /¥.,..., ..11.1 .. /ii,e [i. •1 ,,,,.,.;) fi>l'iJ ~~J J/.? e' e. 141 

' ~'le. ff './JltP.JJ ~.,>' >1 :,¥ f"nr 6 1c. 1 "">e1c t!'Jc n .,, .,, , 

• JJn~ ./'¥ ;) r; .P¥r 1eJ1 

Probably , he t hought that if the Iarael1tea were 

to stop f o1 foo d, they might relinquish their pursuit 

ot the Philis t i nes , knowing or t ne 1ner1ia which t he7 

• had displayed until this t1Jle. 

The ro it1ng ot t he Ph111at1nea was much 110re than 

Just another m111tarr victory for Saul. In al1 probabi­

lity t he secret of iron-smelting, which the7 had be~n 

Jearluel 7 guar u1ng, v~e wrested fro• t~m a t t.h1a time. 

'!".a.at meant t ha t in t he near f uture , I srael coul.4 u:nde·r .­

g? an indust rial revolut i on which lead to econo•ic 

prosp&~1t7 and political expansion. !he manutacture o~ 

4-. tee J>.ad.Ak, Couentary on t he Hebrew Bi b le 
It I WUII L1 : 2'i 
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iron weapons would make it po11ible tor the 1uooeed.-

1ng kings to build up large standing armie1. AJ.10 

great advanoes were to be made in agr1oulture be­

oauae the Israelites would now be able to make and u1e 

iron tools. The earliest iron plovahare found 1n 

Palestine was discovered in Saul'• tortre11 at &1beah. 

Other large plowaharea were found at Beth-aheme1h of 

approximately the same period. 'l'hu1 in var1ou1 va,a, 

the introduction ot iron 1n Iarael paved the wa1 tor 
& 

the establishment ot the empire • 

.ltter Saul discontinued h11 purau1t ot the Ph11-

iat1nes , he was instructed by S&llUel to take revenge 

on the Amalek1tes and destroy every human being, .. n, 

women, and children, as well aa all their oattle (laa­

uel 15:1-3), 
{y r 111/" rf'leNJ" 5>1~' YI~ 'J)f< Jtlc.~ J'ic. Ji.111t! )Jllc.' / 

l) /l)I )/t/ k. ;).:> • j)/~· ' "'> ~~ [1j"'d i/'Ne 5>J>l' I rtc? e' J¥ /N II' 

j> ) y ~ If,.., e -, e Ir.. Ge_ I e 'J , .... f II¥ ;) e '¥ I e le .A h '..I) ~ i> ;J -"' II< r) J 

f~f"")n~I pfNY ./\/• =>1.Ji'f'l> I (f »AY. /' ''1 1/'lli IJ,J?f;:. 

?) t'?k. =/¥ f' lclV 5) ./\/# )'t / l'J¥ f1'11.A kJI JJ I t!lt.. [ .._ AA 

, 11ru> ~"'' f1tu1 i'l ~ :n11 11t!1rf j'lJ/' ~ ¥/ fl",¥,, 

P1·obabl7 the jaalelt1 tea, Vbo had been a he%"9ClJ..­

tarJ' enemy ot the I 1rael1te1 11nce their ~· la the 

5. y. r. ilbr1gbt , rhe Archaeolo(,l ot Paleatine, 
(London, 19<i9) p.ilb 
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vilderneaa, were again raiding the southern tribes 

under their king, Agag. Saul recruited a huge a1"117 

and attacked them, killing those Amalekitee who tell 

into his band. However, aooording to the Biblioal 

aooount, they were not oompletely annihilated, be­

oauae they continued their intermittent wartai<e 

against the Israelites until they were tinall7 subdued 
8 

by David. When Saul returned, Samuel was extremel7 

41atrubed because the king had disobeyed h1.ll. He 

brought back king Agag alive in chains, and he per­

mi tted the people to bring back the beat sheep and 

oxen. In view ot th1a disrespect ot the priest, the 

11pakesman of God, Samuel informed Saul that the 

Lord bad rejected him from being king (Samuel 15:26-

28), 
1~1 "11e ~J')Ok.N '..::> f' 1''1 ~t~lr.. /c d fi1c.e fi ,4.1tt~ ?Nie'/ 

~0 '/. f/c..IC2. 1 r 'lf' ('Jf'I ..,. l ' u N )) f )) ' (Dlctl'I i'>lv' 

1·1ic 1tt1c.'1. y -,µ 11 1[· ¥t1 ~.J .:; ;a 1) '1n11 .>..:Jl"r fi111e 

f> I , ~ r . lYN M, e I ~ I~ r '"' ..Ji le. .:;) ,,..., • T ')I, lk. I ,., e 

• {NII ?I~,..., f '' {'° .,"')JJl..Jt 

Samuel vigorously refused at first to return with 

aaul to Gilgal to worship, but after Saul's second 

plea that the people notiving Samuel's absence would 

oeaae to respect t heir king, he finally consented 

t o come . Immediately after. Saul worshipped the Lord, 

Samuel demanded that Agag be brought before h1a and 

6. I Samuel 27:8, 30 :1 , II Samuel 8:12 
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he exeouted Agag before the Lord in Gilgal (I Sa.llU•l lei 

33), 

f''~1' f;eJI /~ r~..,,, r 't:!J >1 J:>e ">~.:> hlNt!' ?111~·1 
• ~ lc;:. :;) I :;, 1 '..J,;) I" C~/.,. .Ak l41N~ I()~ 'I ? ,u ... 

This entire episode 1n the relationship between 

Saul and Samuer demonstrates very clearly that samuel 

had been the real sovereign until thi1 time, while 

Saul was but 11 ttle more than 1he oommander ot an array. 

However, &tter this 1noident, Saul was left upon hi• 

own resources , tor Samuel went up to his reaidenoe in 

Ramah never to see him again. Samuel then sought 

another man to be king, and selected David, the aon, 

ot Jesse, and anno1nted him without Saul'• knowledge 

(I Samuel 16:13), 
l'nk ~1;>;a J...l)lc. neN ' I 1rre;., )''., J>lc. f'ic1Ne nP'I 

lk1Ne ~1)'/ ?>JY#I Jc. . ::;,'rl ' ' '>)h T'-Y Ii: i'>t;'l• n1., nl'J-.J>J 

• ';')-'j I'( I ;') ff' I 

In Samuel's action oan be seen the roots ot an un­

deolared o1v11 war between the house ot Saul and the 

house of David. whioh lasted for seven year• after 

Saul ' a death. 

Uavid was f 1rat introduced to Saul as a mua1o1an 

..m would be able to sooth h1a nerves, tor he o!ten 

1uftered from fits of depression ~ter having been 

told by Samuel that the kingdom would be wre1ted troa 



86 . 

h11 hands. 'l'hen in a var with the Ph111at1nea at 

Sooh, he demonstrated his ab111t7 a• a warrior. '1'be 

Ph1111tine man ot var, Goliath, auggeated that 1n-

1tead ot an all out battle between their armi••, tbe 

Israelites should p1ok a man to tight with hill, and 

the winner would achieve Tioto17 tor h11 people ( I 

Samuel 17:8-9), 
l/&.1J> v#f" /'::A>J )Nie'/ fic-.,e ' ~;,)'¥1' JI.. /,")1"> 1

/ ~Ill''/ 

ll1..t!r f' y;.~ f~'"' 'J>~f;J>"> ' .:>JJc 1c.1J?-, i>tinl"tt ?,'~ 
1.J:l f'l l JJJ/, fnf'..,.[ J.J/' j'/ .. . ·lk °T")'/ e'/c j>.;,I" ,.,~ 

, .)\ • • ~, / !J) , .:J ;> , , r r :J, ,.. 'J" , /c , P • y ii)' r I'.::> r , J , • ~ , 

• 1.J /) , k I'.)\ ¥ ~ ~ , t , T -;. ¥ $" 1J r 

Despite the otters which Sau1 ude, his men were 

not prepared to risk their lives , tor the1 knew that 

to enter into a contest with the giant wou1d mean their 

death. However, DaY1d anavered the oballenge and vent 

torth to meet Goliath with a sling and a bag of 1tone1, 

and the fiery faith that the God ot Israel vaa all pow­

erful, and would deliver the ene~ in to h11 h&D4 (I 

samuel 17:46-47), 

./J 'Jn~1 r lh~ •/i .. le~ ~Ale. ·~el;J.,-., lie Tli ? Nie'/ 

.I), .J"> y /1 '-» ile. -A 1 Jc. ~ 1- .;'I h"1 ' I' e ~ ('If, '' ~ '.:>Jk I / / ~ • ::J ;a / 

r~=>v l 1 1'~ 'f>li> 1 (-,~D' 'l) i.;) ,,,~ • .J\d""lh -..,e,._ rlc..\~• 

fl';, f'Jte,{;J iUnrt l eC> ~.Jt.JI f'JY/# (t-lc.°) Jt/r_ '.l).,O?ll 

e• ':J nt~ ~ I (~ 'I -f--,lc :;') J\'hJ/ .J>•fte,1 (11¥/ ~) '$ -i:) 

>, '.;tJr-1 ;a1n~ kJ '::J 5> ~;> fn,-,.,....., f:> 1)'1'1 .r1c.-,e·~ .1 ·.;,IA~ 

.1.J -Y'~ f :J/\1-. JJ'IJI :nrm/;..;;, ?J1,,•r '.;) v•il' lfe1r>1
' 
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Although David attributed his v1ctor7 oYer tlle 

Philistine to God, 1t vae reallt due to his excellent 
8 

marksmanship with the sling. 

Saul, r eoogn1z1ng Davi4~a ab111ty as a warrior, 

appointed him commander of his army. However , 1t waa 

not long before Saul became Jealous ot David's popu­

ls.ri ty and instigated a civil war. David had no choice 

but to become an outlaw , and he was constantly pur­

sued by Saul and hie ar117 throughout the countr7. 

Saul was so ruthless in his pursuit that when he dis­

covered that DaYid was harbored at Nob, he ordered hi• 

men to annihilate the entire village ot priests. How­

ever they refused to comply with the demands because 

of their respect for the priesthood, and Saul had to 

depend upon Doeg, the Edomite , to tall upon them. 

7. Individual combat was a common mi ddle eastern cus­
tom. This phenomenon was round on Mesopotamian 
seal cylinders; •and these were mobilized troa 
all girding a belt and above.• Putting on a belt 
tor wrestling is clearly stRted in Homer'• Iliad 
23:710. Also in t he G1lgam1ah epic , the hero•a 
belt is singled out as the most precious keepsake 
a man could give to a woman. 
see c. H. Gordon , 1Belt Wrestling in the Bible 
world,• The Hebrew Union College .Annual 28(1961), 
PP• 13:5 a. Many of the Israelit~s had developed wonderful 
accuracy in the use ot this formidable weapon, and 
we are told of the BenJam1n1tee t hat aeven hundred 
ot them could sling s t ones at a hairbreadth and not 
mies (Judges 20:16). 

See ·· .s. J.fi11-er ~"'Id J .T. ·'iller, Enc;;cloped.ia of 3ible Ll. fe 
(re~' York , !.?1.L ) p . 1. "5 
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In the course of the pursuit, man7 men oame to 

David's aid so that by the tlme that be vent up aga1n•t 

the Philistines at 1Ce1lah, he had reoruited •ix hundred 

men. However, the continuous ohase was ver1J exhauet1ng, 

and v1th no let-up 1n a1ght, David and hia men oro•••4 

the battle-line and sought retuge with the Ph111•t1ne•· 

Achieh, the Ph111st1n~ king, welcomed their betr&J'al, 

tor he knew that 1t would reduce Sau1'• a1'97 and taoi­

litie• the conquest ot the lo.nd held bJ the p90ple ot 

I•rael, and ·gave them the city of Ziklag to dwell in. 

In t1Jle, Achiah sought to have David and hie aen tight 

against their own brethren to demonetrate their 101al.­

ty to the Philistines, but fortunately the7 were eaved 

by the Philistine princes who would not permit th•• 

to take part in the battle tor tear that they aight 

become turnc~ats. The 1nact1vit7 of thi• force a&J 

well have contributfd to Saul.'• defeat at Gilboa. 

The Chronicler describes David's men not as 1nemp­

er1enced troops, but as selected well trained varr1ora 

trom various tribes , 1nclud1ng Saul'• ovn tribe ot 

Benjamin ( I Chroni cles 12:1-2) , 
/r i11c.e 'J iJN 111¥ -:,1r- ~r,..,· ~{" ':f'l7 rte. fH/c~» ')}/i1 

f 'J'/f'fl .,/te 1) 
1 ;ieJ • :rJrinJn;, ,....,~~ f·-,,~,.., ~ " .,..., ' t!.'P 

• I" '.J ~,, ra e 'n k N /'i@ i> ;J f. !' 1'1'i1/ p '.J i1k;:. I' , £c !lt!. ftJ 

'l'be Ph111st1Dbs were nov advancing through tile 

plain o! Jezreel, their objective being the spot where 
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the trade routes to Damascus Joined. They bad reaohe4 

Shunem, penetrating into the heart of northern I•rael, 

when Saul f 1nall7 decided to take a stand against 

them at Mount Gilboa. 

Israel suffered an overwhelming deteat at the ban4• 

ot the Phl.listines at Gilboa, and many warrior• loat 

their liTea, including three ot Saul'• aone, Jonathan, 

Abinada'b, and Maloh1-abua. Saul, tearing that a. 

Ph111atine would oTerte.ke him in the pursuit and 1n-­

fliot a ahametul dea•h upon him, tinall7 collll1tte4 

suicide. As a result of tb1a battle, Israel vaa re­

duced to a atate ot vassalage tor seven 7eare. How­

ever, although Saul left the country in this deplor­

able oond1t1on, be did aucoeed in ~·~ting the •eoret 
I 

ot iron amelting from the Pb1lietines and thereby 

made it possible tor David to aubdue tbea as well aa 

to oTervhelm other surrounding nations during hi• 

reign and to establiah the Israelite empire. 

B. David. 

After the death of Saul, the nation vaa split into 

two parts. Abner , the oapta1n ot Baul'• &l'Jll1, tried to 

establ ish one of Saul's sons, Ish-bosheth as k1ng oTer 

all Israel, but among other things David was using the 
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l'lcab epo i l Vhloh he and h1• men aoqul:Nd la Id.I ... 
I 

ooua11ere wlth the •-l•• et Iuul whll• 'bebial tbe 

Ph1ll1tln• 11nea, to brlbe ti. •ldera and '11118 l&1Jl 

oontrol ner Jv.4ah 1n the 1outh. rlattere4 br Da•i4•1 

gltta, the notable• of the 1aD4 gathered at Rebroa, Ml 

atter . aome negot1at1on1 the7 proolalae4 hl• king e'f'9r 

Juclah. Aooorcllng to the Blblloal aeoout, the Phillee 

tlM onrlol'd1 were abaol•tel.r 1lleat la thl• pel'lo&. 

