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Cfu.JIT.Ut I 

Concept of Histor y 

For mil lenni a men have written accounts of events 

which occurred during their lifetime . Some allegorized 

the event, whi l e others embodied the incident with 

eponymous characters pr oducing a l egendary effect . At 

t i mes , either they exaggerated an unimportant occurrence 

to the extent of rendering it grotesque , or minimized or 

elimina ted an important event . 

I n former years such descriptions and stories did 

no t trouble the historian. The puzzled hi s t or ian simpl y 

stated t hat it wRs impossible to obtain any histori cal 

data and ir.formation from such accounts . Today , however, 

a scientific approach through a r cheology has thrown new 

l ight on such mater i a l. ~at has been dogmatically thruet 

aside as merely beautif·.il mythological t a les and fant asies 

of the mind , is now viewed and examinea with mo r e care. 

This i s true of the anci.ent Assyrian, Egyptian, Greek, 

and Hebrew literature. ~e a r e primarily concerned wi th 

the Rebr ew literature as manifested in the Bible . Many 

of the obscurities of biblical stor ies have been clari

fied by recent archeological research . We have come to 

realize that withi n these ancient biblical accounts we 

find t he social and economic backgr ou nds of our people 
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portrayed during the various periods of their wanderings. 

The question which ass erts itself is, •can these accounts 

be considered as history in the light of present da.y 

thought? Did the authors write history?" Before any an

swer is given it ie necessary to know exactly what is 

meant by history. 
(. , 

The word "history• is derived from the Greek "•<Top,-.•. l 
In the sixth century the Ionians used it in the sense of 

a search for knowledge in its widest sense. "History• 

meant inquiry, investigation, !!21 narrative. It was not 

until two centuries later that the historikoa, the reciter 
(. , 

of stories, superseded t.he historian (trTo pE ... 'i } th'! 

seekel" after knowledge. Thus "history• began as a branch 

of scientific research. 

It was Herodotus who first hinted at the use of the 

new word by applying it merely to details accumulated dur

ing a long search for knowledgec But by Aristotle's time 

••history" is applied to the literary product, instead o! 

the inquiry which precedes it. From Aristotle'a time to 

modern times "history• (Latin historia) has been a form 

ot literature. In the scientific enTironment of today we 

recognize once more, with the earliest forerunners of 

Herodotus, that history involves two distinct operations, 

investigation in the field of science, and literary pre

sentation--in the field of art. 

i. Encyclopaedia Brittanica •••• History. 
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History in ite widest sense is all that has happened. 

There are as many things happening ae there are human be

ings. In the broadest sense these happenings are the 

facts of history. But only a few of these facts are of 

historical importance. In public affairs there is a 

continual process of selection, by which important eTenta 

are singled out, and recorded. " •. . The aim oi the h is

torian is the statement of what has taken place in the 

past. He selects the facts to be included in his work in 

accordance with some personal localized view, and he ex

plains events by the imaginative reconstruction of the 

characters and motives of the participante."l 

we u~ually think that the duty of the historian is 

to be impartial, and not to allow his human weaknesses to 

influence hie choice of facts. Because •partiality" means 

that the historian "takes sides•, that be is affected by 

loTe, hate, and allows himself to be influenced by personal 

considerations. One may ask whether such a thing as • ob-

j ectiTi ty of Historical Knowledge" is possible.2 An a:r

firmative answer 'llS.Y be given. An objectivity af a piece 

of knowledge may exist under the following conditions: 

The knowing subject knows the object before him, in

dependent of himself. Thus the personality of the knower 

has no significance for the content of the piece of knowl-

i. Teggart, Prolegomena to Histoix, University of 
California Publication,~916, Vol. IV, p . 184. 

2. Fritz Medicus, Objectivity of Historical Know
ledge, p. 37 ff~ 
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edge. . For example--when an experiment is demonstrated 

in the lecture room of a department of physics, the visual 

impressions are different for every spectator. ETery one 

sees the experiment from his own situation, but these in

dividual differences do not enter into the piece of knowl

edge itself. What is to be understood, bas no reference 

to the accidental circumstance of the observer. 

Can thiR be applied to history? There are some 

historians who claim that such an approach is not only 

possible but desirable. Such men as E. Bernheim, w. Bauer, 

Dr. Gooch, K. Seignobos, claim that history is a science 

and should be studied objectively as other sciences are 

a tudied. On the other hand, H. C. Davis, J. W. Fortescue 

and others reject that point of view claiming that a docu

ment is but a scrap o:f human nature or it is naught. 

They fail to see how scientific conceptions of cause and 

effect can be usefully employed when we are dealing with 

the co-operation or clash of human wills. There is no 

science of human nature. Shotwell, Huizinga claim that 

today the interpretation of history is neither a science 

nor an art, but part.a.kea of the nature of both. For the 

historian, one half of his business is the discoTery or 
the truth, and the other half, its representation. 

This brings us to the subject of historiography, the 

writing of history. It was shown above that the claim of 

objectiTity or impartiality in historiography is unmeaning. 
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The impartiality of historians must have eome standards 

of value. It seems almost impossible that he car. ever 

attain the scientific attitude of a chemist, who is in

different as to whether his chemicals unite or separate. 

The chemist i s interested solely in wha t they do. But the 

historian's judgment is permeated with his own judgJllents 

of value. "Historiography is a rendering of what has 

happened in terms of the emotions awakened by the reeul~. 

The selection of facts and the realization of character 

are the fundamental elements of historiography. The 

?.·ri ting of history is the memory of what men cherish in 

the life of the nation to which they belong. It is the 

expression of the spirit of the community that gives it 

birth, and takes on new forms as that spirit expands. A 

man may present the picture of the distant past, but he 

always speaks with the voice of hie own generation, and 

gives utterance to the ideas and aspirations of his own 

community. He writes ae a spokesman of his people. 

Histories are written for men of one time and one people."1 

Perhaps a definition of the concept of history will 

help crystalize the previous discussion of "What is His

tory?". 

"Ristory is the intellectual form, in which a civi•i

zation renders account to itself of its :paet."2 It is 

1. Tegga.rt, Prolegomena to History, p. 208. 

2 . John Huizinga, Concept of Eietory, pp. 1-10. 
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an intellectual form for understanding the world, just as 

philosophy, literature, jurisprudence, physical science, 

are forms for understanding the world. But history is 

distinguished from these intellectual forms in that it is 

related to the past and nothing but the past. Its pur

pose is to understand the world in and through the pa.st. 

The paat is limited in accordance with the type of sub

ject which seeks to understand it. The subject which co11-

cerns itself with history is civilization. Every civili

zation has a naat of its own. (•By civilization, we mean 

the ideal totalities of a social lite and creative activity 

realized in a definite time and place, which for our think

ing constitute the units in the historical life of man

kind.•) Every civilization creates its own form of histo

ry. The character of the civilization determines what 

history shall mean to it, end of what kind it shall be. 

A civilization whose outlook is narrow produces a history 

which is likewise limited and narrow; the reverse of this 

is true. Thus, the subject in which this intellectual 

form becomes conscious is in a civilization. ~ery civili

zation creates this form anew according to its own peculiar 

8 tyle. This concept of a civilization necessarily implies 

the unavoidable subjectivity implied in every history. l 

Finally, the intellectual activity from which his

tory takes its rise is "rendering account to oneself. It 

comprises every form of historical record; annalist, writer 

of memoirs, historical philosopher, scholarly researcher, 

1. John Huizinga, Concep t of History, pp. 1-10. 
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etc •• •• It expresses the constant presence of the pragmatic 

element. 'Account • expresses- -ne quid falsi audeat.• The 

subject matter of history ie limited to the past of the civi

lization in which it is rooted. Thus we see that history 

gives only a particula r representation of a particular past} 

A given event may be treated by one historian as of 

the greatest importance and by another as quite incidental. 

Ea.ch h i storian faces the event with experience of hie own 

personality, i.e. ~ew, Catholic , Democrat, Socialist, etc. 

Ea.ch can only understand the event in relati on to what 

gives concreteness to his life. Thus two historians may 

differ from each other because of the concreteness of what 

their personal life history had produced for them. There

fore when two historians intr oduce their personality in 

order to understand the historic fact, they introduce aome-

thing different. It may very well be the case that both 

hist orians are right, the one finding the fact in question 

relevant to hie picture of history, the other finding it 

indifferent for his. Neither can exhaust historic real ity 

because each sees it from hie own standpo int.2 

In order to put the right questions to history no one 

can do more than arrange himself in the systems of the life 

of his time. After having integrated himself i n such a 

manner, and a period of the past has awakened bis interest, 

1 . Huizinga, Concept of History , pp. 1-10. 

2. An example of such an approach is found~ infra, 
p .24 concerning the two stories of the founding of the mon
a r chy. 



-8-

he will ~asp the nature of this period in a way which 

bears meaning for him and for his time, and then proceed 

to write history. 

The characteristic action in historiography presents 

the issue of a crucial struggle between different groups, 

aocietiee, or nations. The histories which men haTe 

chosen to keep in remembrance, have been inspired by bit

ter conflict~ .1 Thu~ for example, Herodotus, "The Father 

of History" , t ook for his theme a great subject , "the ori

gin and progress of the Persian invasion• . .Herodotus 

began with the narrative of a single war which was to him 

r ecent history. He dealt with it in a way that still 

makes i t one of the most attractive histories ever written. 

If he is open to the charge of sometimes being credulous 

on religious matters , and uncritical in regards to numbers, 

and to attribution of great events to trivial causes, it 

is unreasonable to expect that ·Rriting as he did at the 

very dawn of historical writing he could have been exempt 

from such faults. His work is a sr.ientific achieTement, 

remarkable for its approximation to the truth as well as 

for the vastness of its scope. His story was s imple in 

action, of a victory ever won e.gai11st overwhelming odds. 2 

The Athenians became the saviours of Greece . He gave 

authority to a story which embodied Athenian tradition, 

l. Teggart, Prolegomena to History, p. 195. 

2. J . T. Shotwell , "Eistory of Eistory Writing, " 
Encyclopa edia Brittanica, "History•. 



-9-

and justified the Athenian empire . The work of Herodotus 

narrates details of a recent event, with a prefatory ac

count of the circumstances that led up to it. In such a 

work, the focus, is the denouement as it appears to the 

author; the unity is inspired by the outcome. I n Herodotus 

everything leads up to the crisis of the Persian invasion. 

The argument of his history is a narrative of the relations 

between the Greeks and the Oriental powers, (from the ac

cession of Croesus to the cap ture of Sestoa, 478 B.C.). 

It shows the struggle of Greece with the Orient. A con

flict of two different ciTilizations . Throughout the 

work, t~e contrast of Hellenic with Ori ental culture is 

the keynote of the history of Herod~tus.l 
'(' 

As was preTiously stated, He~odotus is considered by 

h istorians as •Tne Father of History•. This title becomes 

very questionable when we investigate the historical liter

ature in our Bible. A study of the Books of Samuel re

veals accounts which measure up to historiography in its 

trues t meaning. There is at least one account in the ~ 

of Samuel which precedes Herodotus by at least two centu

ries. This is not an attempt to deprive the Greeks of 

the title "The Father of History", it is merely to open 

our eyes to the f ac t that historigraphy in its truest sense 

exists in the er. d Testament.. A view contrary to this 

l• Bury, Ancient Greek Historians, p. 37. 
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is stated by Professor Shotwell , "In short it was the dis

torters of Hebrew history who made th.at history worth our 

while • .•• The fact remains that, from our point of view, 

the history was distorted". 1 However, rather than pass 

judgment on that statement it would be better to study the 

accounts presented to us in the Books of Samuel . It will 

be shown from a study of these Books that histor ical writ

ing passe d through various stages of development, froru that 

of heroic poetry which describes contem!X)rary happenings , 

to that of an account of David which is remarkable ior 

its truth, combining the scientific spirit together with 

an artistic sense, which enabled the author to cast the 

material in the truest litenLry form. Thia view is sub

stantiated by Professor Baron who states that it is not 

an "accident tha t this people was the first to write histo

ry. Historical narratives, songs and the like, doubtless 

existed among all nations. But a. consecutive historical 

literature with that fine combination of factual state

ment , pragmatic interpretation, and charming presentation, 

as composed by the Hebrew writers and compilers between 

the tenth and eithth century B.C., finds no parallel what

ever in other ancient literatures before the Greeks . Even 

the otherwise most distinguished Greek historians, such 

as Herodotus and Thycydidies, lacked something of the his-

l. 
History, 

J. T. Shotwell, Introduction to the History of 
p . 107. 



-11-

torical per spective of the Israelitic historians".l 

Thus, i n Samuel--there i s the i ssue of a crucial 

struggle between different gr oups of peopl es . For the theme 

of t he ~ the various a uthors took a grea t subject, the 

origin and progress of the Israelitish monarchy. It shows 

the struggle of Israel against the different nations with 

whom they came into contact in their fight for independence . 

l. Baron. A Soc ial and Religious History of the Jews. 
P• 25. Meyer, in his article on "Die Literatur der &lteren 
Konigszeit" holds the same point of view as tha t presented 
by Dr. Baron. Edouard Meyer, Geschichte dee Altertums, 
Band II 2 . Chapte r VI, pp. 284-286. 
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Cli.APTEh II 

Evidence of Earl y ~riting in Israel 

Let it be s tated at the outset that t his is not an 

attempt to defend the hypot hesis that historical writing 

in its truest sense exists in the Bool!B of Samuel. On the 

contrary, wherever the text reveals di storted facts and 

the biased opinion of an aut hor, no effort will be made 

t o conceal it. An objective approach is t he aim of t his 

paper. A more thorough historical treatment of the Books 

of Samuel would be to begin w1 tn t:1e first chapter and 

evaluate each chapter successively. 

not all ow for such detailed study. 

However, time did 

Rather than arelyze 

each chapter for the purpos e of sifting out true histori

ca l writing, it was thought best to select examples or 

types of literature showing the development of the his

toriographical pr oces s , from its incipient stage, that 

of poetry , t o that of a well constructed story in prose . 

Amongst the various early peoples who knew little of 

writing, the bard or narrator is a ~amiliar figure. On 

various occasions he would tell of great heroes and their 

victories. This is true of the ancient Gr eeks and Hindus 

as well as of Israelites . Throughout early times the 

deeds of Gi~n, Abimelech, and Samson were told and re

cited over and over again. Stories of heroes such a s 
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David and his battles with the Phillistines , and the deeds 

of Saul and Jona.than were handed down from father to son. 

Various ma teria.la were combined in these tales . These 

narratives must have been memorized by certain men who 

transmitted them down through t he ages. Such w~s the case 

with the ancient Greeks concerning the Illiad, or with the 

Hindus concerning their Reg Vedda, or the Arabs and their 

~r'an; there is no reason why the Bible should differ in 

this respect. Biblical narratives were likewise memorized 

by certain men who handed t hem down to their succ essors. 

We believe that during this process of transmission much 

material had been forgotten and omi tted. Undoubtedly the 

accounts must have suffered altera tions from age to age . 

New people look upon material handed down differently from 

that of the preceding generation, and unconsciously add 

details which from their viewpoint seem reasonable. The 

placing of this material in writing gave it a stable form, 

for sacred writings tend to retain its special character-

ietics and prevent change. Yet, e~en this written material 

was not inviolable. As time passed and each age wrote 

or rewrote the story, the author consciously or unconscious

ly reflected his period, for every author is a product of 

his age . In the first chapter it, was shown that the lit

erature of a specific period gives the historian insi ght 

into the social and political conditions, and opinions of 

the people during his time. 
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'nlus, there are two types of records . First, those 

records which have been left by tradition, by folklore, 

by existing ceremonies, the original meaning of which has 

long been forgotten. The second type are written records. 

our interest is primarily in this latter type. Let us 

first investigate the objectives for the writing of these 

accounts, and secondly, who could have written them. 

Th i ngs were r acorded ma.inly for two pur poses : first , for 

yractical business reasons, i.e. accounts noting the sales 

of a merchant, or the title of a parcel of land, etc . ; 

secondly, for literary purposes , such as ritual , poetry, 

and na~ratives. All writing is in a sense historical, in 

that it recorcis s omething which h1s happened. The oldest 

records that have survived are those of monuments , potsherds, 

and ost raca. The record rray have been inscribed by tools 

on stone or metal, or by a stylus on clay, or with a pen 

on ostraca, papyri, or vellum. 

It must be remembered that regardless of whether the 

accounts contained on these monuments are true or false, 

they nevertheless reveal records of the period during which 

they were written and of the writezswho portrayed them. 

Thes e inscriptions have been found on tombs and in temp les; 

"on t ombs for the G-Ods to read, and in temples for the 

priests".1 
The temple record is the origin of annsls. 

I. Shotwell, History of Hi s tory, p. 58 . 
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The subject matter of the annal was ~miscellany, woven 

out of religion, war, catastrophies or mere business items . 

With the development of the calendar came annals and chron

icles. Events were written year by year. The annalist 

wrote down what was happening or ?i'hat had j ust taken place. 

He entered on the temple lists the death or a king, or 

registered con~uests under order of the king. These an

nalists were generally priests who kept templ e record.a.l 

Temple business, as was previously stated, yl ayed an im

portant role. Donations to the temple were re~orded. It 

is natural that business in general (outside the temple) 

employed scribes to note their transactions. Writing was 

essential in the transaction of go~ernment business. Thus, 

writins played an important role and special men were 

trained for that profession. This was true of Babylonia. 

Egypt, and the recently discovered ki ngdom of Ugarit. 

where excavations at Ras Shamra revealed a temple library. 

and a building which was a school or college for scribes. 

But , what about Israel? Amidst thes~ highly cultured 

civilizations, was Israel .an illiterate people depending 

upon bards and narrators for the transmission of their 

accounts and records? The discussion at the beginning 

of this chapter would leave one to believe tha t there 

was little knowledge of script amongst Israel. However, 

l. Shotwell, History of History, p. 39 . 
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the recent a rcheological f inds at Lach ish may r evolutionize 

and overthrow our noti ons of the wri tten accounts in our 

Bible . Mr. J . L. Starkey•s excaTa t ions at Tell ed-Dewei r 

r eTealed a group of letter s wr i tten in an alphabetical 

script. Re del iTered them to Pr of essor Torcyner of the 

Hebrew UniTersity for decipliarment and t r a nslation.1 

"The Lachish letters a r e written i n ca rbon ink with 

a reed pen on piec es of ' potsherds'. There are eighteen 

(18) personal letters. These letters are in the Phoeni-

cian-Hebrew script. This script was used by t he Jews un-

til the Babylonian ca.ptivi ty , at which time the Asa-yrian 

Hebrew script superseded it. The Maccabeans tried to re

viTe this Phoenic ian-Hebrew scrip~ and used it on their 

coi ns . However. it was later dropped f rom usage . " 

The alphabetical script in which these letters are 

written is extremely i nteresting. The script i s th~t of 

the e ight h-seventh centuries B.C. and presumabl y belongs 

to the age of Jeremiah, shortly before Lachiah f ell into 

the hands of t he Chaldeans in 588- ? B.c.2 These letters 

wi t h their flowing scrip t must have been deTeloped on papyrus, 
.,_ 

or vellum. Prof essor Torcyner is of the opinion tha t this 

,_ 
1 . Profes sor Torqyner, who has already written a 

book on t he results of his decipkrment of the Lachish let
ters , permitted Sir Charles Mar.A>n to r ead his book before 
he sent it to the press for nublica tion . Sir Marston re
l ates the r esults of Dr. Tor~ner•s investigation in his 
book, The Bibl e Comes Alive . 

2 . Albright, Bulletin of American School s of Oriental 
Research, No . 58. PY• -~ . 



-17-

form of writ ing must have ta.ken many centuries to develop , 

and perha.ps might even go back to Moses ' time. Vlhich 

means that the historians, priests, and prophets before 

the exile wrote in this Phonician-Hebrew script. This 

a rcheological discovery is most important in that for the 

first time we find whole sentences of alphabetical writ

ing penned in biblical times.1 

Since 1930, an increasing number of early alphabetical 

inscriptions have been discovered in Palestine. These 

discoveries s ubstantiate the theory that events were record

ed in writing about the ti.me they occurred. Archeological 

discoveries have revealed many e.xa.roples of the Sinai He

brew type of script.2 Sinai Hebrew had its origin in 

the Sinai Peninsula. In the middle of this peninsula a 

temole of Serebit was built by Hatsheput (1537- 1485 B.C. ), 

during the reign of Thutmosis III (1501-1486). At this 

temple the earliest alphabet ical script has been found . 

It was not written in cuneiform cha racters at all. In 

December, 1929 , excavations at Gezer revealed a bit of 

pottery with three letters of this script. Late~ in 1930, 

at Bet Shemeah, another example of this Sinai script was 

found on an ostracon written in ink. Finally, in 1935, 

a t Lacbish , examples of this Sinai script have been dis-

1. Marston, The Bible Comes Alive , p. 247 . 

2. Albright, Bulletin of Oriental School s of Research, 
No. 63, 1936. 
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covered. The Sinai script i s definitely the oldest type 

of alphabetical writing, a nd the Jews used it in t he ir 

records. Thus we see that Israel had at least three al

phabetical scripts from the time of Moses onward.a: 

l. Sinai Hebrew (Gezer inscriptions) 

2. Phoenician Eebrew (Lachish letters) 

3. Assyria n Hebrew (exilic and post-exilic writings) 

Unfortunately, the materials upon which these records 

were written were of the perisha ble t n>e. Previously, the 

general opinion was tha t records concerning Israel during 

the monarchy were irretrievably lost. Hor.ever, the recent 

discoveries have brought to light the hope that more ma.teri-

al for the biblica l period will be unearthed in the fu-

tura . J ohn carstang is of the ~pinion that the'~os-

sibility of the art of writing in early Hebrew, having 

been adopted by the leaders of Israel sooa after their entry 

into Palestine, i s now to be admitted".1 "It would seem 

i ndeed probable that the religious leaders of Israel after 

their entry into Ca naan, adopted the system of writing 

already developed in the land, and commenced a series of 

s acred archives. The teT-t implies clea rly that Joshua set 

down in writing at Shilo, 

portions (Josh. 18:9)."2 
. the description of the trjbal 

1. John Garstang, F.eritage of Solomon, p. 145. 

2. Cambridge Ancient His tory, Vol. II, p. 334. 
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In the pos t-Mosaic period , the form of government of 

Gideon and Abimel ech must have been similar to other cit y 

s tates of the surr ounding peoples , and they , too , bad 

their archives a nd important documents of s t a te, as did 

other petty rulers of th.at time . Excavations at Shechem 

'{'f§J..Y yet r eTeal these hitherto unknown documents . Of 

c ourse , we can not definitely affirm their cxistence,for 

lack of primary evidence . Biblical critics, who have 

hitherto denied Israel t he :possibilit." of having written 

a ccounts, must now approach their field of study wi th a 

different perspective. 

Since we ca n no l onger deny Israel t he authorship of 

documents , we now turn to the problem of the writers 

themselves and a sk , ?Tho wer e the scribes i n Israel?. A

mongst other nations, the p r jeats possessed special knowl

edge. The discoveries at nae Shamra Ugarit, which a re con

t emporar y with early Israelitish times, prove that pri ests 

were scribes . The priests in ea rly Israel , simil a r to those 

among othe r people , had many functions . Amongs t its var i 

ous functions , that of teaching was im!>ortant. As guardians 

of the law, with instruction as to the form of worship, 

they had occasion to record certain wise sayings, f ables, 

parables, allegories , sagas, my t hs . The priests were thus 

the depository of tradit ional religi ous knowledge . These 

fables and par abl es represent reality in the f orm of a 

ficti tious story. The people combined the imaginary with 
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actual events, fo r example, Jotham's fable, in which the 

trees desire a king; or Nathan ' s parable of the rich man 

who took a poor man's sheep . 1 Amongst other Semitic peo

ples mythological tales J>le.yed an important role, as is 

evidenced from the Ugarit inscriptions. HoweTer, mytho

logical tales were not of great significance in Israel be

cause of its exclusive YHWHism. But sagas did play an im

portant part in Israel. In myths the actors were my'tho

l ogical gods. while in sagas the actors were human beings. 

sagas are aetiological . ' ~uestions demanded answers. Why 

was Issac so named? ~by did the serpent crawl on its belly? 