Tba7 probabl7 reprd.a4 DaTld aa the11' ft1sa1 , aa4 ~ 

wre sla4 that be••• teeplng iM hou•• et 1&111. .a all 

Iarael WU thNUlb elTU WAI'• 

!ha SOrlptuN• 1tate that there wa1 a lo ..... N­

twen the houae of aalll anl th• houae et DaT14, 1Nt 

onl7 tm battle of ~lbeon le 4e1..S.be4 la 4eta11. llala 

l»at,l• waa not, •• aobolan uaual.17 aeame, a aport 

oonteat la whleh on11 1n41T14ual• "" 1oo1Te4, wt a 
10 

genulne enoounter a• 4.emoutrated b7 Ylgal Y.a4ln. 

(II SallUal 2a12-14), 
f'_Jhfitv Ille~,~ .J\E'~ e'lc. 'y~'¥/ )J ';a )J·r./c 1c>'1 

{¥ f I~~ ;) , I /le ,. I ~ I ~ I ~ ~ YI -;) , ,., ~ I ~ ~ le. I , I • ,.., J Ir ~ ~ 

n fic1 ·u 'f!Y ;;')~/ ,:),, J'tl' ~/k 1~e · 1 l~n • /1Yi'~ ~..:>")~ 

f ' )¥J:;'l lcJ /l.J/1V f:Jl<I' fie )J~A:. )Nie '/ • ?>~t' ;) ..:>');>;) -('i, 
.1tv,v ~'cl' 1 N k 'I JJ' .. r:Jr l i"ne 'I 

10. see Ylgal Y.adln, •Let tha 7oung MD I prq tbe• 

arl•• aa4 p~ beto~ a•.•, F1' ot •be Paleat11ll..ul Or1ental. loel•!z· 21 (lNI) 
ill 
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To begin with, this apparent •sport• turned out to 

be a lite and death struggle (II Samuel 2:15-16), 

/;. .>,e~ e 11cri JN'-J~f )e<f f>'..Je 1;;or1;. 1 ) ~'¥'/ /Hi''J 

/->}~) e~")~ t!?'lc /P'-ln'/ .<¥1'T '~r¥N /~¥ f'J~I //Ice 

/ti>~ kl'>·>) f'JPNJ /c ')i>' I /~YI',;;,,, /~<i "'"> ~J~ ~-,n1 

•/''~~;J ")e/r /''_.,~.,,, 

Secondly, Yadin shows through a oerta1n relief 

found by Max Von Oppenheim. in Tell Halat (Gozan), tl:Lai 

this method or t1ghting was not due to the peculiar 

circumstances ot the event but was rather a oommon k1D4 

ot lite and death struggle in the Anoient Near East. 

The relief shows that one ot the common waya ot fight­

ing waa to get hold of the opponent'• head, deprive 

him _ot freedom movement, and since the tlghtera clung 

to eaoh other, to stab the exposed aide ot the opponent. 

Thia relief 1• dated between t he eleventh and ninth 

centuries B. o. E., the ea.me p~1od as the battle ot 

G1beo n. 

In add1~1on , he poi nts to two articles by w. F. 

A'bright which show that the word f"'>~J, used here 

with regard to the contestants, aotu-117 means 1 pioked 

warriors• 1n the military senBe. 

FUrthermore , according to Yadin , tho word.l1,ne• 1s 

actually a term for tighting which outwardl7 resembles 

a sport in which only a few men are involved, Sld the 

rest are spectators. Finally when the individual rom­

bats proved 1ndec1s1ve , t he battle had to be tought 

on a full scale (II samuol 2:17}, 
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7J~/.. /e..J '/ k/,...,.,...., /"I '~ 'llcN :/'6 'i'JC-1"'l l>rtllht,) 

• vt'i '~;J~ !Jar flc.) e' 

In the course ot the puraui t against the 4etea.t•4 

men ot I1rael, Joab ' a brother, A1ahel, 1ougbt to oYer­

take jbner in the hope ot depriving him ot h1a;u•fn (wre .. 

tling belt) which was the most pri~ed ot heroic trophi••• 

I1rael and Judah lived in a world where belt-vreetl1DS 

had long enjoyed 1nter nationa1 popularity. It 1• there 

tore onl1 natural t l•t it 1• retleoted 1n the Sar1P­

tures. The aim ot the sport was to strip ott the 

opponent'• belt. So obaracteristic ot the fighting 

men va1 the wrestling belt , that aoldiera equipped tor 

war o'l.Dle to be calledbJ~ •Jlfn(Joahua 4:13) or t•.1-1rn 
11 

(Numbers 32:30) 

Abner tried to pursuade Aeahel to seek a leaaer 

trophy , but to no avail . .'heretore , Abner turned 

upon him, smote him 1n the groin with his spear and 

killed h1m. The death ot Asahel spurred hi• brother 

Joab to blood revenge, and some t ime later, when 

Abner aurrendered Israel to David at Hebron, Joab 

killed h1m. 

11. Cyrus H. Gordon 'Belt Wrestling 1n the Bible 
Wor1d, • The Hebrew Un1on Oollege Annual 28 
28 (1951) pp.131-136 
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!here are no other comments regarding thi• var 

except to aa1 that DaTid1 a house was gradual.17 beoa.-
1.2 

ing stronger while Saul' a house waa becoaing weaker. 

Atter 11&?17 1eara ot fighting, Abner, moTe4 b7 ..., 

considerations, caae to David 1.D Hebron and ottere4 

hl• all Iarael, and the divided k1ng4oa vaa reuniiecl. 

DaTid 1 s first aoTe ae the Df:V king or tha entire 

nation vaa to aei~e the tortreaa ot the Jebua1tes, 

Jerusalem, and to establish the capital. of tha nation 

there. Thia was ~ery clever strategJ on h1a part tor 

three reaeona. First, the city was a1dwa7 between the 

northern and southern groups giving the eldera of eaoh 

tbA impreaa1on that one would not be taTored aboTe tm 

other despite the tact that t he king came troa Judah. 

Secondly, it was militarily speaking, alaoat 1.Jlpreg­

nable. Lastly , i t was ~he perfect center tor trade 

and commerce. 

As soon ae t he Philistines learned that DaT1d vaa 

anno1nted king over the entire nation, they initiated 

a campaign to destroy him. As a rival to Iah-bosheth, 

David had been tolerated and perhaps even encouraged 

by the Ph111st1nea, but as sole ruler, he became a 

menace to their hegemony. They 1.llmed1ately encamped in 

the valley ot Repha1.lll and prepared to attack h1• and 

his army. 
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David was v1ctor1oua 1n h11 tirat encounter with 

the Philistines, and aoo~rd1ng to the account in the 

Book of Samuel, he and h1a men carried ott the 1Jl&g•1 

which the Philistines had brought onto the battlefiel4 

to 1n1Ul'e victory. Th1s suggests that the7 a1ght h&Te 

been considered trophies in var (II Samuel &:21), 
• l'~J"I ';/I~ ffc.C!!'I f-,-.,'f:l1-i A~ ~~ Jr~~ ''/ 

However the Ohron1oler added that the7 were burned w1tl1 

tire, probably in order to make David'• action compl7 

with the command in Deuteronomy 7:6,25 (I Chronicle• 

14:12), 
.elc~ /iJ~e'/ 1'1~ 1Ntc'/ f>1 1 »flc ...,k f"t! /r'l¥ ,I 

Thie was the tiret of many aucceast81 campa1gna againet 

the Philistines and the Canaanite peoples, the final 

result being the conquest ot almost the whole of Canaan 

and the subjection of all the people to tribute and 

alaTeitf. The Biblical account tells us that in the 

course ot his auoceeetul encounters againet the 

Ph111at1nee,Dav1d removed the Ark from I1r1ath­

Jearim and brought it to Jerusalem. During the life­

time ot Samuel and the reign or Saul , the Ark app.. 

arently remained at K1r1ath-jear1m, and ao tar , ae 

our sources would 1nd1oate, played no part in the 

religious ritual or m.1.litary strategy ot the IaraeL­

ites. There is no mention made ot the Ark in the 

Biblical books ot this period, with the apparent 

exception ot but one reference in I Samuel 14:18, 
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but actually Saul did not call tor the Ark, but for 

the Uri• and Tummia which were used bJ the priest• at 

that time tor oracular' purpoaes. The Oh.renioler alao 

teat1t1es that the Ark vaa not 1n uae during thi• 

period (I Chronicles 13:3), 
.fit.:.~ 'ff'r 1 7' .J~") ~ kJ ' :>I.I'll /J'vlic /l...,k Ale ~~OJ 

It may be that the Ark a.t K1r1ath-Jear111,waa 

not readily accessible to the Iaraelite1. It i• 

known that Kir1ath-Jearia was a member ot the Gib-
13 

eonito league, and therefore a predominantl7 Oanaa.-

nite oit1 under Philistine 1oke. Ita ultimate re­

covery by the Iaraelites stands in oloee connect­

ion with David's repeated victories over the Ph1li1-

tinea. Onl1 when their power was broken, was it 

poaaible tor Israel to regain possese1on ot the Ark. 

When the Ark v.\S brought to Jerusalem, DaTid 

uttered a public prayer ot thank• to God in llhioh h• 

repeated once aga1n the covenant with Abraham, 

aooord1ng to which God promised the land ot Canaan 

to t he children of Israel tor an inheritance ( I 

Chronicles 16:17-18). By bringing the Ark to the 

new capital ot Israel, David made the oity the 

religious as well as political center of the nation, 

13. Joshua 9 :17 
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and taoil1tated the oentralization ot the goTernment. 

Atter he subdued the Phil istines , subjeoted them 

to tribute and oontined them to a small ooaatal 

area , David conquered the Moabites , Ara.J1eana, 

Ammon1tes, Allalekites and Edomitea. Some of tb9•• 

nations s ubmitted will i ngly to his rule when they 

learned of Israel's great military strength. 

•w1th Phoonioia alone, David did not go to battle .. 

It was noither neceesarr nor desirable. The onoe 

gres.t Canaanite empire which embraced so auoh of 

southern Syria and the terri t orr on both aide• ot the 

Jordan ,- had dwindled and now only t he narrow oo-astal 

•trip running trom near modern Ha1ta to be7ond B7blo1 

remained. The Israelites under David, and the Phoe­

nicians under Hiram I , entered into a mutuall7 bene­

ficial military &T\d political under standing. The 

Phoeni cians agreed to provide Israel with 1k1lled 

engineers and oraftamen , wi t h cedar and oypresa till­

ber from Lebanon , and build a palace tor David in 

Jerusalem (II Samuel 6:11). Phoenicia was m111tar­

i l y and economically at the mero7 of Davi~. and later 

ot Solomon too. She could only hope to retain h9r 

independence, and increase her weal t h only aa long 
14 

as her people were useful to t hese I erael1te rulera.• 

·With t he establishment of the monarchy, the 

l•. H. M. Orlinsky , op. oito, Chapter 4. 
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people no longer murmured against their leaders tor 

involving them 1n war. Two !actors vere reepone1ble 

tor this change of heart. 

For one th11\g , Israel'• kings ceased to depend 

upon the eoattered and intermittent support ot the 

tribea. Instead they sought to eetablieh peraan•nt 

standing armies. The Biblio&l aooount relates bnv 

Saul gathered everJ •man of valor• tor his army (I 

Samuel 14: 62), 
5>1c1 1 li1ce 't(' £, f~t!!li> fir .,-,,">~h ~tinJ'JJn 1 ,-,J>J1 

• / 1/h I ))~Ole 'I I ;,,, 1~ h 1 -,,;,J e 1/a h file<!~ 

David, atarting with a body-guard ot six hundred 

men, during the day• when he was an outlaw, had an 

army ot th1rty thousand men by the time he was k1ng 

over the entire nation. David'• armr oona1sted not 

only of trained Israelites but also foreign mercen­

aries from the surrounding nations wh1oh he had eub­

dued (II Samuel 8:18; 15:18). The establishment ot 

a large s t a nding army with many foreigners provided 

the security which t he Israelites had been seeking 

ever slnoe t hey left Egypt. They were no longer 

bothered by war, because now t hey had othera to do 

the fighting for them. 

secondly , t he complation of the conquest of 

Canaan brought with it a great economi c revolution. 

The Israelites aoquired the best land route between 

Egypt and the north as well as t he oity of Gaza , a 
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natural western terminus for trade from the eaatern 

desert. rurthermore, the eeorets of iron-amelting 

were sreated from the Ph1liet1nes and made public 

property. In addition, David'• capture of Edom provi~­

ed Israel with the great natural resources upon wh1oh 

the empire was to be established, the copper and iron 

mines in the Wadi Arabah, and the port of Ez1on-geber, 

the gateway to trade with the East. Naturall7 with 

the eoonomio prosperity and security which they naw 

enjoyed, they had no reason to complain about the ex­

ploi ta of their king. 

In the oourse or his oonquesta, David did not 

follow the Mosaic law with regard to oaptives and 

booty; there is no mention of his destroying h1a 

enemies, their spoils and cities, except for the 

unclear desoription of hie treatment of the Ammon-

1 tes (II Samuel 12: 29-31), 

.5>~::>f./ f);J pn/"11 ~J>iJ"> (Jtl /'>'> /j ->J/. ~1:, /olc.'I 

/~Id ~j)~ I:::>.:> ')> r,;eN/ /el«"> rl!'N P::>ff'I J\")~¥ Ale f'}j)I/ 

.;)~"),'"') lc. 1.1 / i) ")'~i) rre1 '?IT e/c1 ri- I ~..I)/ f))j)I 

, ,,. ., h ~' fl/~"'~ r (>,I le.., J- /')) i) i'> I e le. I''¥ i) ....., le.. I • ., le N 

/JI /:J/N~ f>Jillr.. l'~~~t f/.1~ ,) ~7i~N";)/ ;;,..li') 
• ff e 1 1 ' f"' :;-, h 1 ~ 1 ~ ~ e • 1 I' N ¥ 'J ~ '., r [; I ?> e i' 

Though 1t is possible that David might have had them 

tortured to death by these instruments in retaliat1c:i1n 

for their callous treatment of hie well 1ntent1oned 

delegation 1t is not likely, because in th1• period 
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it was mQre profitable for him to keep hia oaptivea 

alive , and to use tnem as state slaves to work the 

recently captured mines and smelter• 1n the Wadi 

Arabah. Utter annihilation would have meant a tre­

mendous waste of manpower. tt is more probable that 

he set the Ammonites to hard labor with the•e imple­

ments. 