~uestions of this nature found explanation in popular 

poetical narratives . Although each was born of the imagi

nation, to describe a narrative as saga is not to deny 

its h istoricity. Sagas were usually aeeociated with sacred 

pl aces. And with regard to cities of worship man was ex

tremely conservative. The Rebr~-ws took over places which 

were formerly sacred to the Canaanites. It '!las natural 

that Iara.el render to the gods of that country the tribute 

they demanded. This was found to be the case in the estab

lishment of sanctuaries and the pl aces of worship. The 

conquerors locatsitheir cultus at the places which were 

sanctuaries of their opponents . Israel had to legitimize 

them from the standpoint of YHWH , which was accomplished 

by showing how God or his angels appeared there . to one of 

the patriarchs. The priests preserved the story of Yr.'\'ffi 1 s 

L Berthol et , f istory of F.ebrew Civilizatio?!, p . 336. 
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:nanifestation on behalf of h is people . Such cult sagas 

are found in Genesis . In respect to subject matter.even 

cult sagas are germs of historical writings . l The a c-

count given by priests of the sanctuary of the Deity to 

which it owed its being , i s fo l l owed by inf ormation re

gar ding other things t hat happened there. That is what 

happened in t he story of the sanctuary in Jerusa lem. It 

was perhaps a priest who described its erection and con

secration, with statistics of offerings and income; eve n 

an account of the pillage and seizures of the temple 

treasury at the hands of their own kings , was recor ded. 

No doubt such a chronical was one of the sources fo r the 

Book o! Kings . One might state that this is true of later 

biblical times , but who wrote s uch accounts during the 

earlier days? We have no evidence concerning early scribes . 

We a r e told tha t the Recabites had their own clan of writers . 2 

The Recabitee l ived in the Negeb, in southern Palestine . 

They lived in the same district a s did the Kenites. The 

Kenites were itinerant coppersmiths, moving wherever work 

was to be found. I Chron. 2: 55 cornects the Kenites with 

the Recabites . (According to t r adition, Moses by marr iage , 

is rela ted to the Kenites . (Ju. 1:16) .) Perhaps the Recabites 

lear ned the a rt of writing i n Kiriyat- Sefa rim. 

l. Bertholet , Histor y of Hebre~ Civiliza tion, p . 340 . 

2 . I Chr. 2:55. 
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Kiriyat- Sefarim t later ca lled Debir) is located in 

the southern part of Judah. The name signifies a city of 

books. It is possibl e that in this city there was a groul' 

of scribes who devoted themselves to the r.riting of books. 

This city might have been a training school for scribes 

simil ar to the school of s cribes found in Rae Shamra. It 

is possible t ha t the priests had their t raining in Kiryat

Sefarim, before they set out to serve various sanctuaries. 

AS yet , no document of these early priests functioning at 

their sanctuaries during the rise of the monarchy ha s been 

found. Perhaps further excavations at Shilo will fill 

this lacuna in our histor y. Much of the material con

cerning warriors and thei r heroic deeds shows us tha t they 

a re mere excerpts from longer descriptions . The story of 

Gideon, for example, t.akes for granted a pr eviously lengthy 

descr i ption of t he invasion of the enemy a nd their mis

deeds which demanded Gideon ' s int er fe r ence . The story of 

Abimelech is likewise fragmentary . The con~ec tion with 

the Gideon story is lacki ng. Such stories as Gideon, 

Abimelech, and the D:lni t es a re but "'ragments . 

The e8 rly period of monarchy was a time of great 

literary acti vity. Besides the genera l output at the 

sa nctuaries , ther e developed a profeesional class of scribes . 

Israel ' s mona r chy was democratic . Only a free man in a 

free country could face things and persons with an inde

pendent judgJnent. It was in the atmosphere of f r eedom in 

Is re.el that this unique development of literatur e !'lourished. 
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Ai'ter having discussed the literary possibilities and 

their authors , we may now approach the t T-o Books of Samuel. 

I t must be r emembered tha t the historian of these books 

incol"!>orated material he found wi th comparative littl e 

a lteration. This is shown by the inconsistencies found . 

Perhaps, as Kirkpatrick sugges ts, these inconsistencies 

maY be used a s evidence that the compiler ~resents original 

authorities i118tead of solving the discripancies into a 

consistent unity . 1 At the very outset of the book a glar

ing· inconsistency faces us. There are two accounts of the 

founding of the monarchy. In the older one. Samuel is 

des cribed a s the man of God , a well-known "seer", honored 

in his town , presiding at t he sacrificial feast. A king 

is needed to deliver the people 1·r om the yoke of the 

Philistines. Samuel . informed by God, finds the man (Saul), 

annoints him, and tells him to await t he opportune time 

for public announcement. This opportunity occurs afteT 

Saul defeats Nabash t he .Ammonite, when he is elected by 

acclaimation at Gilgal (I Sam. JI : 15 ) . 

on the other band.we have a d~ fferent account, a lat

ter one . concerning the founding of the monar chy. I n this 

one , Samuel is t he f a mous Judge . The elders of Israel 

want a king. ~a.muel rebukes them, tell ing them it is sin

ful. {There is no indication that the peopl e are s uffer

ing f r om oppr ess ion. ) This account tells of a t otal de-

l. Kirkpatrick, Cambridge Bible Book ~f Samuel . 
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feat of the Philistines sometime previously. A king is 

demanded because of the people 's dislike of Samuel's sons. 

The establishment of the monarchy is carried out deliberate

ly. Saul is chose ny lot at Mizpah, and Samuel, i n a 

f a rewell addres s res i gns his leadership (I Sam. 12). 

Thus we have two di f ferent acc ounts of the founding 

of the mona r chy. The older attempts to show that a king 

is needed to unite the people against the enemies. The 

other tries to convince the people that a monarchy is 

l ower than a theocracy. These two accounts are irre

concilable . However, merely because they ca nnot be recon

ciled does not mean tha t the l a ter is to be regarded as 

fictitious . Our author had two documents upon l'hich he 

based his narrative , and he did not ca re to eliminate one 

in f a vor of the other, but merely attempt ed to unite them 

by connecting links. Many mere examples of inconsistenc i es 

c ould be shown. A cr itical analysis of each chapter would 

r eveal these inconsistencies. F.owever, thin paper will 

select specific passages in the Books of Samuel to show 

the development of th e historigraph:· cal process. 
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CliUTEh III 

Types of Historical Writings 

The f irst genre or t ype of literatur e we find i s that 

of poetry . Poetry is older than pr ose , it takes shape 

l ong before men think of commit ting it to writing. With 

regard to the occasions that called forth F.ebrew poetry , 

t he simplest distinction is t ha t between public and private 

occas ions . 

pUblic poetry was in t he service of political life. 

It was war that called fo rth poetry. and seeing that war 

itself was looksd upon a s a hol y ~hing. religious notes 

are naturally heard in this poetry. Appeal is either made 

to God to rise u~ a gainst the enemy (Num. 10 :35) . or when 

a victory has been won , a hymn of praise is sung t o God .. 

A triumphal song, on the other hand , may be mmg to a hero 

of a battle such as is evidenced in I Sam. 20 :1 when David 
l returns from war. The best example~ of poetry before the 

Book of Kings is the "Song of Deborah• (Jud. 5), and"Dav id's 

Elegy over Saul a nd Jonathan• (II Sam. 1:17- 27). 

Let us examine an example of poetical literature and 

aee what it tells us of our people. The most illuminating 

of all stories in Judges is that o! Bar ak and Deborah. 

l . Bertholet, History of Hebrew Civilization, p . 31?. 
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There are two accounts, one in chapter four which tells 

the storJ in prose ; the other in chapter five--the "Song 

of Deborah"--in verse . These accounts differ in a number 

of details, and the song, which is the older, perhaps the 

oldest document in our Bible, describes the situation far 

more accurately than the prosaic account. 

A time of crisis has arrived. The Hebrews occupy the 

hills, while the Canaanites rule the plains. The cities 

wi t h their s~rong walls and armed defense have prevented 

Israel from gaining a foothold in the plains. The Hebrews 

are awaiting the opportune time to invade the plain. The 

Canaanites are uneasy. The Hebrews are increasing in num-

ber. War is in the air. Both peoples have leaders. 

Sisera leads the Canaa.nites1 , Deborah and Barak, the Hebrews. 

They meet for battle in the plain of Esdraelon near Meggido, 

the classic battlefield of Palestine. The Hebrews are at 

a disadvantage in arms equipment, The Canaanites have 

i. The Jabin of chapter four is to be disregarded. 
Fe is not mentioned in the song. It was pointed out in 
our Bible class that the author kne· , Sisera was the gen
eral, but he wanted to deprecate the kingship or monarcbal 
idea in Israel, and in order to show his anti-mone.rchal 
bias, he introduces .Jabin. In 4:23- 24 Israel delivere a 
crushing defeat to Jabin Melech in Cana.an. He mentions 
"Mel ech-Cane.an" four times to show his dislike for the 
monarchal tendency. 

Another explanation for the confusion of Sisera and 
Jabin is: Sisera was the principle char acter in the bat
tle. At a later time, farther removed from the actual e
vents, there was a struggle of Israel with a King Jabin 
of Razor. Not knowing any details, it was assumed that 
the events were connected with the struggles of Sisera in 
t he north. The narrator medd the combination as is found 
in chapter four in which Sisera becomes the sub-commander 
of a troop under Jabin. 
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horses and chariots . Battle is waged, and as though a 

miracle occurred, the small quiet Kishon suddenly be-

comes a raging torrent flooding the pl a in, ma.king t he 

horses and chariots useless . To Deborah it is an inter

vention of YHWR. Re stepped out of Seir to aid them. 

Israel fights bravely and gains a decisive victory. Si sera 

escapes only to perish at the hands of a woman , .Ta.el. The 

fate of the Hebrew conquest is dec ided. From t his poem 

we can lea r n two important facts: 

First, the tribes were not united in any organiza

t ion. Only half take part in the confl ict, Zebulon, 

Na phtali, Ephraim, Benjamin, Macher , i.e., Menasseh and 

Issachar. They were near the scene of battle. Asher, 

Reuben, Gad, Dan stood a loof and are taunted for their 

selfishness. Judah and Simeon are not mentioned. They 

were far to the south and cut off by the Canaanitish ter

ritory. 

s econdly, religious unity ex ists amongst Israel. 

The people of YHWH go down to the gates . Meroz (?) is 

cursed because they came no t to the relp of YHWH . 

In the Books of Samuel (II Sam. l : 18 ff. ) we ha ve an

other exampl e of an early poem portraying an historic 

event, Davi d's dirge over Saul and Jonathan. The author 

of the Books took this poem from the Book of Yashar. The 

i ost Book of Yashar is mentioned t wi ce in t he Bible, 

(Josh . 10:13; II Sam. 1:18 ff.) . The contents of the~ 

of Yashar were Jf a general kind i ncluding a description 
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of the battle of Gideon, and David's dirge over Saul and 

Jonath~n. This alone is evidence of literary activity 

in early Israel . David's lamentation ranks with the great

est of the world. Not only does be mourn his dearest 

friend , Jona.than, but also the man who sought his life, 

Saul. Its Davidic authorship has, a t times, been question

ed, but it is generally agreed t hat it is genuine . It 

portrays David's sincere gri ef at the loss of his companion, 

Jonathan. Nowhere in the elegy does David express a sel

fish motive of joy in the removal of all obstacles for 

the throne of Israel , by Sau.l 's and his son's deaths. 

Another example of poetry in the Books of Samuel is 

the triumphal song with which David was greeted by the wo

men after a ~ictory over the Ph~listines: Saul has slain 

his thousands, David his ten thousands (II Saro. 20:1). 

Fr om the field of poetry we turn to legendar y ma~erial . 

Since the Books of Samuel are, for the most part, histor

ical, there is little legendary material to be found in 

i ts composition. Before enter ing the Books of Samuel , the 

story of Samson as told in the Book of Judges should be 

noted. Samson is added as an amusing narrative to the 

Book of Judges because it concerned the early fights 

against the Philistines. According to the record given ui 

the Book of Judges, he was supposed to have judged Israel 

twenty years. However, none of his judgments have been 

recorded. It has been shown that during Samson 's time 
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"~9Wn did not have the meaning cf a man sitting on a 

bench pronouncing j udgments to the people . n~9i1" had 

the concept of a ")l .. kJll)n deliverer who was a charis

matic leader, one who a rises to deliver l&rael during a 

crisis , a.nd after the crisis is passed, this hero r etires 

from public life and once more becomes a private cit izen. 1 

yet Samson is not a nat i onal hero. he does not lead the 

people into battle . There is r ecorded an account of his 

adventures in l ove and in war. We are only told of how 

he h imsel f mowed them dovmwith the jawbone of an ass . 

P. is quarrels and fights are personal grudges which he bore 

aB-a.inst the Philistines for the wrongs they had committed 

against him, and his father-in- law. The inci~ente of hi~ 

ca reer probably f loated about l ocsel y as popular tales , 

iong before tt.ey cr ystalized around the memory of a r eal 

man whose courage and seemingl y super natural strength mark

ed him out as a champion of Israel. The story-teller re

l a t es an exciting account of the catas trophe which befell 

this hero through the wil es of a r.oman r.ho tricked him in

to confiding in her the source of h is strength; later she 

betrayed him to his enemies. Thi s l egend concerns itself 

with Samson ' s hair wherein l ay his super-human power, a.nd 

the cutting off of his l ocks would render him impotent. 

The only r eason this l egend was included in the ~ 

of Judges was that the accounts of his deeds against the 

i . Cla s s no tes are used in the wr iting of this legend. 
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Philistines were so popular that later edi1 ~ rs ~ere com

p~lled to place them in the book . Samson (in spite of 

the theories concerning the mythological connotation of 

his name) was an historical charo.cter about whom legends 

were woven. These legends give us information concerning 

the social customs of his time. 

In the Books of Samuel there are three legends; the 

"Witch of Endor", the "Sin of Census", and the "David

Goliath" story . The story of the "Witch of Endor" has as 

its background a battle between Israel and the Philistines. 

Saul has assembled his army to meet the Philistines in a 

decisive battle. The two armies encamp on opposite hill

alopes, with the valley of Jezreel lying between. Saul 

appears to be disturbed. He is v..icertain of the outcome. 

He desires to hear the ~ord of God; he wants advice and 

assurance of victory. If only Samuel were there to coun

sel him, but Samuel was dead. ~raught with anxiety con

cerning the battle, Saul thinks of black magic; yet he 

had driven necromancers out of his land. However, he 

learns from his servant of a witch Jiving at Endor. Saul 

disguiaes h imself and seeks her aid. However, when Saul 

demands that she bring up Samuel from the grave , the 

witch realizes that it is the King with whom she has been 

dealing. She remembers that he had decreed death to all 

necromancers . But Saul, eager to speak with Samuel, assures 

her that no harm will befall h er . The witch sets about 
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her work to bring up Sa.mue1 . l Pr esently the r.itch in

f orms Saul that she sees gods ascenC.ing out of the earth. 

"And he ss.id unto her, What form is he of, and she said, 

An oJ. d man cometh up; and he i s cover ed with a mantel . 

And Saul nerceived that it was Samuel , and he stooped r.ith 

his face to the gr ound a nd bowed himself. And Samuel said 

to Saul , why hast thou disquieted me to br ing me up? And 

Saul answered , I am sorely d i stressed; the Philistines 

make war on me, and God is departed from me and answereth 

me no mo r e , neither by prophets nor by dreams; therefore 

I called thee that thou mayest make known unto me wha t I 

shall do. 11 2 The ghost of Samuel scolds Saul--telling h im 

that the kingdom shall be r ent from him and given to David; 

that on the morr ow Israel will be defeated and Saul and 

his sons will die . 

From this l egend we l earn the pr actice of nec r omancy 

was familiar in ancient Is rael, and l aws faileo to sup.r.ress 

it . So deeply rooted was the custom that Saul does not 

hesitate to consult necromancers . Apparently, the custom 

in necromancy was that the witches nre tended t o conjur e 

up and see the ghost, whi l e their dupes saw nothing, but 

heard a voice speaki ng which they took to be that of the 

spirit . For in the interview (as was shown above} the 

phantom l"\S.S visible only to the wi tch, the king was able 

only to hear its voice .
3 

1. Frazer, The Golden Bough, Vol. II, p . 519 . 

2 . I I Sam. 28:14-15, 19 . 

3 . Frazer, The Go l den Boug}l, Vol . II, p . 522. 
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The second legend is the "Sin of the Census" . This 

objection of the Jews in David's time to the taking of the 

census rested on superstition. From two narra tives in 

the Books of Sal'ID.lel and Chronicles (I Sam. 24; I Chr. 21) 

we learn tha t there v.-as a. general anti pa.thy t o the taking 

of a census . The result of a census was di sester ous. 

The numbering of the people was f ollowed by a great pesti

l ence ; the people viewed the calamity as a righteous retri

bution for the sin of census . 1 

The third legend has s ome similarity to the first in 

that it concerns itself with a hero , David. He was the 

most popular hero of P.ebrew history , and his eX})loits 

wer e tol d from generat ion to generation. We know tha t 

the h istory a s represented in t he Books of Samuel , or for 

that matter, t he h isto ry represente a in the Old Tes tament, 

has been pieced t ogether by editors from gr oups of stories 

which accumul a ted witnout any effo rt to reconcile incon-

sistencies. The story of David's deout before King Saul 

presents this difficulty. I n David's introduction to 

Saul we have two accounts which are mutually inconsistent , 

r sam. 16;17-23 and I Sam. l? :l-18 :5 . Both of thes e ac

counts bril.J David t c the va le of El ah and make him the 

h ero of the day . The fi rs t s t a tes tha t David was brought 

i. This will be discussed in de tail under historical 
anecdotes in prophetic stories, infra, p . 54. 



-33-

because of h i s ability to soothe the King ' s malady by 

music . Sau~ temporarily cured by h is music, makes him 

his bodyguard. The second states t hat David is unknoT-n 

to Saul . He comes wi th a message from his father t o his 

brothers , hears the challenge of Goliath, fights him, and 

meets Saul af'ter Goliath i s killed. Thus we have two ac-

counts of David 1 s introduction to Saul. The Septuagint 

renders a, clear er account of the David story by omitting 

I Sam. 17:12- 31.41,55-18:5 . Some claim that LXX represents 

the earlier fonn of the text which the Palestinian tradi-

tion expanded . Or perhaps the narrative in LXX has been 

revised in order to avoid the obvious discr epancy . Driver 

states that it is doubtful whether the text of the LXX is 

to be preferred to the Massorel i~ Text. 1 

The true s tory of David ' s introduction is the first 

account in I Saia. 16:17-23. Music is the only cure for 

Saul' s ma.l ady . David was both a skilful musician and a 

man of valor . Saul, very much pl eased wi t h ~vid. appoints 

him the court musician and his personal attendent . But 

the tale concerning David's victory over Gol ia t h arouses 

our suspicion. The account given i n I Sam. 17- 18:5 is 

often pronounced unhistorical. Our curiosity is a roused 

because of the incident mentioned in II Sam. 21:19 , that 

Elhanan, one of David ' s heroes killed Goliath. It is un

tenable to hol d that David, whil e still a l ad , kil led the 

champi on of the Ph!listines . A battl e was fought a t a 

1 . Driver, Notes on the Hebrew Text of the .Books o:f 
Samuel , p. 150. 
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later time and attributed to David when he became King
0 

In ancient times i t v;a s customar y t o c r edit a king or lead

er with t he exploits of h i s ser vants . !Bvid . who l a t er 

became King, had t h i s vic t or y of Elbanan a ttributed t o h im. 

The Chronicl er in I Chr. 20:5 does the BoolG of Samuel one 

be tter in an at t empt to solve this incons]stency by stat

ing tha t Elhanan killed Lahmi, the bro ther of Goliath. 

There a r e those who argue t he reliability of the second 

a ccount . They cl aim tha t David e.c t ually t r iumphed over 

s ome I'h ilistine champion whose name was not Gol iath . Such 

s. feat of valor woul d. a ccount for David. ' s popu1ari t y , and 

might ~ave been the occasion of his a t t r acting Saul ' s a t-

t ention , (if t he story of David ' s intr oducti on as a musiciin 

is r ej ected) . For it sta tes (I Sc.m. 14: 52) "when Saul sar; 

any mighty man of val or , he took him unto him". In I Sam. 

}8 : 5 -7 . we find that Dav id. had a.chi eved a s i gni ficant vic

t ory , f or the women sing a song prais ing him for his ve.l 

ie.nt oeed . J t was t£en t hat Saul became jeal ous of him, 

and sa~ in David a rival . "Saul bas slain his t housands , 

Davi d his t en tr.ousands. " ( The nebr~w text is corrupt end 

tr.e s pelline;s of' wo r ds are so i mper fect tha.t ti.e tex t c a.n 

hardly be in its origira l forrn .)1 

I n spite of t he a r guments pr es ent ec for the au t he nt i c

ity of the sP.cond accoun t , it appear s t o be a leeende.r y 

1 . 
Samuel , 

Driver, Notes on t he Febr ew Text of t he Books of 
p . 1 51. 
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eccount accumul ated from the stories of David's heroes . 

These heroic anecdotes will be studied in detail l ater, 

but for the present , a brief surruzi:1.ry of t hese anecdotes 

will suff ice to prove the legend of the David- Goliath 

episode. Professor Olmstead sets forth this t heory.1 

From these anecdotes we lear n that Eleazar , Dodai 's son, 

smote t he Philistines unt il his he.nd clave t o his sword, 

nea r Ephes-damim. 2 Elhanan, the Bethlemite, slew Goliath 

cf Gath, whose s pear was l ike a weaver ' s beam. 3 .Tona.than, 

son of David ' s brotl~er Shemi, slew a great giant who had 

six fingers and six toes on each hand and foo t. 4 From 

these isolated stories was constructed one of the best known 

biblical stories. From the s tory of Eliezar--the author 

took the locatior. Ephes-Damim; Goliath of Gath was taken 

from tLe Elhanan story; the author changed the lance of 

t hree hundred shekels of ·bronze of the Abishai story, to 

a spear head of six hundred shekels of iron. The defiance of 

tbe champ ion wa.s dr awn from the tE.le of .Tona.than, David's 

nephew . The author a.dded the fact that t he unknown sh ep

her d slew the giant with only his sling .•••• • Thus, the 

f amous David-Gol iath legend •• •••• 

1. Olmst ead, Histor y of Falestine a nd Syria , p. 314. 

2 . II Sam. 23:9. 

3. 1£iQ.., 21:19 . 

4 . ~ •• 21:21- 22 . 
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. . . 
We leave the poetical a nd legendary types of lite ra

ture and turn our attention to historical literature. 

The development of the historical genre of literatur e in 

the Books of Samuel will be discussed under five sub-head-

ings as follows: 

1. Annalis t ic writings 
2. Prophetical history 
3 . Political history 
4. Historical anecdotes 
5. David's cour t history. 

From a previous discussion it was shown that the tern-

ple record was the origin of anr.a.list i c writi ngs . Also 

the ins ti tut ion of a royal and na tiona.l government neces-

sitateci the keeping of t.he records of all important events. 

The style of annals was dry, actuary, factual , and careful 

notes. Such facts wer e not historical l iterature , but it 

sunnlied the sources for the construction of an histori

cal neriod for an historian. The author of the Book of 

Kings used the annals of the kingdoms of I srael and of 

Judah . David ' s scribe, Shavsha, must have been in charge 

of the Royal Annals. That there must have been annals 

for te.vid ' s r e i gn is at t ested by examples in the Books of 

samuel . A few sampl es of annalis t ic writings will suf

fice for proof . 