In David's latter days , hie house was tilled 

with internal s t rife which grew to the proportion• 

of a civil war. However, despite this disorder , 

David left the kingdom in good condition. Great a• 

their Jealousy wa s of each other, Israel and Judah 

had been held together with a firm hand. T}trough 

h1a roundabout conquests , David had acquired import­

ant natural resources , and eatabliehe~ an era ot 

eoonom1c prosperity. Th~ugh h1s r eign wae tilled 

with blood, it did make way tor the peaceful reign 

of hie son , Solomon. 

c. Solomon 

Now that t he conquest of Canaan was completed , 

1t wa s Solomon' a t ask to maintain the statue quo and 

this he sought t o do by peaceful meana. He realized 

that the only way t o prevent external attacks and in­

t ernal dis r uption of the empire was to ooneol1date 

and expand his military, political and eoonom1o 

power. The ref ore he began to develop these tbree aae1eta. 
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He enlarged Dav1.d' 1 army and axqu1red thoueands 

ot horses and ohariots in order to maintain m111tary 

auper1or1ty over the neighboring peoplea. The ex­

tent of Solomon•s provision tor hie ohar1ote and 

horses has reoentl7 been aho.wn b7 exoavat1on1 ot 

the atablea at Kegiddo, Gezer, Haaor, Tell el He1i, 
16 

and other plaoes ranging trom Dan to Beersheba. 

Secondly, Solomon undertook a huge building 

program with the aid ot Hiram and the artisans ot 

Tyre, which 1noluded the Maginitioent Temple, pal~ 

aoee tor himaelt and the wives whom he took trom the 

royal families ot the surrounding peoples, and m&llT 

store o1tiea. These elaborate buildings at Jerus ... 

lem were ot great p1yohologioal importance, tor 

their grandeur commanded the respect ot other nations 

tor Solomon's empire. 

The subservient ~elationeh1p ot HiraJ11 to Druid 

waa maintained during Solomon's rula- When part ot 

the building enterprise had been carried out, Solo­

mon gave Hiram twenty oi ties 1.n Galilee as payment 

for the materials and the labor ot the Phoen1o1an 

artisans. Hiram was not satisfied with this exohanga 

but he ~ould do no more than to express his d11s-

a t1stao tion ( I Kingo 9:10-13), 

15. Cheater c. MoCovn, op. o1t., PP• 179-181 
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l''JJ~.,) 'Je .Ale. 1\HI~ i>.Jr "">t!/c. ,)Je r1e¥ ~11>N 1;,11 

~" 1c.t!J )J ,r,., f...,'n. rf1t ·i'> ~,~ A1c1 f>l)l' .>.' ~ Jt1c. 

1 J- a ;, r.:J r ~ .... ) ~ ~ / r , I! ' ) ,:l , ~ ¥ ~' r , "...., /i:.. , ~ 'l1 ~ .;.,,, re 
.f-/~;, -f1-,1c.ra •'~ f' 1 1e¥ r-..·nr i>IV~ (IN.,, /A' -Sk 

I r I JI .J -, <::le ; I 'J '¥' ;) -A le JI lie.., F -, ~ N I' .., 'h Jc. I' I I 

,,"?J\J 1e1c. /''1~.,, ""' 1tv1c·1. ''J'¥~ l"'l~' 1c/i ,,"re 
'f ~ II~::> -f-,1c. Av f 1,, 1 ,~'I 1n1, - L__r.. Rr ,,,r-, ... ~ ~ 30 JS 

• ~4;) J'/''j) 

Thirdly, Solomon ~ought to use Israel'• natural 

resources to make the empire among the wealthie1t ot 

the Near East. Though it is not mentioned 1n the 

Bible, recent arohaeolog1oal d1eooTeriea baTe ahown 

that he was the greateat exploiter of the oopper and 

iron minee in Wadi Arabah near the port of Ezion-
16 

ge~er. SOlomon put the mining industry on a national 

soale by means of a ruthless oorvee vhioh he levied 

upon the people who were conquered by DaT1d'• army 

(I Kings 9:20-22), 
, 0 I ? ' :;, I I In ,, , ~ j;;) ,..., !..;\ n i) I -, N le ')) I fV ?A l.J ;) I'¥,-, ;;, 

f'>'lnlc llJ»/J 1<!'/c. />?> !J~ •,,Ni'> /k-,e' UrJY 1cJ' '1el" 

;>rtfe f'r)' 1/ />{'1 1 1n=»f fi:.,I!' 'J~ 15· 1c.f 1~/c -;f-,1c. ;::J 

1~.r nf'lfe /A..J 1c..I [i;-,e' '..J~"· v'>i'I ,,,.,., :j'¥ ¥iJlr o"rr 
fiJ.:J'"'I ' "">el /'t!..lll /'">e/ 1'~?'81 7>f'l"ffi;, 'e.J/c j';J ':=> 

• I' e / .d / 

In addition to the m1nn1ng and smelting industries, 

Solomon made extensive use ot the se~port ot E&ion-. 