II Sam. 5:4-5 , is a typical example of annaiistic 

writing. The elder s of Israel went to Hebron and annoint-
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ed David King over Israel, but onl y after a covenant was 

made before the Lord. Then we a re given the annal i stic 

notation, "David was thirty years old when he began to 

rule, a11d he r~igned forty years . In Hebron he reigned 

over .Judah seven years and six months: and in Jerusalem 

he r eigned thirty-three and three years over all Israel 

and Judah . " 

The annals have preserved for us an account of David's 

family. There a re two accounts in II Sam.: one in 3:2-5, 

the other in 5:13-16. The first account deals with child-

ren born in Bebron, "And unto David were sons born in 

Febron: his first born was Amnon of Ahinoam, the Jezreel-

itess; a nci the second ~hila.b of Abigail the v;-ife of Nabal 

the Carmelite; and the third Ausolam t he son of Maacha 

the daughter of Talmi king of Geshur; and the fourth, 

Adonijah the son of liaggi th; and the fifth Shefa tiah the 

son of Abital; and the sixth Ithream by Eglah David's wife. 

These were born to Ds. vid at f.ebron. " The second account 

conc erns those children born to David in Jerusalem; 

Shamrnua, Shobab , Na.than, Solomon , Ibhar, Elishua, Nepheg, 

Janhia, Elisha.ma , EliEda, and ~liphat . If we check this 
- I 

list with that given in I Chr . 3:5-9 and I Chr. 14 :3-7, 

we find that the name Negah is added, and also there are 

variations in the spellings . Most notable is that of the 

name ~liyada , which appears in I Chr. 14:7 in its original 

form--Beelyada. The lists of the thirty her oes given in 
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II Sam. 23: 18- 39 and I Chr. 11:26-47 a re confusing . 

There must have been some organization with Abishe.i as 

their commander, but there is great uncertaint~ as t o the 

number of men. Chronicles a dds sixteen names t o t he list 

der i ved either from a different source, ? r else the end 

of t he text in Samuel was mutilated so tha t these l at ter 

sixteen P.ames were lost. 

From the lists of the official s stat ed in I I Sam. 

8:16- 18 and I! Sam. 20:23- 26 i t appears that a typical 

oriental ~dministration was organized . Each closes with 

mention of the pries thood , with s light variations . 8:18 

states that "David' s sons were ,!.)riests", whi l e 20 :26 

states t.hat .. Ira t he Jarite was pr iest unto David ... Joab 

was the commander-in-chief ; Jehoshafat , Ahilud ' s son, t he 

recorder; Benaiah was commander of t he body guard. The 

r oyal scribe was Shavsha. 1 Then there was a nucleus of 

a standing mercenar y a r my, the Crerethites and the Ple tbi t es . 

Benaiah was captain of t he royal guar d. Adoram (20:24~ 

was over the fo rced labor. Azmaveth was over the king's 

treasure . 
. ~ 

Shemi of Ramah was over ~oyal vineyards, 

1. This name. Shavslm appea r s in different spellingR , i.e. 

II Sam . 20 :25 X; i.J 

Ibid., 8:17 11,ilrJ 
T~ . 

2 . I Chr. 27:27. 

I Chr. 18:16 f\lll\J 
.,,. ! -
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Zabdi was overthe royal herds , etc . These annals con

tinue to tell u s of the 1 ocal levies raised under captai11s 

of tens , fifties, hundreds , etc ., and of how free men 

were subjected to more onerous work. 

Finally , there is an annal telling of David's buil d

ing operations. I n II Sam. 5: 90 , it states, " (So Davi d 

dWelt in the fort and callee it the city of Lavid . ) And 

David built a r ound about from MILLO and inward. And 

Hiram king of Tyre sent messengers to David, and cedar 

trees, and carpenters and masons: and they built David 

an house". 1 

Exactly what MILLO was, and who built it no one knows. 

Professor R. A. s. Macalister offer s an explanation. The 

sta tement concerning the building uf the MILLO occurs 

three times in the Book of Kings: 

l . I Ki . 9 :24b "Then did he buil d the MILLO" 

2. I Ki . 11: 27b " Solomon buil t the !ULLO" 

3
0 

I Ki. 9 :l5b 11 •• • tc build the l'iouse of 

the Lord, and his own house , and ' MILLOUt . 

Thus we are faced wi t h the question , "Vho built the MILLO, 

David or Solomon?. 

I Ki . 11:27 tells of Solomon's building the MILLO 

and repairing "the breach of the city of David h i s fa t her.". 

'lhen D:tvid captured Jerusalem he must have breached the 

l . This statement is a lso found in I Chr. 14:1. 
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wall. It would have been impossible for an army to 

enter the city through the 9innor , alone ; a breach would 

have had to be made. The northern end of the city was 

the place for the breach, for there an a ttacker had the 

adva ntage of working from a higher ground. If the city 

gate was near by, then the story of David ' s attack is 

clear. Joa.b's men climbed up the Sha.ft (Sinnor) and 

harassed the defenders of the gate from the rear, while 

pavid hammered at it from the front . The gate fell and 

the conquerer s entered . Im.mediately afterwards he built 

from Millo and inward,(!! Sam. 5 :9b). If 1kil lo'was on the 

cite of the breach of the city of Davi d , as is implied 

from I Ki. 1.1:27 , then it was natural that David would 

build inwar d f r om the 'Millo ', i . e . tetween the breach in 

the wall and what was then the 'Millo ' . 11 1 

Macalister is of the opinion that before Solomon's 

time MILLO did not exist. This he deduces from the three 

statements concerning the MTLLO in the Book of Kings. 

When David built "from the Y.illo and inwa rd" the meaning 

is no more than that he built from the • lace where 

"Millo~ was standing at the time of the his torian. Upon 

the pile of stones as a foundation (which Macalaster identi

fies with the breach made by David) , there was erected a 

tower. This tower h e identifies with MILLO. MILLO is con-

nected with the sense of filling . Thus , if it is interp¥et-

1 . Macalaster , Palestine Exol oration Fun6. Annual , 
1923- 25 , pp. 79 - 80 . 
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ed as tl1e structu.re wl; ich fill ed t:te gap i n the wall. 

then its meaning is clear . Solomon filled the breach 

(which David made) witr. a s trong fo rtification .1 

Another type of historical writing is that of !JrO

phetical histo r y. The story of Samuel told in I Sam. 

1-8 is an exampl e of this . The artificial division -be

tween the Book of Judges and the Books of Samuel often 

leads one t o the erroneous conclusion that with the first 

chapter of the Books of Samuel we enter a new episode in 

the devel opment of the Bebrew people. However, on care-

ful examination, it becomes evident tha t there is no hia-

tus between Judges 21 and Samuel 1. In fact ther e is 

a definite connection between t he two books , and "Shilo" 

is the link. Shilo is mentioned in Ju. 21:19 and it is 

also the center of interest in the story of Samuel . Shilo 

is of great importance because i t wa.e there that the Ark 

of Yl--V.~ wa s brought and t hus it was the center cf worship 

during Samuel's youth. From Joshua 4:15-21 we learn that 

the Ark was first set up &t Gilgal. La.tar it was moved 

to Bet- el; then, because of political strategy Ephraim 

transf erred its abode t o Shilo where it remained until 

1080 when Shilo disap'Pea.rs from history in the battle of 

Aphek. The complete annihilation of Snilo is not learned 

from t.he Books of Samuel , but from Jer. 7:12-14 , "But go 

l. 
1923-25, 

Macala&te r, Palestine Exuloration Fund Annual , 
pp . 79- 80 . 
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ye now unto my place nhich was in Shilo where I set my 

name at the first , and see what I did to it for the wicked

ness of my people Israel ••. therefore will J do unto this 

house, ••• as I have done to Shilo ." Also Jer. 26:6 , "Then 

will I make this house like Shilo, and will make this 

city e. curse to all the nations of tr~e earth" . Psa.lms 

78:60-64 speaks of the tragedy of Shilo . The defeat of 

Israel in addition to the destruction of Shilo was too 

tragic for the historian to mention. From his silence we 

l earn of the disgraceful defeat of Israel and the shame

ful obliteration of Shilo.1 Although Jeremia..h lived 

centuries after the event , the memory of that catastro-

phe remain~d with the people , so that the mere mention of 

the event drove the po int home to his listeners. It was 

at Shilo that Samuel spent his early years . 

rn the story of Samuel the author managed to weave 

the fortunes of the Ark. Later historians inserted the 

song of Ra.nnah and a tendencious piece of literature 

concerning the priesthood , and the establishment of the 

House of Zedok. I Sam. 2 :27-36 con tai.1s a. complete deci-

mation of the House of El i. F.e states that "all the in

crease of thine house wi ll die in their youth. You shall 

1. Class notes in Dr. Sp iegel~ ! ible Class . 
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see a contender in tr.c sanctuary (33) t he sir.5le One wtom 

I st.al~ not cut o ~f ••. • " Tr.is sin~le one is aefir.ite . 

!t i s dur: nf Solomor. ' s time that tl:is priestr.ood rivalr y 

takes ;lace . Abia thar (a desce~ciant o: ~li) is de~osed 

ar.c Zadok, e.r. ~r.known i s set up. A:pparer.tly 1:c :r.c.ve a 

record of an event long befo r e 't happened. '!'t,e :prophecy 

given t o Sli by the mar. of God (vs . c?) came true in the 

time of Solomor.. True ;ro:;:tecies are to be looked ~;on 

rit!: sus~ ic:o r. , usually they are correctec. ty so:ne later 

editor . At any rate , ~ho would ~ant such ~ decL"llatio r. 

of Eli ' s tcuse ? Zakok (vs . 35~l"I sh all. raise ~P for me a 

true ~riest.~ Tr.is bit of i nformati on in Sam. ~ : 2 ? - 36 is 

vaticir.ium sx ever.tio wri tter. ~ ro:;:h ecy after the event 

r.a.:;:iFened . It is c·::vious l :.r a re·rri tiug o:- r.istor y to r e

nri te the story of tte l:ouse cf ~ries ttcca . 1 

n-.e otject of ttis pa~er is net a critical commenta

ry of the mater ial in tne Books of Samuel , but to examine 

t:r.e 1 i te ra ~~re in t::e cook for : ts l:istoriogra~l:ical value . 

'!'he te~C.enciJus ~riting give n above is an exam;le of t is

tJ~i:a l ~rit inc; distortec : o suit t~e ~ ims of the a~t~cr . 

'!"r.e :nat.erial cor.c'=rning Samuel ir. t:-~e first sev~n: chap-

ters i5 • ery Eps.r ;;oe . Tt.e v-:ry r..ame its elf arouses our 

sus:;;icion. Tr. t e t)'"!r.o l og:; :;ive:-. ir. I Sam. · : ~O ::-ealij" ap

plies t~ Saul . (In cl:=.ss we '::'ere s~ov:-r. t!".a t &.muel 

l . Class ~o:es :rom ~r . S:;; i e;e _• s Siole Class. 
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is an earl y example of a later institution of " 0 · '7nUJ1t 

or '' O' ) .. j)J ". A boy is gi ve:l to the sanctuary a 

11 l •.l'J n servant of the priest . 1 ) 

The story of Samuel's life was draw11 by a later his

torian who was not a contemporary of Samuel . In spite of 

t he fact that it is colored with ideas of the author 's 

period, nevsrtheless it is not to be regarded as entirely 

unhistorical . ~lhat may be reckoned as historical is the 

fact th at from his early youth he had a definite connec-

tion with the sanctuary at Shilo . There are many incon-

sis tencies in the narratives concerr.ing him. The picture 

of all Israel from Dan to Beersheba looking up to him as 

virtual ruler (I Sam. 3:20) 1 seems to presume a united 

Israel in possessio;1 of the country . The account given 

in I Sam. 7 which states that all Israel came to Jliz-pah 

and he s acrificed to YIWR for Is reel , tries to show us 

the unity of the people; and as a result of his p1·ayer 

y}:~'F. discomfits the Philistines leaving Israel to slaughter 

them. Our doubt as to the authenticity of this account is 

further aroused in that as a result o.f t :._!is victory Is

rael recovered all the territory that had been captured 

by the Philistines , and the Philistines came no more with

in the borders of Israel. Such statements contradict ac-

counts in the story of Saul; they must be regarded as fie-

1 . Class notes from Dr. Spiegel ' s Bible Class . 
i 
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titious . The author of this story merely tried to po r

tray Samuel as an important figure in freeing Israel 

f r om Phil istine oppression, to minimize the achievements 

of Saul. (This will be di scussed in the third chapter.) 

Samuel was an L~~ortant figure in Israel ' s history . P.e 

inaugurated a new type of society for Israel. Although 

both accounts of t he founding of t he monarchy a re incon

s istent , nevertheless they both agree that Samuel took a 

leading part . 

Samuel was a practical politicia n. The Canaanitish 

religion with its worship of t he local Baalim was making 

headway and progrees amongst the people . It was necessa-

ry to uni te the people to meet thei r cormnon enemy, the 

Phil istines. Samuel knew how to make use of the differ-

ent groups of people. During that time there was a group 

of professional prophets who went around the country 

prophesying a nd acting similar t o the Canaanitish dervishes . 

This group of mantic prophets had influence amongst the 

masses . The upper class had contempt for them as is seen 

f rom their derogatory remar k in I Sam. 11:11-12, "And 

it came to pass that when all that knew b im (Saul) be-

fore time saw that he prophesied among the :p rophets , t hen 

the peopl e said to one another , vrna t is this tha t is come 

upon the s on of Kish? Is Saul also among the ~rophets? · ··" 

In that ~assage Saul ' s uncle.as well as the people , were 

surprised to see Saul associating with these mo.ntic prophets. 
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Thes e Israelitish dervishes connected themselves 

with t:r.e national religion of Israel which was YHWF.ism. 

YHlff. ruled i n Palestine and by Y-h"Wliism the land would be 

preserved . Samuel , a devotee of YHWF. , conceived of a new 

movement to maintain the peo:ple ; by God, people , and land . 

The group of professional prophets now served h is purpose . 

By his insistence, these groups of prophets went about 

the l a nd propagandizing for the uni f i cation of t he peo-

ple by a national God . These mant ic pro!Ulets r.e re bound 

up with this Deity who is the God of t he land, and is con

necte d with a cert ain peo:ple , t he I sraelites . These 

pr ophets we r e !)a.triotic and mixed themselves in the politics 

of t he land, This gr oup was useful v1hen a crisis threat

ened . Samuel established relati ons ~et~een t hem and 

Saul , and t h r ough them Saul became popular among the fol k 

a nd later a leader to war d off a ttacks f rom the Ammonites 

and Philistines respectively . In David' s time WP- hea r 

of the prophets Gad and Nathan. Although the) were de

votees of 'Yr.l'lH, they did not, however, belong to the pro

fessional group of p r ophets . Gad was jnfluential and an 

advis or to King David (I Sam. 22 : 5 ). Nathan, l ike Eli-

jah , v.ra.s a forerunner of the literary prophets , as i s 

shown by his insistence on social justice , and on the 

rights of the individua l . This is ar. important issue wi th 

the development of mona r chy which crushes the individual 's 

rights and liberties. 

These prophets condemn the injustices at court . 
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They are opponents of the de spotism of mona rchy . Sam

uel represents the transition between the olc order ar.d 

the new. 

The third subheaQing under historical ~ritine is 

t hat of pol i tical h i s tory. Throughout t he accounts of 

David ' s wars we note t hat the author never makes I.av id 

t he agrress or . The other nations ar~ the ones who s t art 

tr1e quar r els a nd attacks. Aft er Davie wa s f irmly estab

lished on his throne , he sta rted t o carve f or himself a n 

Empire str etching from the Lebanon to t he Re d Sea. Four 

conques ts of t he ne ighboring peopl e a r e recorded. . In 

these campaigns the l!oabi tes were dec imated . Ammonites , 

3domites and Aramea Ds tasted David ' s br utality . 

The campaign against Moab is r ecorded in II Sam. 8 :2 . 

"And he smote Moab and measured them ~ith a line causing 

them tc lie down to the ground; an<l h e measur ed t.v;o lines 

to put t c deat h , end one full line t o k eep alive . And 

t he ~oabites became David ' s s ervant s and brought gifts. ~ 

(A simila r a c count is gi ven in I Chr. 1R:2.) Tr.is cam

pai gn clearly shows Davi d ' s ruthlessness i n his dealings 

with a n enemy . Another campai en concernine which we ha ve 

little i nformation i s tti e s ubjugation of' Edom. Details 

of this war a re lacking . It ~erely s tates (II Sam. 18:13-

14 ) "And Dav id ga.t h im a name when he r eturned from smit

ing the Edomi tes [Eebrew tex t should be amended by chane;

ing t he ' R' in Ara.m t o read ' D'--Eciom.) in t.he Valley of' 
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Salt •. •. And he put garrisons in Edom. a nd all t he Edomi tes 

became servants to David. n I Chr . 18:12 records t h is ac

count vd.th but one change. It states that Abishai , sC'ln 

of Zuruah smote Edom. This difference is under standable 

when we realize tha t in ancient times it was customary t o 

credit a king with t he eX})loits of the servants. 

The tr.ird cam~aign is that against the Ammonites. 

This war is told in more detail than t he precedin~ two 

v:ars. In II Sam. 10:1- 14 ~anun the s o n of Na.hash, king 

of .Ammon , shamed DaYid ' s good v1ill messen&ers. He.nun 

summoned Syrian princes to aid him in his wa:r aeainst 

David (vs . 6). Ammon hired Syria ns of Bethrehob and Zoba, 

a nd the king of Maach , and tt. e men of Tob . !avid sent 

Joab with cho ice mt> ;; to war against 1' m."llon. The Israeli t

i sh army a!Jparently ca ught between the two armies , the 

.Ammonites a nd the Syrians , divided their ranks . One part 

v:as led by Joab against the Syriam: , while Abisha.i took 

cha r ge of those who fought the Ammoni tes . The S~rie.ns 

were unable to withstand Joab's ve teran troops and fled . 

The Ammonites s eeine the defee. t of thei ~ allies. 1 ikewise 

fled . La t er, a second cam!lai gn a.i;ainst Ammon was made . 

II Sam. 11:1 tel l s that Joab destroyed the children of 

Ainmon a nd besieged Rabbah . This l a tter account incl udes 

the story of David ' s sin with Bathsheba., and the death 

of Uriah the Ei ttite •1 In II Sam. 12 :26-31 we have a. 

1 . From a des~ription of this war we gain insi ght 
for an underste.nding of the Bathsheba incident . For 
both Uriah and Joab wer e connected with the Bathsh eba a f -
fair , and the author describec the siese a t Rabath-Ammon 
to sho\v Ur iah ' s end . 
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fur ther account of cruel measures meted out to ca_ptives . 

\Vs . 31) . the people were :put under saws and harrows of 

i r on and ma.de t o rass thru brick.kiln. It should be not

ed tha.t Shobi the son of Nahash of the children of A.mmOn 

was amongst those who sent fo od to David when he fled to 

Mahanaim during Absolam •s rebellion {II Sam. 17:27) . 

The wai:s against Ammon and the Syrians were cl •Jsely 

connected . The record s t ates (II sam. 10 :19) that when 

Joab d;;fee ted the Syrian coalition in the war against the 

Amn:onites ," tbe kings that were servants to P.adarazer saw 

that they were smitten befor e Israel , they made peace 

wi th I srael and served them. " From this we learn the. t a 

nwnber of Aramean tribes owed allegiance to one , Radadezer, 

son of Regob , k i ng of Zobah, II Sam. e:3 , 4 , 7 , 8 , states 

tha.t 'Davi d smote Hadadezer and took much booty from his 

cit i es . And :!)avid put garri sons i n Syria of Damascus; 

and the Syrians became servants to .David . ul 

These conques ts consolidated David ' s empire, David 

had reaceful treaties with F.amoth on the north• and Tyre 

on the west . Divid ' s victories oper.ed U? ne~ commerci al 

highV\ays . New products, ideas filtered in frow Dan~scus , 

Arabia , and Phoenicia.. Israel became an important peopl e . 

1 . It must be admitted that the exact chronological 
order of these wars is not known. The campaign against 
the Syri ans is complicated . There are thr ee accounts given 
of the Syrian wars . and as they stand they are difficul t 
to hermor.ize with each other . Robins on in his book, Eis
tory of Israel attempts to explain proble~s of these th"ree 
accounts . The solution he presents of the three accounts 
are found on pp . 237-e , Vol. r . 
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. . . 
The four t h a ivision unde r histor y is thet of t h e 

historical anecdotes . These stories recount the expl oi ts 

of loca l or tribal h eroes . Thus the stor y of J.bimel ecl" . • 

From thi s a necdote we learn tha t t he r elations betv.een 

Israelite and Canaanite we r e intimately established by 

this time . Not only had Gideon ' s leader ship proved ac

ceptable to the population as a wh~le , but h is son 's par

tial Kinship with the Shechemites was deemed sufficient 

ground for proclaiming him t heir king. It a9pears that 

t he Israelites had so consolidated t heir posit i on a s to 

ho l d sway i n politica l affairs over t he ol de r inhabita nts 

of tl ie l a nd . Abimelecn is o: mi xed pa r ent:.Be . Eis 

r ather ;-:as a. 1-'ebr~w and. hi s mother was a Shechemi te . 

'} i deon, h is f a t her, ruled ov er £hechem, and Li s seventy 

L:i.l f b r o thers ·;;ere to succee d their f a t.'rie r . Ab i.Jnelech was 

e. n ambi tious bG.s ta rd . F.e s ucceeded i n making t he Shechem-

i t es beli eve th?.t i t woula be bett er fo r them i f one of 

t he ir flesh an d bor:e ruled , rather t han a stra nger. Ee 

t hus apµ eals to t he S~echemites f or leadership on t he 

gr ound of h i s mother ' s having belonged to the ir c ity . 

They do not ask whether he is an Isra elite or Canaanite , 

but what is his town. To them h~ is a Sl"1echemite , a nd i s 

favored . The peopl e of Shechem t ock seve nty shekels f r om 

the tem9le ' s trea sury f or Abimelec~ ' s scheme . With it 

they l1ired 6. ba nd o! men, \":'ent to Ophra , and killeci his 

sevent y half- br othe.:-s ; t llus . Abimel ech succeeded h i s f a t h er , 
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Gideon . 

Pbimelech ruled over a number of towns through local 

agents. As a result of this 9olicy h.: became unpopul ar 

and O!):f>OSition broke out . Ee did not make his headquar

ters a t Shechem, but he resided a t Ar unah (Ju . 9 :41) . 

The ~eo9le of Shechem became unfaithful to him and robbed 
l 

his caravans . There seems to be t~o accounts of the s trug-

gle between Abimelech and the city.2 Both narr a tives 

sho~ that opposition t o Abimeler,h existed, and that this 

c~position spread t o other tor.ns. Of impo rtant his torical 

value is tte light this Rnecdo t e throws on t he r elations 

between the Ca.naani tes and Hebrews . 

Another hero ic anecdote is that described in I Sam. 

l:ll . The Ammonite5 threatened the cit y of Jab eah Gilead 

r.ith compl ete subjugation . Jabesh Gilead sought the aid 

of their bret hren ac r oss the Jordon; for if help did not 

arrive they must submit to Ammon and forgo bodil y muti-

1. Ju. 9 :25 . 

2 . Ju . 9:26- 41 , does not follow verse Z5. It is a 
separate a ccount. It tells ho·:: a cen.air. Gaal , tr.c son 
of 3bed , r ebels against Abimelech . Zebul reports it to 
Abimelech , his chief. Zebul , the next morning dec eives 
Gaal who sees an a r my descending the mountains. When Gaal 
real izes that Abimelech ' s army is ap9r0Aching, it is too 
l ate . Verses 22- 5 , 42- 45 form the second account . The 
Shechemites resort t o brigandage , which challenges Abimelecn ' s 
a uthority. Witt.out delay he sets a t r a p for the Shechemi tes . 
Pe divides his force into three camps; places two divisions 
near the gate of the cit y , and or.e in ambush ready to a t -
tack the Shechemite raider~ . ~en the Schemites nursue 
the Israelites , one fo rce 1ays waste the city , while the 
other turns back on the Shechemites and slays them. 
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l ations . Saul returning from his work ~as t ol d of the Am

moni te threat to Jabesh Gilead. The spirit of God descend

ed u:r>on him, he took the yoke of oxen and cut them up in

to twelve piec es , and sent the f r agments t hroughout Is

r ael , ""'hosoever comes not aft er Saul shall be treated 

thus". On the morrow Saul utterly defeated the Ammonites . 