geber, building himself a tleet or ship• v1th the 

help ot Hiram' a oraftamen. The ship• were manned 

16. Nelson Glueok, The Other Side ot the Jordan 
(New H&ven, 1940), pp. 5S::6!. 
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by H1ram•a altilled navigators (I Xinga 9:26-28), 
~~~ f4' _...,fi .Ale. ")e!'- )~~ /1'3¥r ;,Nfe ffNiJ :;,~¥ 'Jlcl 

I t!Jlc. l'"i ;l¥ ..Ale. '..J/c~ /.JI In n re 'I • I' I =f 1.. -f11c.?i "'o t I 

lhi">'I .,}/';Jllc /l~fJ'I. l/N~ 'e/'1tY ('¥ j>'» 'I~~, """11'..Jle. 

• >H/fe fft.J->) JJe /le,).' I / ::J::J /' ' 1ei I ./Jllc.N r ~-,le ;HJ~ ,f'eN 

Kost probably the ret1ned copper and iron mined in 

the Wadi Arabah near the port vaa the ooamo41ty uaecl 

in trade. The Biblical aooount, however, only m•~ 

tiona that the ah1pa brought baok gold, aand&lvood, 

and precious atones without ahy ind1oat1on a1 to 

what waa given in exchange. Thua Solomon beoaae a 

great merohant king. His oommeroial enterpriaea, 

handled by •the king's merohanta,• extended in all 

direotions. 

With these means, Solomon was building the 

wealthiest kingdom in the Near East. However, ai 

the same time he was planting the seeds tor the 

division and the downfall of the empire. For one 

thing, he tried to make Jerusalem a cosmopolitan 

o1t7, permitting the erection ot pagan altfU"a and 

the 1ntroduotion o! heathorn rituals to aooomo­

d&te his non-Israelite v1vea. It vaa only natura1 

for some ot the Israelites to grow familiar with 

idol-worship, and later to adopt these r1tual1. 

seoondly, although Solomon exploited all the 

industry and commerce of the nation, the inoome vaa 
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not 1utt101ent to t1nanoe h1a magn1t1oent court with 

all its luxurious surroundings, ~oatly buildin&•, 

and hundreda ot wivea and servants. Therefore, he 

divided the country into twelve administrative d1a­

tr1cts tor purposes ot taxation. As the years went 

by, the burden became heavier. Th• r1oh beoa:ae 

r1oher and the poor beoaae poorer, and there waa 

muoh d1eaatiataot1on in the land. Solomon even 1n­

oluded hie own people in the forced labor battaliona. 

However, hi• sovereignty was too strong to invite a 

wide-spread revolution and the empire remained uni­

fied until hie death. 

Although Solomon's reign was deaoribed as a 

peaoetul one , he was not without enemiea. Razon of 

Aram and Hadad ot Edom made constant raids on Israel'• 

bordera. Furthermore, Jeroboam, the Ephraimite, ¥ho 

was placed in charge ot the compulaory labor ot the 

houae of Joseph, availed himself of the deeJ>-rooted 

antipathy of the north tor the south, whioh vaa 

even more severe now because of the burdensome taxes 

and forced labor, and oonep1red 3ga1nat the king. Hli 

was abetted by the prophet AhiJah, who had previous­

ly condemned Solomon tor allowing heathern praot1oe1 

in Jeruaalem. Although the revolt was unaucceaatul 

and Jeroboam was torosd to f l ee to Egypt, the way 

waa being paved tor a permanent breach between the 

northern and southern groups. 
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Oh.apter • - '!'he Decline and Fall ot the Iaraelite 

Empire 

Cpon Solomon'• death, the daya of the united 

monarc~ came to a olose. Hia ion, Rehoboam, vaa 

recognized as sovereign in the south, but not in 

the north. Jeroboam, who had taken refuge from 

Solomon in Egypt, was now recalled by the northern 

tribes to lead their revolt against the houae ot 

David. When Rehoboam announced that he would be 

even more oppressive than his father, they rebelled 

and proclaimed Jeroboam king over the northern king­

dom ot Iarael. Thua AhiJah'a vorda of warning to 

Solomon, namely , that all the tribes except one 

would be taken away :lrom his aon aa punishment tor 

the altars and idols whioh he permitted to be erect­

ed in Jerusalem, beoame a reality. Nov that it had 

oome to pass , Shemaiah, who was also a aember of the 

prophetic class , restrained Rehoboam from going up 

to do battle with the northern tribes, telling him 

that the d1via1on ot hte kingdom was God'• will. 

~. Israel 

A• eoon as Jeroboam ascended the throne of 

Israel, he sought to widen the bre~oh bet~een Iarael 

and Judah. For one thing, he created a religioua 
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barrier between the two peoples. He eatabliahed 

sanotuar1ea 1n Dan and Bethel in which he placed 

golden oalvea wh1oh served aa the pedeatal.s tor the 

1nv1a1ble Godot Israel. (I K1nga 12:28-30), 
r) /' >) ;-,, /NI:. 'I ;.;> s 1 I~~ '.Je ~T'I fffl i> t~f'I 

r1/b'·i1 -, ek.- Jt,~ e 1 ?'u{J. ??.J ·f> ,/' •/(. ,-,1 /JIJ Yf'I f'j d 

f' fll, ?'"> .I} l e. I ~ ..ll 1 ~ ~ ii 11 l e >1 -4 /c. f> e 'I • fJ ' -, 'N -f""> 1c.J" 

• .J CJ r 1..:; r- , Ji 1c. v 11 > 51 ~ ,") , .:io ~ .;') , ,..., '/ • 1 :y ;::> I"'-' 
. I -y ~ r -;;>n1,, ~ 

Furthermore, Jeroboam expelled the Lev1te1 from the 

north, and appointed hie own pr1eata to conduct the 

ritual at the newly eatabl1ahed ahr1nea (II Chron­

icles ll:ll-16), 
J'J~ /~J' ·.JI?~ {!GJ ~ 1 J~;. ') <!"le f''IJ>'> I f''..J ~ ':J'i>I 

r l) i e I~ /'I .... " .I' 11 hJ ..I\ Jc. J ~ <Sa' 1.::> • .f' fi ;:.' h f'I 
.f'n 1J'> )J '.:J ,Pfe ,.., .;-, ?> ~ ,?..,,r r;,J:1 /'.l'J -.n1c.1 

.J.1/'J~ J f' J ?>:J 1 f 1N ¥'1. ;)J -S1' r / iY:JN /'J~I ~~~/I 
• ?) e ,y ' ~ 1.. f' 1 ~ "¥Ii ~ · 1 • "¥' e .!/ 

'The nature ot the alleged 1nnovat1ona ot Je~o-

boam has long been recognized by h1atoriana aa a 

re~ct1on against the growing dominance ·ot Solomon'• 

Temple in Jerusalem, which was the rel1g1oua expreas­

ion ot h1a autocratic ola1ms. Thera 1a nothing to 

show that Solomon repressed the local cults, but hie 

amb1t1on to make Jeruaalem t aupreae tn double aspeot 

ot a pol1t1oal and religious oap1tal , tended inevit­

ably to the depreoiat1on or the prov1nc1a1 hol7 

plaoea, to the polit1ca1 1rritat1on ot the looa1 
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cults, but his ambition to make Jeru1ale11 1upre11e 

in the double aapeot ot a pol1tioal and relig1oue 

oapital, tended inevitably to the depreciation ot 

the prov1no1al holy places, to the pol1t1oal irri­

tation ot the local communities and tribee at large, 

and to the relative depression ot the oount17 prie1t1 

1tho doubtleaa oame to play the role ot agitators 

against the family ot Zadok. It waa to theae •l•­

aenta ot oppoa1tion that Jeroboam aa a olever 

pol1t1oian made hia appeal. Jeroboam's enterpri•• 

waa purely political, and cleverly founded on the 

opposition to Solomon'• autocracy and centrali­

zation ot religion. But he had no religious in­

terest bayond the restoration ot local cul.ta, an4 

thia polioy in oontraet to the history ot Judah, 
1 

worked ill tor the unity of the north.' 

In addition to building the religioua barrier, 

Jeroboam tort1t1ed the o1t1ea ot Soheohem and Penuel 

1n order to protect Israel trom an attack by Judah. 

Al.though the battles are not described, the Bibli­

cal account states that there wae war between Jero-

boam and Rehoboam continually. The intermittent 

warfare continued under Jeroboam's eon, Hadab, and 

also under Baasha hiasuoceasor. Baaaha sought to 

1. See J. A. Montgomery, International Critical 
Commentary on the Book ot Klnf• (tcllnburgh, l9C>l) ,, 
ed. H. 8. Gerbiin at I Kings 2:28-31 
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tortity Ramah as a military threat to Judah. How­

ewer, he was aoon forced to abandon these operation• 

due to an attack by the Al"ameana under Ben-hadad. 

The Arameana had been bribad by Asa, the king ot 

Judah, to divert the attention or Baaaha and hie mm 

from this building program. Finally, during the 

reign• ot Ahab of Israel and Jehoshaphat of Judah tbe 

intermittent civil var came to a close. 

During the reign ot Ahab, Samaria va1 bea1ege4 

by an army ot Arameans under Ben-hadad ( ,,.,. 1 .c .e ) • 

Ahab would have surrendered oxoept tor the unreason,.. 

able demands or the Aramean monarch. Atter oon1ul­

tation with the elders and the people, and after re­

ceiving encouragement rrom a prophet, he decided to 

do battle with his enemy to the north. While the7 

were in the midst or a drinking bout, Ahab and hie 

army surprised Ben-hadad and hie vassals, and rout­

ed the Al"ameans. A year later, Ben-hadad brought 

his forces to Aphek to do battle with Israel in the 

plain, for some ot his men had suggested that the 

God ot Iarael was only a God of the hills, and 

could not tight for them in the plain (I llngs 20;28) " 
r-r p;,• :;-,{i .. ?')'>l 'i>Jk l'lk l "'> Nk. fllt. flf4 '~~~ 

/c. /" f"k ) 1e 1}1~ /°Ale.. ~nl.J fl'llt/ l.JJV/I ,,-, .,n /=> 
• ~ ntv p 1 n.J 

I1rael was again v1o~or1oua and Ben-hadad vaa taken 

captive. The Galilean o1ties previously vreated 

trom Israel were recovered. However, Ahab ~ool1ahl7 
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permitted the king ot Aram his freedom. One ot the 

prophets oondemned h1m tor it, and warned him that 

h1a lite and the lives ot his people would be taken 

in retaliation (I Kings 20:•2). 

In the ninth century B. C.E., the Aa17rian• 

under Shalmaneaer III oounteraoted the expansion 

program of the Arameana with one ot their own. 

Iarael and A.ram composed their ditterenoea long 

enough to do battle with this new enemy to the north. 

In hi• attaalt upon Syria, Shalmaneser mot with a 

great ooalition headed by Ben-hadad ot Damaaoua. 

While the var 1s not mentioned in the Biblical aooount:, 

the emperor tells us t hat next to Damaaous , the 

a~rongest oontingente were those of Ha.math and ot 

Ahab in Israel, the latter turn1ah1ng two thouaan4 

ohar1ota and ten t housand infan t ry. The Assyrian 

monarch claimed victory, but nevertheless v~s un-

able t o follow up such advan~age as he may have 
2 

gained, due to int ernal diff~oult1ee. 

J:tter three years of peaoe between Aram and 

Israel, Ahab conspired with Jehoshaphat, king ot 

Judah , to t ake Ramotl»-gllead away from the Ara.means. 

However, Ahab was killed on the batt lefield. Dur­

ing the reign of his grandson, Jehoram, the Koab-

i tes sought t o release themselves from the yoke of 

2. G. E. Wright and F. v. Filson, op. oit. , p. 68 
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Israel. Judah and Edom oame to Israel's aid and 

they were encouraged by the prophet Eliaba. Never­

theless, Moab won ita independence. 

'l'he Arameana continued to make raids upon I1rael 1 1 

border inflicting heavy military losses upon her dur­

ing the reign or Jehoahaz (II Kinge 13:7), 

His eon, Jehoaah, on the other hand, baY1ng been in­

spired by the prophet Eliaha, fought the Arameane 

again and recovered the o1t1ea which hie father had 

lost to the Aramean monarch, Hazael. Jehoaah{1 aon, 

Jeroboam II was able to conquer the kingdom of . Dam­

ascus and aubJeot the land to tribute. The northern 

borders were approximately restored to what the7 had 

be~n in Solomon's day. Furthermore, Jeroboam forti­

fied the walls ot Samaria so etr·ongly that it took 

three years for the Assyrians to conquer it in the 

last days of the northern k1ngdoa. 

Amos 

The new conquests bro~ght much wealth into 

Israel in the form ot spoils, tribute and through a 

renewed impetus to trade. There was prosperity in 

the land, but an uneven prosperity. Kerchant1 

would use tal~e weights and measure1, and praotioe 

usuary to further enhance their cotters. Further-
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more, the idolatrous worship ot Baal and Astarte 

had been reintroduced and the moral t1ber ot the 

nat1on waa deteriorating. In the midat ot these 

oonditiona, a Judean shepherd appeared in the land, 

Amos ot Tekoa, wlth a message of warning to the 

people ot Israel of an impending catastrophe. He 

be8JU1 by condemning the northern kingdom tor aoo1al 

1nJuat1oe, corruption and submisa1on to 1dolatroua 

oulta (.Amoa 2:6-8), 

Amoa believed that military preparedness would be ot 

no avail against the ev11 wh1oh was coming. He poured. 

h1s contempt upon the army through which !arael •xul,_. 
ed, beoauae they trusted in material assistance in­

stead of God1 a help (Amoa 2: 13-16) , 
-YrJK' 1cl" /lt!j'>,) e;).ltl 

~ Jfl' J,r I 'Jen~ r,.), 
.1 eaJ f[fl' k J 010.;, ~..:>,, 
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J? r'/ OIJ/i i .;>/, ii 

I l'l~ -rf'I le 1 le./:" j> 'i !')I( 

.1ea.; ~ftv 1 1c..r11ca~1 

.Amos and t he prophets who suoceed~d him d1d not 

perpetuate the notion that the God ot Israel wae a 

leader 1n battle going out at the head ot Israel'• 

host to thrust down her enemies. On the contrary: 

he aaw God using the 1nvad1ng toroes ot Aa1yr1a to 

punish Israel for the corruption which prevaded the 

land (.Amoa 3:.10-12) 1 
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The prophet looked upon var as God'• inatrUllent tor 

ohast1~1ng h11 people tor the idolatry and 1001&1 1n­

juat1oe vh1oh they praotic~d during the proaperous 

reign ot Jeroboam II. The sword was in God'• hand 

to punish, an! any m111tar7 dttort wsa oonaidered 

reaistanoe to the 41Y1n• v111 or doom. 

The oracle concluded v1th a prophecy of oap.. 

tiv1ty in vh1oh most or t he people would be put to 

the sword, but a chosen remnant would be spared 11:> 

return and rebuild the promised land (Amoa 9:8-10,14) 1, 
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,. a re1ult of these prophecies against I1rael , 

Amaz1ah, the priest of Bethel , denounced Amoa to king 

Jeroboam and had him banished trom the northern king­

dom. 

Hosea 

A younger prophet by the name of Hosea arose to 

oarry on the work of Amos. Like Amo.a , he began by 

condemning the people tor idolatry and immorality 

(Hosea 2:10-12, •:l-3). He aaw v1th aversion the 

feverish seeking after foreign allianoea, a pheno­

menon apparently new a1noe Amos• day, and the assim­

ilation that was tak.i~g place between the Israelites 

and their heathen neighbors.Israel was condemned tor 

trusting 1n Assyria and Egypt (Hosea 7:11-13), 
'JtvtY 1':/=J.J '.J ,,,I" '11c. ~r r1c. ,)..>,1;; -;>.JI':;; t "1a1c. ,,) ,, 

'~ 'lle!i) •;) f'l:;>J ~ ~ • /:>h} 11e/c. /lc?P f'"">~ll 

f'~.;>1, ' .:J.Jlt ~e"'> ,,..,·f¥ e1 };}le. /..::J~' .,e1c.:;, 

.f'r ~., ·rr ,,,.,~ .,,t/ .,-.,, fT' ''1c /''Ne,) fri:J 

./ii/>~¥/" :r-Ne:J P1'0 1 1c. 

Hoaea, 11ke Amos, oonoe1ved of var as God'• 

instrument for ohastizing th~se who turned to idol­

atry. Aseyr1a , the nation from whom Israel sought 

help, was to be her conquerer (Hosea 11:5-6), 