In the accounts of David ' s mighty men, in II Samuel 

23:8- 39 there are many historical anecdotes . They con

cern fea ts of valor done on Philistines . Ve rse 9-10 , tells 

of Eleazar, the son of Dod.ai , a.n Ahot.ite , one of tlle 

three mighty men with David , "when they defied the Phil

istines tba t were there ga tl:ered t o battle , and the men 

of Israel were gone a~ay". F.e a r ose and smcte the Philis 

tinet ttnt il .tis hand clave unto the sword. 

The a necdote ir: !I Sam. :?3: 13-1? is very interest.5.ng . 

Tbe campaigr. v:h i ch is recorded ir~ I! Sam. 5:1 ? - 25 , con

cerns the Philistines ...-;-ho invaded the highlands and ir.

campeci in tLe va lley of Rep1·.a i m, Cln th~ roa<i to Bethlehem. 1 

De.vio stategically hastened to Aciull aro , wl'iile tr·e Phil

istines seized BetLlEhem. David fir.ally defeated the Phil

istines e. t Ba.al Perazim. rt is tc this battle tl,at the 

a necdote ir. II Sam. 23 as!=dgns the feat of tl.e tr. r ee might) 

men. These heroes broke tr.rough the Fhilistine garrison, 

l. Cesterley ar.d R~tir.son . A Fistory of Israel , p . 
21::: . 
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enter ed Bethlehem a nd drew water from tr.e well for David. 

Israel was not always vi ctorious . The a necdo te of 

:Eleazar ste ted a bove shows tl:at Israel fle<i , t hat he a lor.e 

remained t o fight the Philistines . I I sa.m. 21:15- 1?, 

Abishei , the son of Zuriah saved David's life when Ish-

bi nob , t.!:.ought to kill David. On U.e other hand , thert~ is 

a list of encounte r s r i th Fhilist i nia n e;i ant.s in which 

Israel is successful . Elha~a~ the Be tr.lemite,slew Gol i ath, 

tl.e Gitti t e . 1 .Tor.a t h-a.n , t he son of Shemiah , slew a giant 

of great stature , " tr.at had on every hand six fingers , 

;>r,d on every foot six toes " . 2 Sibbecha.i , t t. e husha tl: i te 
7. 

sleY Saph , a giant .v Beniah , the sor. of Yeho i adah , the 

aon of a valiant ma~ , did many mighty deeds . "He slew 

two lion-like men of 1.~0ab; s l ew a lion in e pit; slew an 

~gyptian ; t he Egyptian had a spear in n:s hand ; but he 

v:ent down t o him V7 i th a s t ci.ff , !>lucked the spea!" out of 

th e Egyptian ' s hand and smote him wit~ hi s own spear . "4 

The story of David end Goliath has been discussed in de-

tail on _pages 32- 35 . The re remains the anecdote of 

~ad a nd Nathan t o be discussed . 

1. II Sam. 21: l 9 . 

2 . II Sam. 21 : 2 0- 21. 

3 . II Sam. 21 :18 . 

4 . II Sam . 23 :20-21. 
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The anecdote of David ' s sin and Gad is told in II s~. 

24. . David com!)elled Joab to take a census of the people . 

The census was t o determine the military levy ana to ap

portion the truces. Gad, David ' s s eer, is commissioned 

by YJF.'R to tel l David that the census taking was a sin. 

David is g iven the cho ice between three fonns of calami ty; 

three yeqrs of famine , three montts of fli [ ht befor e t is 

er.emies , or three days of pestilence . David chooses the 

l as t . Afterward, Gad tells ~vici to erect an alter on the 

threshing floor of Araunah , the Jebusite , whe re the angel 

of YJ-""7ffi stayed his hand f rom destroying Jer usalem. 

The second of the !JTOphet stories is that of Natha.n. 

Nathci.n ' s excellent para,ble of the poor man's l amb , point

ing to the das t ar <ily deed done to Uria11 the Hittite is too 

v-ell known for repetition . The rebuke of Na than and t he 

repentence of the king is an excellent exampl .e of what 

was demanded of fl, propfiet . Both of these anecdotes , Ge.d 

s.nd Natl':an , sr.ow the independence of 1,he prophet in Is

r ael. Th~ t the 9 rophets stood for the rights of the sub

jects against the kings , was u~ique durirg thoEe t imes. 

These prophets became popular herces because of their 

courageous stand . 

The court History of David is the final stage of 

his torica l writing in the Books of Samuel . I n this ac

coun t of D~ vid ' s c ourt we reach the a cme and culminati on 
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of the h istoriogr aphicc..l ~rocess . Of c ours e the purpose 

of this c:!:lapt er , as has previously been s tated , is t o 

state the f r .. cts as t hey r;resent thems elves i n the book . 

Opinions concerning the vari ous types of li t erature which 

have been presented a nd the development of t he histori

ographiea l p rocess have been reserved f o r the concluding 

chapter. 

The narra t ives contained in II Sam . 9-20 are univer sal -

lY ad.mi t t ed t o be drawn from contem_!)orary records, deal i ng 

a imost entirely wi t h the domestic l ife of David . The 

value of these chapters li~ in the r ortrayal of David ' s 

life and those nea rest t o him. In them David is p ictured 

a t his wcrst a nd e. t h is best . For exa.m!lle , in chapter 

\·:e are shov:n his k indr:css t o Saul' s t.ouse . It must be 

r emembered t ha t David ' s marriaee t o Micha l made him the 

only ava i l abl e prince ~ or.nected nith Saul' s house . 

9 

Mephibosheth , Jonatha n ' s son , was crippled by his nurse' s 

carel essness . 1 (Perhaps , we re r.e not l a med he mi&}i t h~vc 

contested the throne. But , David hc; d nothing to f ear 

f rom Mephiboshe t h . ) Fe gives h im a pl a c e of t onor at 

court . Th~t i s a n exampl e of Dav i d ' s megnanimity . F.ow-

ever , the famou s intri gue i nvolving David , Bathsheba , 

a nd Uriah ~ortrays Lim at his worst . Such a n incioent 

1 . I n Chr . 9 :40 , the name Mephiboste t h a~~earE a s 
Meribaal . 
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was no tural amongst oriental monarchists . Jt was nctbinc 

out of the ordinary for a k:ng to t a ke a r.ife of a sub

ject . ~o oriental kine ~ould have felt it necessary to 

ccnceal the act . or have the husband murdered . But suci 

was not the case in Israel . Even a foreigner' s rights 

must be respected . Nathan rebukes the king for the 

heinous crime . 1''amily complications increase in chapte r s 

13-19 . The first fe·n chapters tell of how Absa.lo!ll. avenges 

Tamar , ~hile the remainder deals wit.h Absc.lom' s at tempt 

to usurp the throne . From these cha~ters it: receive a 

glimpse of the intimate life of the court and people . 

'7ie learn that the king•s daugr~ters t!1at were virgins wore 

garm~nts of divers colors1 ; it wa s not custocv:try for 

kings ' o.aughters to ent~r the kings ' sons ' homes , 2 ex

c ept in case of illness , for ·11 e laarn that Amnon h?.d t o 

resort to trickery to get Tamar to come to Lis home . Ab

sal orn. had an estate i r: Baal-hazor, \ .. here t:e inv ited all 

the king ' s sons for a festival. rt was there tl:a t Amnon 

was ki lleC. . Absalcm fled to Talmi , king o!' Geshur . 

Joab resorts to court intrigue to trin3 Absalolll ba ck f r om 

·1 3 ex1 e . Through the trickery oi ~ z.-is o::. woman of Tekoa , 

h ired by .Toab , Absalom returr.s to Jerusalem. From this 

1 . II Sam. 13:18 . 

2 . II Sam. 13: 5- 6 . 

3 • II Sam. 14 • 
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s t o:-y we l ea r r. th~ t the ki r:t; c ould .P rohibi t bl ood r eve1·1c; ; .l 

'!'he las t f our ch.c-._> t er s ( 1 5-19) of the cou:-t h i stor y 

tel l t he s t o ry of Absa l om' s rebel l i on . Davia has become 

old and is no l onge r abl e to a ttend t he j udic i~ ry f unc

t i ons of the people a s he did in : or rner years . Absal om 

took advantage of t h i s s ituat ion t o stir up dissatisfac

tion against the kins amonc~t t hose who ca me for judc 

ments . P.e v:ould stand i n t he ga te vowing to those who 

came s eeking justice, tha t we r e h e in t he positi on he 

,·:ould mete out justice t o the pe ti tion.ar . He thus form

ed ma ny f riends throughout t he count:-y . After f ot:.r yea rs 

of such intrigue he took l ea ve of his f a ther to go to 

f ebr on under the pretext of paying a vow for his return 

to Jerusa lem to th~ Yh'VTR of P.ebron. At Hebron he raised 

t he standa r d of revolt . He sent emissaries t o all the 

tribes of Israel ~ayin6, "When ye hea r t he sound of t he 

trumpet t hen shall ye shout , Absalom reigneth in Eebron•. 2 

He must have: had the s npport of Israel, for when David 

heard the news3 , h e immedia t ely fled from Jerusalem ac

companied by hi s ~erson~l court a nd the r oyal bodyguard, 

the Chereth ites and Pelethltes. Z~dok , Abi atha r , and 

!=usha i 11ere l eft in .Terusa.lem t o defea t Absalom' s cons piracy. 

1 . II Saro. 14:11 . 

2 • II Sam. 1 5 : l 0 • 

3 . II Sam . 15:14- 1 5 . 
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Absalom took 9os~ess ion of Jerusalem a nd David ' s harem 

wi thout any resis tence. 1 Achitophil ' s advi ce t o pursue 

David immedia t ely v:a.s defea t ed by the treacherous advice 

of Rushai. Hushai ' s advice was for Absalom t o tarry and 

assemble al l the t r oops , then deal ~ crushin~ blow to Dav

i4. In the meanwhile Hush~ i told Za dok and. A bis. tha r of 

th~ }?l ans , and they relayed them t},roug!1 a maid up to 

their s ons , Ah.imaaz and Jonathan ,who were sp ies for David . 

On receipt of the nev:s David cr ossed th e Jordon t o Mahanaim 

where he establishi=d his headqua rters , and organized. his 

men for battl e . Al thougl1 Absalom ' s a rmy ou tnurnbered 

David ' s, l.e was no match for him. David ' s three generals, 

Joab , Abishai , and Ittai were seasoned ve t erans , and eas i 

ly r outed Absa lom' s forces . Absalom was killed by Joab 

contrary t o Daviu ' s wishes . 

Sheba , the son of Bichri , a i!enjami te 1 s tirred up an

other revolt . Tha northern tribes consider ed themselves 

slighted by David and folloVled Sbeba. 2 Da vid commanded 

Amasa to assemble an a rmy in three days . 3 Abisha i ~as 

hurried off in pursuit of Sheba and Joab a ccompanied h is 

brother . At Gibeon the rival kinsmen met anri Joab mur-

dered Alnasa, then continued to pursue Sheba . Sheba took 

1 . II Sam. 16:21 . 

2 . II Sam. 20 :1-22 . 

3 . IJ Sam . 2 0 : 5 . 
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refuge in Abel of Petmacicha . Jos.b be~dee;ed the cit,y. In 

order t o save th~ city Sheba is ~ut to death a nd his head 

is thrown ever t he WPll to Joab . .Toa.b •:as an imp or tant 

figure a t court and he had influentia l enemies--Benaiah , 

head of the bodyguard , Zadok the priest , Nathan, a nd Bath

sheba . They disliked J oab beca use (If the r ower h e Viie l d

ed; thP. !>eo:-le now turn t o :Eeniah v:ho c omma nded the r oyal 

3uard 3nd therefore wPs closer t o the king tha n ~oab . 

The cour t iers, rea liz in6 thP. t t he time for David ' s re ign 

v;as c>.lmost at an end , beean !llanning for t he futur e. 

Ado~i jah was t he eldest s on ar.d the lo gical one to 

succeed. At t he ap~roach of h i s f ather ' s death he pre-

9ared a bodyguar d of cha riots and fifty runners t o pre

cede him. P.e had the ~u~~ort of Joab and Ab iathar,th~ 

priest . However, Aaonijah ' s claim was contested by Bath

shebe ~ho hac given btrth t o Solomon . Nathan, the _rophet, 

Benaiah , and Z~dok , the pries~ r allied t o her sup~ort . 