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During the last years ot I1rael'1 existence the 

rulers swayed 1n their loyalty between A1s7r1a to the 

north and Egypt in the south. While Menahem was on 

the throne, the internal d1tt1oultiea in Assyria 

were cleared up, and Tiglath pileeer the Aeeyr1an 

king, prepared to attack Iera,el. Meriahem 1.Jmediate-

17 ottered tribute to appease the Aaayrian monaroh, 

to restrain him from overrunning the land (II Iing1 

15 :19-20), 

tJ1k I/;; r ~11..JJV l-" ., -f..,Jc ;") rr '"!!le. rfii 11~ ~~ 

• I =I' il ·j) .JINN;··> /> ' 1 h .;, J /~ ~ / 1 ~ ' .A I';>{" jo ::> ) :>.::J 

./)JJ ;"" r: h l> '/liJ~ J; I~ J'k -, e' l;r /o~ >J .A /c. f n..JN 1c ~ '/ 

( f:'V ~e 'I °iYllc l 'lcJ /o:J fJ 'f7~e /'ellh 1/elc. f~nr 
.~)le.~ re ~('/¥led/ ? telc 

On the other hand, when Pekah ee1zed the t~e 

atter killing Menahem'e aon Pekahiah, he Joined an 

anti-Assyrian coalition. The coalition was defeat-

ed an~ Israel was made a vassal state ot Aes1r1a. 

After Pekah was ala1n by oonsp1rator, Hoshea, the 

eon o: Elah, ascended the throne and ruled Israel 

during the last nine years ot her ex:11tenoe aa a 

nation. During the earlier iart ot hie reign, he 

gave tribute annually to Shalmaneeer, T1glath-p11-

eser• e auooessor to the Aesrrian throna~ Later, 
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make an alliance with Egypt against Aeayr1a. i'h• 

prophet Hoeea condemned this move ot Hosea , an4 

predioted the end or the northern· kingdom, beoau•• 

ot th9 idolatry whioh pervaded the land, and beoauee 

the king sought help through foreign all1anoea, in­

stead ot through the Lord in time ot dietreae (Hoaea 

10:13-15) , 
..An~.-a •;;, ~,..j ''.::> /'..If r_,11; l"Jt '1!i> ,)A /1r Ye, F'At!>">n 

7'"'),J;;af'I J.::JI r'N~~ jJlcl' />1'1-,l ef ' Iii'~ ;;&">~ '/=>'")~~ 
J;t /' le. 5>Nn/r1 />/ '~ /i,i'.,Jc -'I'~ l"f~ 'Wlf!~ ~el' 

..J\ l'I '.Ji:>N lk J)'~ 11:> ,r i'> e¥ 1' .;,;> • ";) ~ ~-, /''..);J 

• r;L ""> e' f JIV )')/'I ?~ ·1 n er I' .:J ..;, ·~·, • 

Shalmaneser, upon learning or Hoshea'e aot1on, arrest­

ed him, imprisoned him, and aet about to beeiege Sa­

maria. Though their king was in the hands ot the 

Asayr1ana, the inhabitants of the oapital 01t1 of 

Ierael had no intention or oap1tulat1ng. The people 

were able to hold out against the enemy tor three 

years due to the etrength or tortitioationa whioh 

Jeroboam II had oonatruoted during hia reign. 

Shalmaneser died during this time and was auooeeded 

b1 Sargon who finally took Samaria, and oarried the 

people into captivity according to the Aaayrian 

ouatom. 

The history of the northern kingdom 1n41oatea 

that there were many ohangea in the attitude ot 
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Iarael toward war in the days of the divided aon&l'­

ohy. The monarchs did not depend upon the people to 

fight but rather large atanding armies of trained 

warriors many or whom were from foreign nation1. 

Vars were no longer rought to conquer the proai1ed 

land and eliminate idolatrous cults, but rather tor 

eoonomio reasons. Often religion served aerely a1 

a tool tor economic and political maneuver• bJ 

Israel'• rulers. 

'l'he people'• attitude appears not to baYe 

changed much from what it was in the ds\Ys of the 

united monarchy. Despite all the wars vh1oh were 

fought during this period, there 1s no mention ill 

the Bib~ical account of any complaints against kings, 

tor constantly involving the nation 1n these vars 

or reluctance to engage in warfare. As I have men~ 

t1oned earlier, the people w~re interested only in 

their own security. Thuo , as long as t hey didn't 

have to do the fighting or jeopardize their liTes, 

they were not against var. 

The great~•t change manifested itself among 

the prophets of the God of Israel. Whereas formel'­

ly the God or Israel was regarded as a God of var, 

delivering the enemy int o !~rael's hands, now the1 

warned that the God ot Israel would use the m1li­

tarJ might of toreign nations to punish tbe k1ngdoa 
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and destroy it because of idolatry and religious 

transgression. These changes were also evident in 

Judah as will be demonstrated in the second ha.1t ot 

this ohapter. 
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B. Judah 

With the secession or t he northern tribes under 

Jeroboam's leadership, Solomon's eon Rehoboam on17 

retained soTere1gnty over Judah, Benjamin, and the 

Tassal state of Edom. If Rehoboam had been able io 

strike at once against t he 1t111 unorganized north 

Israelites, he might have won control over the whole 

country. That t he attack was not launched, must be 

credited in a large part to a warhing trom Pharaoh 

Shi ahak ot Egypt who was doubtle11 alread7 plotting 
13 

to disrupt the Solomonic empire. At all events, 

Rehoboam was sutt1c1ently alarmed by the threat ot an 

Egyptian invasion to abandon any projected punitive 

expedition and to tortity a large number ot strat­

egically located poi nts commanding roads and valle7a 

leading into Judah trom the south and wee·" (II Chron­

icles 11:5-12). Fit teen ot t hese fortified towns are 

listed by the Chronicler. They were admirably select­

ed to create the strongest practicable defense line 

against attack by an Egyptian army. 

From the Karnak 1nscr1ption, Shishak doea not 
appear as an ally of Jeroboam, as the partial 
Judean records suggested to pas t soholara , but 
rather as t he enemy who took advantage ot the now 
divided and weakened Hebrew state to raid and des­
poil it, but with no perman~nt results. 
see J. A. Montgomery and H. s. Gehman, Internation­
al Critical Oommentar1 on the Book ot Eing• (ldin­
burgh, 1951), I kings 14:25-28. 
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When the invasion tinally came in the titth rear 

ot Rehoboam•a reign, it broke with tull toroe over the 

southern kingdom, and it was attributed by Shema1ah, 

who vaa true to the prophetic tradition, to the taot 

that Rehoboam and the princes ot Judah had forsaken 

the Lord and turned to idolatry (II Chroniolea 12&&), 

/;JOk.J ?ef, 7>-?h')' 11e1 r~;n-n {i 1z;:;, J • .'~J>1 :;)''¥Ne/ 

f At. Oh1 ' )/Ille. i>..:J f','1} 1 1'11< 'I pe 't! '.Ji>/11 1°rer·>1 f~ 

.pe·~ 'i'~ f .J J>lc ~~i,,. '.Jle /kl ~/&. ,.A~~4 

In the great Karnak list, Sh1ehH.k listed over one­

hundred-and-fitty places vh1oh he claimed to ha.­

taken; the preaenoe ot many Eclomite namea in th1• 

list baa only been reoently recognized. Onoe in A•i~, 

Shiahak proceede<". to lay Israel as well aa Judah to 

waste. The oorreotneaa ot the inolua1on ot north 

Israelite towns in the list has been demonstrated b7 

the diaoovery ot a fragment of a larg6 triumphal atele 

ot Shiahak at Megiddo, one ot the towns listed at 

Karnak as conquered. Thus, despite the taot that the 

Egyptian monarch had protected Jeroboam when he tled 

from Solomon, he now unlaa9hed the same terror tq>on 

the northern kingdom as the southern kingdom. 

In the years which followed, the strength of the 

two kingdoms was weakened as a result of the inter­

mi ttent wartare wh1oh t hey were carrying on between 

eaoh other. Thia intermittent oiv11 war vae o&rr1ed 

on ~uring the reign ot Rehoboam as well as under hi• 
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auooeaaors. His son Ab1Jah, as was mentioned earlier, 

1a oredited with having won qn important v1ctor1 over 

Jeroboam, while ~is grandson, Asa contended with both 

the Ethiopians and the northern tribes ot Israel with 
14 

the aid ot a large standing army. Asa had to repel 

an invasion tro11 the d1reotion ot Egypt oa·rr1ed out 1?1 

an Ethiopian garrison oommander from the Egyptian tro&­

t1er fortress ot Gerar. Whether Zarah, the Ethiopian, 

was aoting on orders trom Shiahak'e auooeeaor, Oaorkon 
16 

I, we are not told, but it seems likely enough. !ha 

Chron1oler states that Asa•a army pursued the Eth1o­

peans to Gerar, and emote them, spoiling all their 

o1ties round about the fortress (II Chron1olea 14: 

12-14). 

In the latter pa~t ot Asa's reign, B~aaha, the 

king of Israel began to tort1ty Ramah, a border town 

between Israel and Judah. Wher. Asa learned about th1a 

move, he turned to Ben-hadad, the king ot Aram tor aid, 

4nd bribed him with silver and gold treasures that 

were left in the temple and the King's palace after 
I Shiahalt'a raid, in order that Ben-hadad might attack 

Israel trom the north and divert Baasha trom hi• hoa­

t1le activity (I Kings 15:17-19). 

-.4 . II Chronicles 14: 7-9 
; 5. See w. F. Albright, "The B!blioa1 P!riod1 1)n~ 

Jews ed. L. Finkelstein (Philadelphia 1949 vOL. l 
PP• 29-32 

6. II Chron1olea 12:9 
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While Baasha abandoned Ramah to detend Israel 

againet the Arameans, Asa and the people ot Judah 

carried ott all the building materials fro• the fort­

ress to build tvo tortitied oit1~e ot hia own, Geba 

and Mizpah. The Judean king was severely or1t1o111e4 bf 

Hanani, the prophet , tor depending upon an alliance With 

Aram instead ot the help ot God to defeat hia enea1ea. 

Had he relied upon God alone, he might have been able 

to defeat both Aram and Israel. Hovev.er, now th.alt he 

made the mistake, Hanani prophesied that he would baYe 
17 

wars continually. 

A~ter a long and auooesstu1 reign, Asa ~as euo­

oeeded by his son, Jehospbat. The new king raised a 

largs standing army, and set garrisons of these train­

ed warriors in all the tortit1ed cities of Judah and 

in the cities ot Ephraim which Asa, his rather, had 
18 

taken from Baasha. The result of these tact1oa waa 

that not only were the Burrounding nations ~raid to 

go to war with Judah, but some of them even brought 

tribute to t he Judean monarch. Thus he acquired 

much wealth and power (II Chronicles 17:10-13), 
_;\ l il ' ,=>o ") ek .Al.1-1 /c >) -4 1.;,fJYll ~ rr ;}/ "i> ' ~flCJ ''i> ' I 

(j~em •r f- 1J:.1 il fl ruiel";; /NI. G ';Jf>/ :;) 1 ,P¥ JNn/J k. // f) ~/ i')I 

~ ~.:>e / 'Jtlc.. /k:J' /J f'lc'i'H f'lc ' rl 'Y l'I fd lr:.ell 'lo:J1 f"J flJN 

'.7. II Chronicles 16:7-9 
_a. II Chronicles 17 :2 



121. 

/i~'I 1J nNf "ii fil~1 (h, ~e)e/')1 ' ,,1'/ • -j//c. N rile/ />'CJ fie 

1r v'-,> ::;) ;:n :;-,-;,1</to. ~l.J~oN ')~1 ..A.l '.J) '~ ?"J ?/ i> '~ 

.ffe ll '~ r.h •-, 1~~ ~NllJN ie.Jlc/ ;> ~/ 5)' '?¥~ 

Jehoshaphat finally aade p~ace with Israel, and 

the intermittent oivil var was terminated. The agree­

ment was aealed b7 the marriage ot hie eon Jehoram to 

Ahab'• daughter, Athaliah. At about th1a time, the 

Aaa1r1ana , againat whom Israel and Araa bad aade ooamon 

cause, were forced to withdraw from battle due to in­

ternal ditt1oult1es, and the old contliot between 

Israel and Ara was renewed after a three year truce • 

.Ahab, eeeing the opportunity to take Ramoth-gilead 

away from the A.rameana, requested and wae granted 

asaiatanoe by Jehoshaphat and his army ( I Iinge 22: 

3-.f.) , 
i¥n ./jN? 1.J f.°'..:J /1.J'J¥-;; '-.""> /•' y~/' Jk fk-,~, (J~ -,/fk'I 

lie )f\llc.'l. f/lc- (JN ~·N )1./\ Je .1. h i'N f'enN /.Jn.Jlrl 

G()e6) ' }/'l /t:' I ::t¥/;J .-\llJ'l ::;iµn JH[ '/'>le.. (JJ>;, (J'1~1 ;,1 

• i·o10:) ' 0 10=> r"'~:;) ·~~.J f'"~ '.)111J IJ:.,<2, ?r,., r-. 
Jehoshaphat , being true to the God ot Israel and 

against all forms ot idolatry: requested that Ahab 

seek the word ot the Lord before they enter battle • 

.Ahab 1.mmediately turned to the tour hundred prophets 

ot his court and asked them whether he ahould tight 

the Arameans or forbear. 'l'he7 told him to tight , 

promising that t he Lord would deliver Ramoth-g1lead 

into his hand. However, Jehoshaphat retuaed to accept 
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their prophecy, probably because t~e1 were prophet• ot 

Baal, and asked Ahab to oonault a prophet ot the Lord. 

The king ot Israel reluotantly sent tor K1oa1ah know­

ing in advance that M1oa1ah would propheey aga1net bill. 

The prophet warned Ahab not to do battle lest he be 

killed and h1a army scattered, but to no avail. '1'he 

def 1ant king ordered that he be 1mpr1aone4 and then 

left with Jehoshaphat tor Ramoth-g1lead. Though Ahab 

went into battle 1n a common aold1er•s dress while 

Jehoshaphat wore his royal robes, the former was kill­

ed and the lite ot the latter was epared. 

After a rather suocesatul reign ot twent7-one 

7eara . Jehoshaphat was eucoeeded by his eon Jehoram. 

It was during hie reign that the Edom1tea carried 

out a .aucoeastul revolt against Judah, winning their 

independence as well as control over the copper minea. 

They were able to maintain t.neir gains tor about a 

century. In add1t1on, the aouthern kingdom suttered 

trom raids by those who had earlier paid tribute to 

Jehoehaphat (II Chronicles 21:16-17) , 
) e/c. r Ir 7 lr ')> I f '.A ef;;,:;, n r) .l)/c f' J J -V' /;,.. j') f S)' ) ¥. , 

{?; .Ale 1~e ·1 =j') J~P~'I v ~ Jl> ',:l IJr'I. (-> ' f!l..:J ";/ ' J~ 

11c. eJ le. J I l '~J I / '..J ;l f t l ( Jrh) -"'"r kJN..J7'1 el.::>.,,., 
• / '-l~ / ~/> -S h lc. I ~ · .. s; #I r 1c. '..l /~ IS: 

During the r e.1gn ot Joaah, the Chronicler tell• 

ot an attack on Jer usalem and Judah by the Araaeana 
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in which the pr1ncea were destro1ed and the 8J>01la 

were aent to the king ot Damasaua. The Chronicler, 

like the prophets, at~ributed this 1nauraion to tb8 

tact that the;y had toraalten tha Lord and turned baolt 

to 1dol-vor1h1p (II Chron1olea 2•:2~M), 
7J ~J))I fie IA:.~ 1/ /llk J·n 11 /''¥ ->Jh' i>.J~>) .A~ll)Ar ' ?)'/ 

ll?U rr~ 6 1 /'¥fl fJ''» ,..., ~ /'..:> -A/c. IJJ 1ne•1 !'Jer)'I 

j.AJ 5> 171'/ file J.n lk. ;J f' e.Jlc. 1¥'JN~ 1.J ej'<!-ll?T ff!I/ 
f'l> '..A1?1t ,.,, r,c. f) 1:n • ...,1, ,~~¥ '..:> ~1cN ~..,r >·11 1~ ·~ 

e f' '<i'Clt!' /~ll t!'lc/' Ale/ 

!he Armean arD17 vaa an instrument in God'• hand to 

bring judgement upon the Judean pr1ncea and upon 

Joaah. The king having been aorel1 wounded in battle 

vaa helpleas again~t h1a conspiring aervanta. 'l'he7 

alew him on his bed to avenge the murder ot Jeho1ata'• 

aon, Z8cha~iah, Amaziah, his eon and auoceaaor, upon 

taking over the reins ot the kingdom, 1.amed1atel1 

had his father's conspirators put to death 1n reta1-

1ation, but spared their families from the aame tate. 

During hie reign, Amasiah waged a sucoeaatul oampa1gn 

against Edom r£gain1ng part of the terr1tor7 loat b;y 

Jehoram, includlng Sela, whose name waa then changed 
19 

to Joktheel. Filled with oont1dence atter th.la v1o-

tory, the southern monarch then challenged Iara•l•a 

king, Joash , to a battle, pro'bably with the thought 

~9. II Kings 14:7 
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that he wae now atrong enough to control both I•rael 

and Judah. However, Amaziah and his arm7 were defeat­

ed, and Jeruaalea was plundered by the northern toroe•~ 

All the treasurea of the Temple and the king'• palaoe 

were oont1aoated, and many hostages were taken back to 

Samaria. In time, a conspiracy developed aga1nat 

.Amaziah pose1bl7 as a reault ot what happened 1n Jer­

usalem. Be managed to esoape to Lachieh, but he vaa 

finally slain there. 

Upon hie death, the people ot Judah ohoae hi• 

aiateen 7ear old eon, Azariah, better known a1 Uz~uah, 

to succeed him. The new king completed the oonqueat 

ot Edom, begun by hi• father, and restored Elath, tor­

mer)y kn~wn ae Ezion-geber, to Judah. Thus he acquired 

onoe again access to the trade of the Red Sea and 

Arabia, ue1ng probably as an article ot exchange th9 

copper he obtained from the mines in the Wadi A.rabah. 

The marked upswing in the f ortunee of Judah during hi• 

long reign may be attributed in large part to the 

wealth obtained from the possession of the Wadi 
20 

.Ara bah. 

According to the Chronloler, Uzziah developed a 

strong military machine consisting of a large atancS.-

1ng army of trained warriors and some newl7 deviaed 

:.10. see Nelson Glueck, The Other Side of the Jordan, 
(New Haven, 1940), PP• 86=8? 
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weapons (II Chronicles 26:11-16), 
ICJD1'~ ¥1:,~I- lc~1- 1lc1/' 1}1111EN "9~~ [•n l?"i''J¥I° 1 -s>'/ 

/f> 'JJn ~' llf 1f1e;1 ll> 1ert11 -,a ro?J J1: 1"r' :/'~ l'A~'YCJ 

ee1 f'alic. Jin '?J~~r ~/~le.,"'> '<-°..t) 1ao/f ~ • fJl'li'l ')eJV 

er1n1 f 1iJlic A'd;.~J (l/i • ...-fl/c /'I ~re /c.~7' /•n P'i' .r¥1.JtleN 

, f.J'iJ,f (Y/ • jJ 'l/c.:;'J JY f mJ" }',~/" r.h h:::>~ llflhJlf i> ~IY ~llcN 
.>,JJtei'JJ,.>i1J 11e1 1' 1 ~~1;,1 J"nfV)/ f''J~/f Ji:.rJ-.,-, /.;,$ 1,..,,,,-,r 

-""''Pf ;::Jelh~ilenl/ J\IJ~en ,or~rl'ra e7•1.~ · ¥r,.., 'J"'''' 
-1t1ff~ f''Ji'lerl P~n~ 1c1-,•f..,,,1Ja.,-, n1 ''J"itlll.,; r~ 
• p "n ~ ~ ¥ -;1, '(/::;, J" Jc. 1l;;,;.,1 '.:J p1 n?Nr ~ 1 Ne le~' 1 

W1th the aid or these military toroea, he oonquered 

m&Jl1 neighboring lands, almost reetoring the eoutb­

ern and western boundaries to what the7 had been 1n 

tae da7a ot Solomon (II Chronicles 28:8-8), 

Alilh .AA=I -"~ .Atv1n '°"k ""1 1@ 11 f ~e/"cJ;. 
/' 1 :;>,/kn l~IS¥'/. t° '..J>eI~ ~I ':jJ~e}c;J f 1 ?¥ -,') .Jr'I y/y~k. 

• f '.Jl¥t1;>1 /¥';l 11~~ / 1~eJ'.:;> /'"~-, ¥u ~' ~!J>ef., ~ 
/' ):Jfl Jc:li"J :(¥ //If! fJ'f / '1>' '14-'J ;i r>..J/I/ ,'.JJHlr.-., /J.A'I 

• :;, /y 11 f ~ r i., '" 11-n '.:J 

1Uz~1ah appears to have conquered the northern and 

eastern part ot the Philistine plain, thus oontrol­

ling the important oaravan routes in the ooaatal 
. 

plain. The Chronicler la.ya great stress on hi• mili-

tary activities tn Arabia, whioh were evidently d•­

s1gned to consolidate his position on the caraTan 
21 

routes from J\rabia. 1 

l 'l. w. F. Albright, 'The BiblioM Perioh' in 'l'he 
Jews ed. L. Finkelstein (P .ladelp a 194vr­
Vol. 1 PP• 40 
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In hie latter days, Uzziah was 1tricken v1th 

leprosy, and his ion Jotham took hie plaoe ae regent. 

During hie reign, Jotham further strengthened JU4ah 

v1th city and forest tort1t1oat1one, and prevailed 

1n a var against the Ammon1tea, subjeoting the• to 

tributo after his viotory (II Chron1olee 27:'-8), 
.f'{;,~fil ...Al 'JJ'~ 5)J~ f't!! -,hf.11 .;;>":II;">' ">i>~ i>J~ f '1 ~J 

'-J;l 11' JJJi•1 f7>'Jr ;> ~n'J /'"~ '.J~ 7rr1 f¥ tJnf..J le/vi 

I'' 1 :> f" ' CJ lie .A ") e ¥' 1 Jo..:i -, ::>::J .,-, le /'I h' » .,7 >/J ~ ~ /JN '>' 

/1Nt '.)~ Id l~'e;> Ale~ f"';J/k Alt!¥ f'?IYel f'~h 

• ~·efe ,1 1 .A 'Je.,, fJ.J~;J/ 

After ruling tor sixteen years , Jotball vaa euo­

oeeded by h1s son Abaz. F1nd1ng himself at once the 

ta1get or an attack by Pekah, king or Iarael, and h11 

ally, Rezin, king of Aram, Ahaz appealed to Aa17r1a 

tor heop, ottering to become a vassa1 and sending 

silver and gold treasures trom the Temple and the 

king's pa1aoe to the Assyrian monarch, T1glath­

pileaer III (II 11nga 16:7-8) 
?i~i!I )!Vf,[ -; 1 e~ j'/"rv ·1r;f;;, AU~ JJ.: f '::JlcJN V11< nfi''I 

M.,e, fftv {l:Jfl l f'ilc. j'J/v ~::>/f 1J~~1v1 ~r '..Jlc (J~I 

.N ~ /e JN..J;) iHJ~ ;> .Ale.I ...jo.J"> 'J\lc. 11n1c. '1/>'I • ·~ /"''JV//>» 

.1ne 11e/c- fdflf nfe 1 1 (rrJ "> ..Jt'i' ~/I flt fa I l>l>'J' 

Aaayr1an aid vas prowptly forthcoming. Dam&aoua 

was stormed by the Assyrians attar a bloo47 var, and 

Aram was oonverted into tour Assyrian prov1noea. Even 



before the tall ot Damascus, the A•a1rian armie• awept 

oTer Israel, deTastat1ng Galilee, and annexing all ot 

Israel exodpt Ephraim and western Manasseh • 

.Ahaz vent to Damascus to pay homage to the v1o­

torious Asayrian monarch. During h1a stay there. he 

aaw an al tar tba t appealed to him. He had the mpec1-

tioat1ona ot the altar recorded and sent to Jeru•alea, 

where the priest Uriah executed the apec1t1cat1ona to 

duplioate the pagan altar tor the Temple. Thia vaa 

not unusual tor Ahaz, who was already inclined to­

ward idolatroua worship, but moat probably it vaa a 

political move to win the good will ot the Aasyrian 

monarch. 

Although Ahaz subjected Judah to vaaaalage with 

heavy tribute, he did eave the country from deva•t­

at1on. Moreover, archaeological indioat1ona point to 

increasing prosperity towc1.rd the end ot the eighth 
- r 

century B. o. E. 

Upon his death , .Ahaz was succeeded by hie eon 

Hezekiah, and there was a rapid change in both re­

ligious and political policy. For one thing, the 

people were confronted by the increasing power ot the 

Assyrians. SecondJ.y, new prosperity and new econom1o 

opportunities made men i ncreasingly reative under the 

grinding taxat inn necessary to meet Assyrian demanda 
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for tribute. Evidence of a plan for future revolt 

first manifested itself in Hezekiah's vigorous program 

of religious reform (II Kings 18:4-5), 
5\11!1~1) Ale .Jf1-ll _Aifj1N;"> Ak ")tlt-J .,-fllf~i'l Ale "1'oi? lcJ~"> 

,1"' \I'' f If'-)) 1'>' •..:;, .,-,etv ,"'"\~~ -,e1c. .At!IJJ >.., ~hJ "-"""'~' 

•-,.{,, fl/f)'il' •JA ~n.J If 1r.·>P '/I//') ~j>N //cJt!' 'J,:J /')) 

)) ~ I i) I I~ l'N l.:J ~ I n /'I J )) 'i> I r E I ' '? h le I n G ;J fir., ~ I 
• I !Jo r /'>? ?~le 

The Chron1oler gives a much more elaborate desor1p.. 
23 

tion of thia program, and informs us that not onl7 

did Hezekiah and his supporters aeek to eradicate 

idolatry from Judah; the7 also began active propa­

ganda in northern Israel which was now in Assyrian 

hands. Thrugh it met with some auooeea 1n Galilee , 

it was unfavorably received in Ephraim (II Ohron1olea 

30:10-11)/ 
-,)~J/JJ /'/CJ/" f11c~ /'¥1° "'} ''Ylf f'I~¥ /'../'-,_,., / ';J '/ 

r'e.Jte (le../'~ l''~YIN1 fl'»'/¥ f'/J'f1eN /'~'' Jlnf ti~1 

• f'Jer>'/" l·~·I /Y...J.::J.J /I~~ I'll ·))~Jlfl -,e1&1<1 

While Sargon II of Assyria was still alive, 

Hezekiah did not try to inoite an open rebellion~ 

However, when Sargon was replaced by his son Senn­

aoherib, the Judean king, following the pattern of the 

Chaldean and Egyptian monarchs, tried to tree h1maelt 

from the Assyrian yoke (II Kings 18:7-8), 
11e1c- fI'"~ 11tt'I [•.:Je' k.-1' 1 e1&. {;~ 1101' ""'"'' 

is. II Chronioles 29-31 
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V 1[/~~ ~/cf '5°)~a' ~ ... Pt.A.or; ,-
...,. 0 I -· \;;;tf(i, ~le -)) :H) /a. I}) • l=i~ 'Y le.~' 

.11~.1(1'¥~?1' f')J-1.J ,r~~Ntt 

Probably the purpose of hie attack on the Ph111at1nes 

was to t~r ce them into the anti-Assyrian camp. It 

was during this period that Hezekiah ordered the oon­

struct1on of the Siloam tunnel in Jerusalem to 1neure 

the capital's water supply 1n case of siege. The 

As11r1an army soon invaded Judah, oru.ahe4 the revolt 

and destroyed torty-aix tortitled oit1es aooord1ng to 
24 

Assyrian reoords. Jerusalem was eaved bf the pay-

ment of heavy tribute (II Kings 1.8: 13-14) , 
f' Jrt (J , I fl.Jo :;;[ ,- H> , p '> n fr,, J" ;)J e f1 -, e ~ ~~...,le -;11 

))' ,.,,, n nle·1. f~;J~ 'I ~' ?~~.,., .:;>';(1 S>• ''~I:> r.,,, -,1e1& 

'~" i'te v.1c~n ? N1cf -,?~· :ir 1J<:1c rr"' l/c -;)r1 ·;·,, rdrl 
(IN ')) 'j>ih ,fy //e/c. (IN fle'/ lc~/c. 'JY /~ i ~le AA:. 

• il ?? ~ '"')J..;) f''eJ~I -Jo:.J l ..J.J ./}lie.JV ere ))~/ ;)' 

Although As syrian records do not mention it, there 

are three Biblical accownte ot a further siege ot 

Jerusalem by the Aecyrians, in II Kings 19 , II Ohron-

1cles , 32, and in Isaiah 3?. The king and the 1Jlha..· 

b1tants of the o1ty were aaved by a pestilence vh1ob 

smote the enemy troops encamped out11de the valla. 

As can be seen by HeDtk1ah1 a rule , the reli­

gious reformation which ha brought about not onl7 

served to rid the land of idolatry, but vaa alao a 

13· Oyrus H. Gordon, Introduot1on t.o Old Testament 
Ti.mes, (Ventnor, N. J., 1953) p.228 
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preparator1 move toward the revolt against Aa17r1an 

domination. Thua religion only played a •eoondar7 

role in the rebellion and was merely a conTen1ent 

tool ot the king to condition the people' a m1nda tor 

what was to follow. 

Hezekiah's brave struggle tor independence re­

sulted in great losaes ot land, people, and 11veatook. 

It is only natural then that there should have been a 

political and religioua reaction to h1a rule during 

the reign ot h1a eon and successor, Hanaastth. I will 

d1aouas thi• matter immediately after dealing with 

the prophets or th1e period. 

Isaiah 

The conditions which prevailed in Judah in the 

eighth century B. c.E. were aimilai.1 to what the1 were 

in Israel toward the end or the reign of Jeroboam II. 

'!'here was great prosperity in the land. Luxuries 

rrom abroad were plentiful. However, there had grown 

up a young man dur1.ng these times by the name ot 

Isaiah, who regarded the splendor about him with 

aversion. The rich men of the southern kingdom en­

hanced their fortunes at tl1e exp~nee ot the poor. 

Wealth vent hand in han<l with oppression. The pro­

perty or the peasants was seized by large land­

holders by uncanny methods tor their own use and 
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pleasure. Juetioe was constantly being perTerted 

and the land was filled with violence (Ie&iah 1:21 

-23). In addition to his attack on eoo1al inJust1oe, 

Isaiah orit1o1zed the religious duplic1t7 wh1oh per­

Taded the land. Although the official religion ot 

the nation oont1nued to tlour1ah on the aurtaoe, and 

people came to the Temple and ottered 1aorat1oea and 

prayers , they practiced a ritual which wa.s without 

significance. Along with thia meaningless aerT1oe 

went the actual worship or other gods, and the land 

was full or 1dola be.tore which the r1oh and poor alike 

bowed down. Soothsayers and diviners acquired Jll&D7 

clients (Isaiah 2:5-8). 

Furthermore, Isaiah oondemaed foreign all1ance1 

as the means tor defeating aggressive neighbors. When 

Rezin and Pekah attacked Judah, Isaiah came with h1• 

son to king Ahaz at the conduit or the upper pool and 

tried to persuade him to trust in the power ot the 

Lord to deliver hl.m from his enemies (Isaiah 7:4-9), 
'.Je ,-J (1' fk r~~~ fc.l'.J) fl, ~l~ei>I "1/(~,., / '/',c .J)?Nlel 

I ;.1 f 71 le. I /' §-. {lie. I 1 f\) ?) i /,_-)) ~ . .J e ¥ ,.., f I ~I le >) ..I) I ~J" 

/"5}'dtv) Jtol f'l;:J/c Jl~ } l° 'J/c ('1'1' fr• '.::> /~' • f';))'/"JI) 

r .r; :--...Jlr :"l "'J/ vJ 1'i' .JI ?)~ 1 3>'~ ~JYJ.)f'JA.f f 'o NJ/ fJ'Jfr .,,, a ',.. 

5}..Je el' n I f '<! e :, H'M • fie~ v /;. ~ ~ ;, ::n .J\ ~ (JN 

.f '1N f'l;J~ _.\n• 

111tte !' ' -,;;" e1c. 1 1 

/.,)'Jr" ., 1;a ;nf'Je etc.'1 1 

JJ/'ilLA Ir..{ 1.) IJ'tUcJI k.J fie 

=)") / .;') 1 ~ ~le I N le ;') ~ 

• 51 I i1 .,., Jc. /I I° I i' ./') k ~ 
p e 11 i p -, le. e1~-.. ':> 

/'J') jlE"H'l C!/c.) f 
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When the pan1c-~trioken k1ng refused to listen, and 

turned rather to the Assyrian monaroh tor aid, Iea1ah 

1nsiated that he would still get relief trom h11 

northern enemies, but at the oost or 1mpoveriahllent 

and permanent vassalage (Isaiah 8:6-8), 
l'P'CJlc h JY ~J'rl _1f'11,f'~1'¥ •l1c.. 'i i', 1>1"' fo't 

• ,.__,,~~ & r.., r n>• 
1) ~I~'~ f'd'11 

/;."61 ~ (I!! 
,,~, lk/'J y~ 

/ '<).J;;> Jt/G/f ;) I 711 

"fl~ IJ NJ' ( }) / .. ~ n"I lc.dlf 

>I ~ ,., r rn "1r.." •.;, I)' 
Vic.[ f' 'Jfn ";'J n/c-i> 'IV ;\le. 

•,..,...., ,I IV., 1~1 1 •a.-, .Ille.. e/t!/f' 

/" ;'I' I~ n rYI" '.J ~ le ·i) j;) I ~f.· 
, I;;. .... :\II f 'IV,_,. "'" l-i7J .,..., 

1
/1 Ah 

/~t~:J ;;, ..Aid 11e1c. flit .111, 

Isaiah lo~ked upon var as the means whereby God pun­

ished Hia people for thei1• moral and religious baolt­

sl1d1ng. The Assyrian military maohine was the weapon 

being used for the execution of the Divine Judgment. 

However, because the Asayr1an showed excessive brut­

al1 ty, arroganoe and lust for power, he prophesied 

that in time they t oo would be punished (Iea1ah 10: 

6-7,12), 

? e n• /;) Jc.{ 1~~ ! 1 

/~~[? :Y'NE"d ':J 

• ' 'If"' 1c E f 'I t ..Ji '1-=> j)i/ 

!:J )\le. 'J ~k y3~· ·~ ~ • .,, , 

r f ~JI I ;a I I I '.J- ) fl () I :;) e ')' N 

11e1t. fi~ ;l~[ [':1~ , ..,~ fy .YJ?alc 

• J 'J ,~ f 1--, JI /lt.o.l't [y I 

l;J/c ~ ~@ /J<!fc. '/9'1 

• 
' N ;t 'i !'':/' ~ /c. /'t> ~ ~NI 

/.Jhi'e1r. -j.Jn '/~;l 

I J ' J-1c 'J> , ~ r r., E y' 

i~ 1.i~f1 f k l'J'ei­
• .A 1 J 1 h ·11r n.:i IJ IV 1 N I Ii ' e 1-, 

» ti~ I /..;) lc..l' ,, I -)\I 
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Iaaiah prophesied not on.l.7 agatnet JncJ•h. He 

deliTered oracles against Iara.el aa well. 00Dde11D'• 

the northern kingdoa 1D 1ta last da7s tor aeettng a 

f oreign alliance vith Bgpt aga.1Dat the more powerful 

ba7r1an forces (Isaiah 31:1-3), 
) · c ~ ,, r , ,., ~ ~ -" .._ , :;t ., ., yr / ,..., } ,, f · ~ .., • ;) • / ~ 

f> '¥-,N .-1 ' ~ { y ?1) I 

.. ,IJc. •fj ;) j\ °")i Y hJ 
/1c. ~ /"1 r ~ /L !"'' ) ;JIJ 

f> r> Jc ,// "leil r~)' C~D/ 

J :J• :::- (Ji i">l-il 'I 

I '> -r- F:iJ1 1~w :-e .:> 1 

.11·r .. :J' ,I"~ ,-,11·1 

fJ r e• r'ONJ /')'I 

;:. ') I :J ~.;)-, J~ / nf , ., 

i ~"' I l'I J )' •.;; r e"') ;> , .,, 

hc..1 t!! ' f:: I":/ i' ,/ y I Ye JL.lt 
1J j) I ,-,• .JU: I 

j j fi /c..ltt J-~ I 

y ') 1~ i:t'I 

Like ll&D7 ot his conte.pore.riea, IN.Jab al.lucled to 

horaea and obar1ota as the Q'Wbol ot Iara.el'• depen4-

ence upon material a.id and tore1gn all1.a.ncea 1.Datead 

ot God'• help. He coulc5. onl.J' Y1aua11ze capt1•1tJ' tor 

the northern k1ngdoa and extenU.nation ot !ta idol­

vorsh1pp111g 1nbab1':&.D~s. SoveYer. a r ighteous rea­

na.nt would be aa•ed and ao:tld return to tce1r land 

( Iaa.1ah 10: 20-23) . 
. ,Ir<. :k .. ~ 
;)·>\'I· .::. 

r 
f'~ f n:J , ) ~ • (•Y 

I~ ~1 e "'c.. € 

• vi>~~ +'e -1'1 ")t'J I' i:: 
j)jlY'_..t \°"'c.:l •;:: 

-"'";:.j- ill> • • _,; IC-
. "f )fc.->J JS ~ ...,,.., ~ ,.~l" 

Although !aaiah v1tnesaed 

J:_/ ~l"l f f ' 'i" i) ' j) • 

:/ / ¥ 1·01· Ir.I 
{k-,e• -, ~e 

;: j:) ~ • ..-\ • ~ A ' ra I 
I i\ ";,If f"r jYe .;') J 

'1 1 .:'J' f'r /¥~JI 

. J\ rllr. ~ fi.. 1e· ~,~:> 
~ ,-, "r ' ... /Lt- ~I e• 'H c.E 

the Aaa~ian UW7 

o•errunnag Israel ·and J udah, he could not conce1Te 

ot t he destruction of Jerusalea. I~ vaa God.1 • ovn 
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dwelling place and therefore it was 1nYi olable. If 

nothing else , God would certainly protect His own 

1anotuary on earth (Isaiah 31:4-5) , 
~/Jc~] 5>1'1 ' ~ I ' /~ ' JI<- ;I / >) ' I ll/£ 

• J>.11 )' ~ J Iii ;r,. ., ...,) /' ¥ ''r~ I ,. ;; => ..,-q ,n,) 1~,. 51 l .;, ' 
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Iea1ah propheeied un1Yeraal peace 1 1n the end ot 

days• stating that it would come onl1 when all the 

nations are willing to recognize t he God or Israel a1 

the supreme ruler or t he world, and Jerusalelll as the 

center ot religious instruction and the home ot the 

supreme court ot justice (Isaiah 2 : 2-•), 
/ tJ\ n i le~ ,-., .:> r;, 
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There is no valid historical record ot when and 

how I saiah died , but i t i s possibl e t hat he ma1 have 

been put to death by Hezekiah's 1c~l-worshipp1ng son, 

Manasseh. 
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Mio ah 

At the same t1me that Isaiah was delivering h11 

oracles agains t the kingdom ot Israel and Judah, a 

younger contemporary by the name of M1oah appeared on 

the scene with similar words of warning. H11 earliest 

prophecy was directed against the northern kingdom. 

Samaria vas to be destroyed on account ot her relig­

ious apostasy (Micah 1: 6-7), 

Elc ;J /cr1e 1 l1 '.JJ...Ji/, f :;, 1 
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However , t he destructi on would not st op with Samaria. 

Micah pictured the i nvaders overrunni ng small v1llagea 

in Israel and Judah, including h1s own birthplace, 

and even vent so tar a s to pr ophesy the destruction 

ot Jer usalem after condemning the Judeane tor 1001&1 

1nJuat1ce and tor depending upon material security in­

stead of God (Micah 3:9-12) , 
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• 
In this respect, K1cah d1ttered with hie con.­

temporary, Isaiah, 1ilho could not vlsual1ze t!le des­

t ruction ot the Judean capital.. Micah vae the t1r1t 

to 118ke this prophecy and he vae quoted later b7 th9 

elder• vho detended Jeremiah'• right to prophes1 in 
25 

a similar manner. 

K1cah 1 e prophecie• ot destruction and oapt1vit1 

were tolloved by an oracle on the restoration: H• 

said that God will strengthen Hie people Ierael in 

order that they m1ght gain revenge on t hose nations 

that mocked t hem. The apoi1 which they take in th1e 

var ot vengeance shall be devoted to the Lord (M1oah 

•:11-13) I 

~1r f •e 1c ( J "> i > '-' 

.>i e lhJ f '~le. r '.110 ., d , 

f' ~ 1 f ' N )' A' i> ~ .;l ' 
t~~ r u/'i>'{ '.liN1n:;i 1 

• f ) /c 1> ~ I' ~ /Lr f Ji ,, I 

f '~ / / 1 f~ ( 
1 
/')' I r) Olc J .f).J'> "' 

• I .J '.J • ~ / I '1 ~ i tlJ'i 1 ~J n.Jt f' ' -, N 1r >J 

v 1 l1 1 -'11 ~ ~n H I'¥~' le.I" ~1r1 ,.., 1 

J./J ! r t..J ' ,:,;, 1e: tF 1 

. 7/_j/ J )' /V lJ::J r.~ il j> '.:J 

/ 111 ..1,(:4 le /~/ 1 /'i/ /> 

Thus Micah shared1he general prophe t ic attitude 

i n the days of the d1v1ded. kingdom that war 1e God'• 

14 • Jeremiah 26: 17-19 
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instrument tor ohaat1z1ng h1a people tor t heir 1n1-

qu1 ty. In the days of the restoration it was to 

serve aa the meana ot hum111at1ng those nation• that 

taunted Iarael and lured her toward idolatey. 

For the better part of the seventh oentury, Judah 

continued to be a vassal of Aasyr1a, paying regular 

tribute. Hezekiah'• brave atruggle tor independence 

had resulted 1n loaa ot land, people, and 11veatock~ 

The Judeane auttered materially in consequence ot 

the government'• policies. It 1a only natural then 

that there should have been a reaction to h1a rule 

during the reign of hie eon Manasseh and his grand­

son, Amon. Upon Manaaaeh1 a aucceesion to the throne, 

the pro-Aasyr1an party gained control over the gov­

ernment, and as a by-product of th11 political change, 

idolatry vaa restored in all its glory. Even when 

Amon vas asaaas1nated by conspirators, the people, 

being in favor of the status quo, alew the king•a 

murderers and placed Amon•s son Josiah on the thorne 

(II Kings 21:23-24) , 
('t. IJi •iJ ;> j'f"l'I;, .Ak 1./-J ' fi'I !' f>r /11Ylc ''i ~'6' ••1ei> 'I 
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• /'../)YU\ IJ~ J?) I e 1< I A /c -f-, le l) 



136. 

Zephaniah 

During the early part ot Josiah' a reign, be­

fore he reached his majority and instituted a relig­

ious reformation, there appeared in Judah a prophet, 

Zephaniah, who vigorously warned the Judeana of the 

approaohing doom ot their state because ot the idol-

atry which pervaded the land (Zephaniah l:+.e), 
f'' r1e" ,,~Jr 1°) ~ I jl I r'Y , ~· . .,,. (JI 

rre1v ·~ t!/' /; ~.., 
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Like the other prophets, Zephaniah believed that war 

was God's instrument tor ohast1zing Hie people, but 

He would also use it as the mear,s t.or punishing those 

nations which displayed excess cruelty toward Israel, 

and mocked and taunted her while in oaptivity ( Zeph­

aniah 2:8-9) I 
n'~.A f ~ O:J '.::> 

f'"J~¥.:J /trOr 'J~I 

r,""" h i' e '"' 
fr- -nN~~r (l"lf n 1.;..r• 

r[nr 

I'"~ I I" 'If ~ I J /c. ~ 
e f 1/nJ' I/~ ~ '/ 

/'"'(( 
'N¥ Ak 

• ff ti'~ J'I I{• ':I~ 'I 

'Jlc •n /_;,{ 

{lc1 e• 'l> {k. A I le P 1 ;\ i) I'"' I' t J 



139. 

Zephaniah prophesied that the Ethiopian& would be 

ala1n and the Aaeyrians Wt'luld be destroyed tor their 

attacka on Judah (Zephaniah 2:12-13), 
....,,ek ./\le Ci~"-'' P'e1:> f~A fl~ 

11 f'/ /Vt! f 1'1 IJ !J .Ji/... f' e ' I 

• ; ~ ~/lj v't-

The forceful prophecy ot Zephaniah may have helpecl 

influence the young king to bring about a rel1g1ou• 

reforaat1on upon reaching h1a eighteenth birthday. 

During Josiah'• reign , the Aaeyr1an overlord• 

were completely absorbed in defensive warfare aga1nat 

aouthern~ eastern, and northe~n powers. The gold.en 

age o t the empire wae coming to a close. On tlW 

death or Aeahurbanapal, Assyria rapidly c!eol1ne4. 

For centuries, the Chaldeana had been'-l_ovly mov1ng 

into Babylonia. As soon as t hey gained oontrol ot 

that country, they began to conquer Assyria with 

the aid of the Medea who had already captured Aaahur. 

After forming an alliance , t hey Joined to attack and 

capture Ninevah. The Assyrian army , having suffer­

ed a aevere defeat, tell back on Haran. Meanwhile, 

the Egyptian Pharaoh Necho decided to march north­

ward through Palest ine to give military a1d to th9 

Aaayriana. King Josiah, desiring Judah ' • indepen­

dence , attempted to ha1t him at Meg1ddo, but he vaa 
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4 ~ 
killed in the attempt (609 B.C.E.). When the ~s1-

r1ans were defeated in Haran , Neoho took over their 

territory in Syria-Palestine. However , the new 

Egyptian empire in Asia was short lived tor 1oon 

Nebuohadne~zar arrived 1n Syria with a Bab7lon1an 

army administering a orush1ng deteat to the Egyptians 

at Oarohem1sh and took over the whole ot the veat 

to the border ot Egypt. The new hope-which th• tall 

of A1ayria had raised among aubJeot people• were 
& dashed. Babylon was substitued tor NineTeh. 

Nahum 

In the ~atter daya 'ot Josiah's reign (620 B.C.E.), 

Nahum made his prophecies oonoern1ng the de1truotion 

ot Nineveh and the fate of Assyria. Though he belieT­

ed that the Assyrian army was God's instrument tor 

chaetizing Israel, he also believed that God would 

send still another toroe to swallow up the A117rian 

empire because o~ her oruelty toward Israel(Nahua ~: 

1-5), 

15. II Chronicles 35:20-24 
16. see G. E. Wright and F. V. Filson, op. c1t. p.50 
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Like 8&1Q' other prophets of th11 period, he u•ed 

horses and chario~a as a •ymbol ot material a1d 1n 

order to compare the strength ot nations who depend 

upon them v1th the power of God. 

Habakkuk 

In a manner similar to that or N'ahua, Habakkuk 

prophesied in t he time ot Jeho1ak1m (C. 600 B.C.E.) 

that though the people ot Ia13el were destined to 

suffer defeat and oapt1v1ty at the hands ot the 

Ohaldea ns, as a result ot their religious baok­

al1d1ng, God would use war as the meana tor pun1ah­

tng the Chaldeans for their oruelty toward Iarael 

1 lfabakkuk 2 : a , 16-1 7) , 
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Jeremiah 

Judah deol1ned rapidly atter Josiah'• death 

(608 B.c.E.). FinallJ the Babylonian king Nebuoh­

adner.r.ar overran the southern k1ngdoa and oarr1ed 

ctt the Judeana into captivity. It waa during the1e 

dqs before the exile that the prophet Jeremiah nm-­

ad the people ot Judah that God would use the Bab1-

lon1an army to destroy their land, partioul&rlJ the 

oity ot J•ruaalem (Jeremiah ~:5-7), 
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The prophet oondemned h1a people and their 

rulers tor bav·1ng toreaken the Lord' s help and de­

pending upon foreign all1anoea with Assyria an4 

Egypt for protection against their enemies (Jeremiah 
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Furthermore, Jeremiah or1t1oized the corruption and 

1ooial 1nJuet1oe llh1oh pervaded every olaaa 1nolu4-

1ng the prophets and pr1eeta. Like h11 predeoe1aor1, 

he considered the_approaohing doom as God'• Judgment 

upon the Judeans tor moral baokal1d1ng (Jeremiah 6: 

13-16)' 
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Jeremiah not only warned the Judeans or the disaster 

wh1oh oontronted them but also sought to oonv1n~e 

them that they had better lay down their arms and 

submit to the Chaldeana lest they all be de1tro7ed 

(Jeremiah 21:8-10), 
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The ruling olasa felt that by these oonatant 

vigorous oraoles ot doom, the prophet was destro71ng 

the people's morale, and they branded h1• a traitor 

and 1mpr1eoned him during the siege ot Jeruaal ... 

The1 tried to counteract his words with the oraclea 

ot other prophets who delivered oraolea ot victory, 

peace and security. However, Jeremiah'• attitude 

was misunderstood. H1s real purpose in preaching 

aubmiaaion was to keep alive a remnant who would 

be able to return and rebuild the land in the tutuite 

(Jeremiah 23:3-4). 

Jeremiah, like the other pr,pheta, believed that 

the days or the restoration, God would use var aa H1• 

instrument for punishing all the nations that display­

ed extreme cruelty toward Hie people Israel. The 

tollosing prophecy is directed against the Cbaldeans 

(Jeremiah 25:12-14) , 
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The attitude of the Judeane toward var vaa the 

same aa that ot the people ot Israel. Their chief 

oonoern was their security, and a1 l~ng aa that va1 

not disturbed, they made no comment either in favor 

ot or against var. The kings of Judah u1ed their 

standing arm,.ea to tight vars tor economic and po­

litical ends. The land of Edom, which was a source 

ot great natural wealth due t,o the oopper minea and 

the port ot Elath on the Red Sea, changed hand• a 

few times during the d,qa of the divided monarch7• 

The prophets ot Judah aaw var as God'• 1n1truaent 

tor chast1zing Bis people for corruption and social 

1nJustioe, and later tor punishing tho1e nations that 

displayed extreme cruelty toward t hem 1n the course 

of their chastizement. 
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Chapter 5 - Israel'• Attitude Toward War During 

the Exile and Restoration 

During the period wh1oh tollowed the destruot1on 

ot Jerusalem and the Temple, we only hc.ve 1oattered 

referencea regarding Israel's attitude toward var. 

These references cannot be dated with oerta1nt7 1n 

many oasea, but I will try to give ae complete a 

picture as possible under the c1rcumstancea. 

Ezekiel 

In his earlier prophecies , Ezekiel warned the 

Judeans ot appr~aohing doom and condemned them tor 

praot1c1ng idolatry and perm1tting. soo1al injustice. 

Like his predecessors,however, he prophesied that 

a remnant would be saved (Ezekiel 6:~·8), 
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Like the other prophets, E~ek1el believed that var 

was God's tool tor punishing His delin~uent people 

(Ezekiel 11 :8-9), 

• 
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Ezekiel's love tor the nation wa1 10 great th•t 

he had hoped that 1t would be possible to retain the 

kingdom even as a va1eal. state. Therefore he con­

demned Zedekiah'• revolt against Nebuohadnezsar, 

and his taith 1n a foreign all1anoe v1th E87Pt 

(Ezekiel 17:12-16) , 
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Onoe the destructi on and captivity had taken 

plaoe, the prophet began to renew the people'• hope 

ot returning once again to their native land, and he 

delivered oracles against Ammon, Moab, Edom, and Tyre, 

warning them that God would use var as an instrument 

to 4estroy them because they rejoiced over Judah'• 

fall and over the destruction o! the Temple (Ezekiel 

28:25-26)' 
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Second Isaiah 

Another prophet of the Captivity val the one 

who wrote the latter halt of the book of Isaiah 

(Chapters 40-66), and who is today called Second 

Isaiah. Hie meaaage is similar to that ot Ezekiel 

in the days ot the Exile. The prophet believed that 

God created the var, and strengthened the ene111 toroea 

in order to punish Hie own people (Isaiah 42:24-2&) ' · 

•/ /)II.A ~ l "JJ 1U: kfl ~i'¥ ' ·f)D I e t( [ J..lt.J 't/ 

1;;1c. 7} Nn 1•fy ( CJ e'/ 
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• ~{ !iJ J°'e' k li J::J 1r;a/'i 1 

/''1! 4lJ'1 flc?e' J 
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Nevertheless, the Second Isaiah prophesied th&.~ God'• 

a.are would extend over "tl~e remnant, and that t hey 

would return to the promised land and their enemies 

would in time be destroyed 

'"!''' OF' 1n 
i'~ f •1nJ1l I-:> 

I I f ';') ' / °f ,J/c ' I /c.::> 
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(Isaiah 41 :10-11), 
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C~a, the king ot Persia, was to be the Lord'• 

shepherd. permitting the rebuilding ot Jeru1alem 

and the Temple, and subduing those nations that 

taunted Israel and brought her into oaptivit7 

{Iaaiah 44:28, 45:1), 

/J'N';J 'J> 1)"> h » 1e1c. e ..,,....J { 
f 'lt! / 'J CJJ y)J 
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Like many other propheta ot the ex111o period, 

the aeoond Isaj.llh gives vent to his feeling• toward 

Edom. The Edomites not only taunted the people ot 

Judah upon the nation's downfall, but also took ad.­

vantage ot her weakness to occupy th' toraer Jn1ah 

territory to the south ot Jerus~lem. The literature 

ot these days was filled with maledictions aga1nat 

this hereditary enemy (Isaiah 63:1-4), 
, ~;if 'A:>} ~ )?"i/;) 
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The ao-oalled 1 K1nor Prophets• of The Ex111o 

and Poat-Exil1o Periods 

Quite a few ot the minor prophet• who liTe4 in 

the days or the Exile ah4 Restoration prophesied that 

God would take Tengeanoe upon Edom tor the way in 

which ehe treated Israel. Malachi warned that vhat­

e~er the Edoaitea tried to build on their newly 

oooupied land would soon be deatro7ed by the band of 

God beoauee or t heir w1ckedneae (Malachi l t4), 

() / I )) /, '_) le. I IJ ~ ' ;> rh'I 

;i ¥ ~ 1 [ 1 rr f' v ... - ' '' 1 i> / t 

. fJtK y¥ lJ/,11 f'~ '-. /{!k r Yl'I / 

/.J ee) f'J:tlc. 'JN J: ~ '-' 

A I~ ') h .,7.J~J / ;J 1eJ I 

Obadiah likewise delivered an or acle againat 

Edom, giving the Lord1 a sanction tor battle again1t 

this cunning nation (Obadiah 1 :1-2) , 

• -?>fin/NJ 71 ' [ ¥ )>NIP.JI I /Iii) 

r '1c1 ;:J r ·~A .J ; <J i> :;)..) v 

A I 11 ~ ~ 
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J:dom was to be out ort tor violence and extreme 

cruelty towar d Israel during t he s i ege and de­

struction of Jerusalem. The Edom1tes not onl7 re­

fused t o help Israel but also epo1led t he Holy 
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01ty when it was oaptured, and 

ot esoape (Obadiah l:lO-l4), 
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Obadiah vel1eved that God not only sought vengeance 

upon Edom but upon all the nations that saoked Iarael 

and rejoiced over her dovntall \Obadiah 15), 
fl" ,) e~' ..I) ' ~ ~ l elc::J n 1 :)> • f'I' ~nj> ':> 

• (~le)~ ;Jle' flf'I~ /'l<!-11 h A~ 

Joel vaa another prophet who looked tor God'• 

vengeance upon Edom. Egypt vas also to become a 

desolation for her treatment ot Israel (Joel 4:19), 
-))? hi' 'J~ O('Jhrv ?)'i'-" ?1NNeJ J'' ?11V 

. fj 1 1,~ 1. ' P.J /=i /..::;;;€ ; e /c -r)':f>.A viii/I/€> /? TJlf r1<~1 
Joel pictures a judgment day t o be the t1ae tor a 

var ot retribution ag~inst the nations that attaoked 

and destroyed Israel (Joel 4:9-12), 
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Zeohar1ah, a prophet ot the post ex1lio period, in 

the course ot enoourag1ng tbe oaptives to return, de­

livered oracles promi1ing God1 1 retaliation against 

those nations that spoiled Israel (Zechariah 2:12-13), 

f 'I e .,, f 1c '.J h rt!? ::r I ~;) ) h Jc A I le~ .}- l> I ,y if( le .. , ..:J I.::> 
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In Jech ariah'• prophecies, the Lord was onoe aga1n 

Iarael'• leader in battle, fighting with His people 

against their enemies (Zechariah 10:3-6), 
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During the days or the Restoration, while the 

Jews were rebuilding t he walls ot Jerusalem, th•J 

•uttered attacks from the Samaritans because the7 re­

fused to accept t heir aid in the building program. 

Nehemiah, the governor, gave his people weapons to 

protect themselves, and impresaed upon them that their 

God vaa a leader 1n battle who would tight tor the ., -, . 
people ot Iarael (Nehemiah 4:11-14), 
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Thus in the exil ic and post-ex111o perioda, the 

prophets believed that God would bring t he rellll&Jlt 

back to t heir own land, and wreak vengeance upon thoae 

nations that taunted Israel. War was God'• instru­

ment tor punishing t hese vioked nations. The God ot 

Iarael was onoe again leading His people 1n battle 

against the enemy. The prophets appear to have trana­

terred the concept of Lex Talion1s the individual to 

the national level, i n promising retaliation to theae 

nations. 



Chapter 6 - Ierael'a Attitude Toward Pao1t11m 

in the Biblical Period 

In the past tew decades, llany Amerioane retuee4 

to aerYe their oountry, and registered a1 oon1oientiou1 

objeotora. Aa one ot thetr arguments, they ola1ae4 

that the Bible vaa against var, and they o1ted var1ou1 

passages from the Scriptures in order to prove their 

point. However, very otten, they have isolated these 

paasagea froa the context whi~h shows that the Iarael1tea 

were definitely not pao1t1ata. I will now cite some 
l 

ot these passages, and refute them in aooord with what 

I have learned about war in the B1bl1oal period in the 

course of writing this thesis. 

!o begin with, the Patriarchs are mentioned a1 

lovers ot peace. The pacifists cite Isaac•e non­

I'esistanoe to Philistine vandalism (rteneaia 26:18-22), 
1 f{'~ / J lh 1e1c f ' f'l i'> ~ )/r.~ .Ak • 1J n•1 P f1~ ' 1'1<! ' 1 
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1 • .Abraham Cronbaoh, 1 Pacifism •, Universal Jev1ah 
Eno~oloped.1.a, TTNev York,1946) 

Norman Angell,• Paci 19m 1 , Encyclopedia or IJll 
Sooia1 Soienoee, 6 (New York,1933) 
pp.527-528 

Adolf Guttmaoher, 1 Peaoe •, Jewish Eno~olo~edia, 9 
(New York, 1905) pp.5 5-5 6 
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Also they mention that Simeon and Levi reoe1ve their 

dying tather•a rebuke for their attack upon the Sohe­

ohemitea (Genesis 34:30), 
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Howe"«er, it 1a also mentioned in this passage that 

Jaoob condemned his sone , not out ot love ot peace, but 

rather aa a result ot his tear ot the strength ot the 

Canaanites. 

Abraham could hardly be called a pacifist when 

we consider his participa t ion 1n t he war s or the tour 

kings against the five kings (Genesis 14:14-18), 
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Furthermore, as I have pointed out i n chapter one, 

the patri archs were not pacifists. They were pro­

babl7 associated wi t h a group known as the Hab1ru 

who oft en served as mercenaries 1n order to earn a 

living. Their peaceful or warlike gestures were 

motivated by a desire for security tor themselves 
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and tor members or their families. As demonstrated 

by Levi and Simeon, and by Abraham, they were will­

ing to fight when it was lieceasary in order to main­

tain that security. 

Another point made by the pacifists was that thl 

Bible condemns o1v11 war and they cited among other 

things the tollowing passage as proot (I Iinge 12:22-24) 

INI~. ) Nie l p 151[,._ f:'k :;'>''t!Ve lie j''>1fic,.., )iJ ':/ 1 ;)'/ 
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Once again the paseaga was taken out of context 

t o satiety the needs Qf the time. Astually the situation 

was quite the contrary. Shemaiah told Rehoboam not 

to tight against the division of Israel i nto twr king­

doms because it was God's will that the country be 

divided as punishment tor the religious backsliding 

ot His people. Another prophet by the name ot .Ahijah 

was instrumental in bringing about the split in the 

kingdom by protting with Jeroboll!ll , in the name or God, 

a revolt by the northern t ribes. 

Among t he prophe t s , The paoifiete oite Isaiah, 

among the prophets, as t he most outst anding pro­

tagonist ot peaoe (Isaiah 7 :7-9), 
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They say that even in the tace ot invasion, Isaiah 
• 

oounaelled non-rea1etanoe and rel1Ance upon God. 

However : Isaiah like the other prophets 1a not aga1nat 

var. He is merely against Ahaz tor depending upon 

the material 1upport ot foreign nations to ·deliver 

Judah, instead or depending upon God as leader in 

battle. 

Later Isaiah prophesies t hat the Lord v111 take 

v~eance upon Assyria for her cruelty and arrogance 

(Isaiah 10 :12-iJ), 
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Isaiah's oraole on peaoe 1n the end of days( Isaiah 

2:2-•), 1e at moat an asp1rat1on toward an un-armed 

and friendly world. The prophet says though that 1t 

can only oome about when al l D.ations reoogn1ze the 

God of Israel as their God and the o1ty ot Jerusalem 

as t he souree of law and justice. 

According to the Biblical material , the Iarael-
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ites were not pacifists. They did go to war when it 

was necessary either to defend themselves from their 

enemies, or for the purpose of aoqu1ring the land 

promiaed to them by God. Their reluotanoe to tight 

did not etem from an opposition to war in principle, 

but rather trom a rear of the strength of the inhabi­

tants of Canaan and a desire tor seourit7. Onoe 

etanding armies were organized and the1 themselves 

did not have to go out to do the fighting, the1 were 

neither opposed to or in fa~or ot var. While the 

prophets looked tor the day when Israel would be leti 

al~ne by her neighbors, they viewed war in their tiae 

to be God's inatrument to chaatize His people tor 

their religious backsliding and later to ohastize 

those nations whloh dealt cruelly with Israel or 

taunted her. 
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Chapter 7 - Conolueions 

1. During the period ot the W1ldernea1 Wandering, the 

oonquest ot Canaan, and the era ot the Judge1, the Hebrev1 

were reluotant to enter the promised land and attack the 

people living 1n it because the7 had learned through 

Jpie1 that the Canaanites were a povertul people and that 

they had weapons which the Hebrews could not cope with. 

Their opposition was not an opposition to var 1n general, 

but to these 1peoitio encountera in which the1 telt that 

the odds were against them. 

The Judges and early k1nga believed that war vaa 

justified aa the means of aoqu1r1ng the land ot Canaan 

which had been promised to the Hebrews tor an inheri-
1 

tance since the time ot Abraham. In I Ohronicle1 16:17-18, 

David is said to have r epeated this promise by God to 

His people Israel. 

2. Until the establishment ot the United Monarchy, the 

people ot Israel were reluctant to go to war because 

they themselves had to go out and do the t1ghting and 

torte1t their security. When the monarchy was eatabl1ahedv 

the k1nga ceased to depend upon the sporadic support ot 

the Israelite population at large , and aqqu1red more 

dependable standing armies, which cone1ated ot trained 

soldiers, many ot whom 

I ¥ -1..) f --; 1c.. I ~ 1c- 7 f ., roe. r 
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were foreign mercenaries. So long as the7 themaelvee 

were not directly involved on the battlefield, the 

Israelites took no action in tavor ot or in oppoa1t1on 

to vars. 

3. The priests themselves appear neither to have con­

demned or supported war in the B1blioal perlod. How­

ever, they did bring the Ark into the field or battle 

indicating God' a presence and encouragement1. 

4. The prophets saw war as the means whereb:r God would 

punish the people ot Israel for their baoksliding. 

Foreign armies would be instruments in God's hands 

with which He would punilh the northern and southern 

kingdoms. Foreign allianoes were opposed or favored 

in the name or God, depending upon specific politi­

cal conditions. 

The exilic and poet exllio prophets &&LW war as 

the means whereby God would wreak vengeanoe1 upon tho,,• 

nations that taunted His people or that diuplayed ex­

treme cruelty tov~rd them. 

5. In the daya or the Divided Monarchy, thct king1 

employed their own standing armies t o f 1gh"t their 

battles. War was fought for the sake or e1conom10 

and political gains. Religion was no long1er their 

chief concern except as a moans for t hese :kings t o 

attain their own end1. 

s. Iarael'e attitude toward capt1vas and spoils ot 

var vent through two main phae6s. The Mosaic law 
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prescribes that people outaide the promised land may 

be talten captive, but that all those living 1n the 

land were to be utterly destroyed. When Joahua began 

to conquer the land, this prescription was carried out 

fully upon the captured cities ot Jericho, Ai, Ha.or, 

etc., probably because captives were more ot a liabil­

ity than an asset to these ae yet unsettled people. 

However, once they settled and began to consolidate 

their occupation ot t he land, they disregarded thi• 

order to utterly destro1 all captives, because the1 

could now be used for slave labor. The apoila like­

wise were completely deatroyed at the beginning of 

the conquest of Canaan, but later, then the Israel­

ites were more settled and establ ished, t hey kept 

t he spoils as well as tribute for t heir ovn use. 

Booty constituted a aign1t1oant part ot t he national 

1noome. 

7. According to the Biblical material, the Iarael1tee 

were not pacifists. The pacifists of today, in using 

quotations from the Bible in their arguments against 

war, have t aken these statements out of context and 

used their literal meaning to prove their point. 

The Israelites did go to war when it was neoeseary. 

At times when they appeared to be opposed to war, 

they were really only afraid of t heir inability to cope 

with t he military at rength ot a particular enemy. 



The prophets viewed var as God's instrument tor 

punishing the people of Israel tor th91r relig1ou• 

baokal1d1ng and later tor punishing those nations 

that humbled her. They did not prophesy peace tor 

the times i n vhich they lived, but for the Messianic 

Era 1n the distant future. 
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