Adonij ah , fea.rins l es t Bathsheba and Benaiah supported by 

the r oyal bodygua rd pl ace Solomon or. the throne , summoned 

al l the nobles of JU dea and David ' s sons to En- Rogel to 

proc l aim himself king . Pere , once a[;ain , we f i nd an ex

cellent account of c ourt intrie;ue . The account of events 

is enumerateu i n I Kings l-2 :46a . No t only was the aut hor 

a contempora ry , bu t he was pr esent at the t ime of its 

1. I Ki. 1 : 1 ? • 
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taking I.lace , e.nd r~rhayis , he was one of tl:e pa rticipar.ts . 

For the scene ir. King Davie ' s bedr oom is so v j vid tlJa t 

onl) a s pectator could have writ t en t he d(;tails . For 

exero~le , Nathan reveals his plan to B~thsheba •. She is 

to go to tbe King ar,d t.i::ll him tlm.t :i1e sv1ore. b~· the Lcrd 
1 

tl.at Svlcmon, her son, sh&.11 rule ~fter ~im , and while SLE: 

i s srieaking he rill e nte r and c or.f irm Ler words . Nathan 

tells Pa tl,sheba tr.at she must ao this to save herc;~lf and 

1.er s o1. •s life . (Ir. rea.lit,f r.e .reali zes tr.at it. is to 

savt his own ski~ , too.) 
~ 

Thus , she car1·ie:s out the pl an. 

She entered int o t r e chamber and bowed down. And the Kint; 
;s 

ask ed, "What v.ouldst thou? " • (Note the formality between 

the King and his cor.cu1:ines .) She sets fo::-th her cese . 

While. sl:1:: was yet spi::akiJ.g 1''att,ar1 entered. 
4 

i'.'e note here 

e.notter court formeli ty , for Ba thsl:eba a.r~arently retired 

\'1he1·, !-:atl:a n entered and has to be re.call ed. 5 Na than 

cleverly states , " 0 kine, hPvst thou sa.10 Acionijah shall 

reign after me; i.Jellolci t.e has ~or.e <iov·n v. ith all the ldr.& ' s 

sor.s , Joab
1 

and AbiaU.ar , tl .ey procla im h im king. But 

t.!.y servant (Natl.ar:], and Zacick, a1 d .Eene~al: , sud Solomo.r. 

1 • I Ki. 1:17 . 

2 . I Ki. 1:16 . 

3 . I Ki. 1:23 . 

4 . ~· 
5 . I Ki. 1 :2S . 
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he hath not invited . " 1 "Is this tl:ing done by t he ~inf , 

J:J.nd t bou hast r.ot shovte d it unto thy servant '?"2 The plan 

v:orked . David '1'7C' S moved and h e r ecall ed Bethshebe , anci. 

r eaffirme d his pr omise , tt,a t Solomor., he r son , s t ould rule 

ef t er h im. Fe t ell s her to h~~ter Solomon to Gi bon , enc 

there let Zadok, t:r.e p r iest , and }~a than , t..r e ~rophet , 

a nnc- i n t Lim F"ir..e o ·er c>ll I srael. '?."r.er. Acionijah ' s grou:p 

}-eard tba t Dav id had IT12de Solomor. King , t!.ey fl eci . S ::> lo

mon a llors Adonij~1 ~o l i ve on condit i o n that t e pr ove 

r: i mse l f a worthy ma r. ; if v:ic~ccines <- be founu in him, he 

shAll d ie . Fo'.Yev e r , a rire t ext is f ound for Lim to b e ? ill

-;<i . Adonij9h r.P ~ 1· eer: v:a rned tl:at l1e livE:s onl y by s uf

fere.nce , ye t he eoes t o t he ~ueen motlie r e.ri<i asKs for 

ne.vici ' s cast off v:ife , .... I .id. , e cco r ciir:c; t o oriental cus 

t om, is a c l:'! im f or t h e throne . Od.dly e nough , t h i s sh rewci 

{ ueen mothe r v:>· o had sct.emed ~nd _!)J.. ot teci f or he r son ' s 

s.~ cessicn , neve r sus pec ted t hat tlii ;:; r equest was r ea l ly 

a b i d for the t hrone , ~mi in a ll i 1:nccer.c t she bees Sol

omor. to gran t it , and cl ever Solomon, t v:.;:l v e ~-ea rs old• 

sav· througl1 t l:e plot . Solomon decree s dee tr. t o t he un

gra teful Adonij ah , ai.d begins his rule ~·;here our r resen t 

study e nC.s . 

The !>erson wl10 depicted tl. is 21eriod : resented us 

l. I Ki • 1 : 24 • 

2 . I Ki . 1: 2? . 
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V1i th genuine history . Ti.is is nc.t an inspired amiel of 

a monarch's war, nor is i t ~ brief dry chronicle , or folk

tale of past heroes; it is a ~cntempo rary history . Our 

historian has been behinc the scenes , and h e vividl y por

trays an account of the facts for rosterity . 
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ChAFTEh IV 

Israel ' s Contribution to Historical ~ri ting 

" The making of great history gives an impuls e to 

th e writ ine of history . " Tn Israel such history was made 

during the reigns of Saul and Dav ici , c:.no , therefore , mark

ed the beeinning of h i storica l writing . In the previous 

chapt er it was shown th;;t the crisis i n the history of 

Israel was crea t ed by the invasion of ttie Philistines . 

The long ~ t.ruggl e v:i th the Philistines led to the emer e 

ence of a ~oli tical and religlous consciousness , r.hich 

resulted in the establishment of f'. nationa l kinedom. The 

r.eroic deeds of those who part icipated i n this fight f or 

inde:pendence , --Saul , Dav i d , Jona thar. , .roar , Abner, etc . 

-- a r oused the soul of th'= people ano stirred men to write 

ebou t it. Of course, s tories were Y.oven about these ~op

ul a r reroes , suer. as the David- no liGth let:end . l Let us 

no t make the mis take of think in& the t leger.dary t ra its in 

the storj es of DGvid prove that they O.l'& remote :from the i r 

times . A elance at prese nt dey soc iety i r certai n Fascis

tic countr ies proves otherwise , namely , th~t certain so

cBl led neroes have impressed the i maginations of their 

1 . Moore , Literature of the Old Tes tament , p . 96 . 



-64-

contemrorarj et s o as to t.a ve beer. ~lac ed a.mongst the goC.s . 

Thu'S , men err in SU!•-osir,g the t ernbell ishments of p :;:er

son or the d~eds of a hfro &rise only at a distance and 

t ake generations to develo~ . The eve r increasing a rcr. 

e eologica l discover ies a re cor.stantly revising antiquat

ed theories concerning biblicPl a cc ounts . 

stress must be l a ie upon this au t hentic ! iece c f Ljs

toriogra~hy es against the r revai l: ne tendency to discover 

the Penteteuchal sources j n the Books of samuel. Higher 

b ibl i ceJ criti~s , Budde , F.~lscher , find ' J ' and ' E ' r un

ning throuehout the books . Th ey l ay st r ess upon later 

com9 ila tory ane editoria l r;ork . Tru€. . i t is that these 

books a re a continuous ~istory , bu t not in the sense thc. t 

a Judea r. c - Elohist ~r iter decided t o write t he history 

of I srael f r om its beginning to 561 ~.c . These two auth

ors a r e h1stor1 ans , but they f0 llcw the f i r st rate his

to r ical writing which had begun during Saul' s a nd David ' s 

t ime. The consecutive narrative in Samuel is owing to t he 

early scribes who gathered the editoria l supplementations 

until the ir time and compiled them in an or ganized whole . 

Of course tl1er e is that annoying textual problem. At 

times , t~e text is so corrupt tha t a~ intelligable meaoi ng 

is impossible . f oweve:- , t r. i s is unde rstandable v:hen we 

rea lize that the ee rliest F.ebrew mannscri_pts a r e abou t 

one thous and years l a t e r U:a:l t he latest portion o: our 

Bi bl e , and t·r.o thousand Jears la. t er thar. th~ ea rliest. 
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During this Jong stre t cl< ..:if time: ther~ was a m_!1le opport . .lfl-

ity fo r copyis ts to .::rr , not only i r. the cop~ in& of the 

t extus recent·.ls, but also by i ntroducing marginal gl osses 

ir.to the text itself . 

T'fie rires ent P.ebrew Bible witi. its chapter divis i ons 

had its first appearanc~ in t.he fifteenth c\::ntt.try . " The 

Roman editors of 158? ap~lied ~o their text the medi eval 

system of chRpter divisions , which, fi r s t emrloyeJ i n 

Le.tin Bibles of the t hirteenth century , hau beer. pressed 

int c. ":.Ji~ c;ervice of 11e r ebrev• Rible in the Concor danc e 

of R. Tsaa c Nathan ub:::iu t the middle of th e f iftee n trh ,. 1 

T!".e 'tr eek v e rsion lis ts the four l is to r icr:>.l books und.: r 

the title ·rhi('h is divided into :our !'ar tts : BA~l/\(LAN 

f\ I a,,.., l1 . TJ-.us we lt~rn tl:at the St:p~i.lagint cons ide red 

the t~~ Books c~ Samuel and the tw~ Books of Kings a con-

tlnuo~s sto~y ~hich covered the whol e existence of the 

~ingdom and l~ te r , the divided king~om . Our stuuy con-

cerneu the f irs t two cook s only , t he ~oo~s o~ Samuel . 

The Book& of Samuel a re a compilation from the 

s tories of t hree outstandi n& figures , Samuel , Saul , anti 

David. Th e Books ma:r be divided into six divisions : 

a . Eli, Samuel , Saul , I Sam. l -16 :13. 
b . Saul and Dav id , I Sam. 16 :14- 31 . 
~ . David ' s rise t o kinGship over a ll Isra el , 

II sam. 1- .s . 
d . David ' s Court ?.istory, II Sam. 9-20 . 
e . An ar-pencHx u:!'av:n from many :;o iJTC. -:?s . I I Sam. 21-Z4 . 
f . David ' s aeatr. . I Ki . l - 2:46a . 

1. SVTete , The Ol d Testament in Gr eek, Vol . I, p . xi v. 
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The institution o f monarchy a r ose f rom the crisis 

of a ~nilistine threat to conque r and subdue Palesti~e . 

I srael we.s wi t hout wea r ons . The Philistines had deprived. 

them of the ir arms (I Sam . 13:19-21. ) . There was little:: 

uni t y i n Israel. Th e s o nctuary a t Shilo was t hei r rally-

ing point , but Sli , the ~riest , r.as inca~able of organiz-

ins the !)eopl t: to defend themse l ves . TLe Phili sti nes , 

real i z ins this "eakness , r educed. t'he."11 t o the s t R te o: 

vassa lage . I i1 t wo battles they crush ed Israel. The nar

r a tive of I Sam . 4- 6 omitted th~ effect of this defeat 

on t he countr y . But we lea r n from t h i;; t c.xt , that lil.er. 

the ark was r e t urned t o the Febr ews , it v.:i.s sent t o Bet-

$hemesh , leter removed t o Kirjat- Yearin . Wny was it not 

sent to Shilo , its f ormer s anctuary '? Shilo o_!ipa r ently 
i 

was razed to t he ground by the Pnilistines .- This is con-

f irmed by l a ter literatu re in J eremi ah and Psa lms . Thus , 

the conques t and occu:pation of cent.r ci l Palestine by the 

Philisti nes l ed to the establishment of the monarchy un-

der Sa~1 1 , a Benjamani te . I t then narrates the ris e o f 

his riva l , the .Tudean, David , and t he feud whi ch develop

ed betVieen them. The fi rs t bock ends wi t h t l.e disas t e r-

ous batt l e with the Philistines e.t ~t. Gilboa in whicl 

Saul a.nd Jonathan a r e killed . The second book is the his-

tory of Davi d ' s reign , the traeedy of his house , and the 

intrigue by means of wh1cn Solomon succeeds David. The 

1 . Supra , PP• 41- 42 . 
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~inal scene of the death of Dav id , al triouah nlaced by 

the rresent, di vision in the Book of Kings , re<tlly belongs 

in tt.e Bo:>ks of Samuel . I Ki. 1- 2-: 462 is t h e sequel to 

the court history . The miscellany (II Sam . 20- 24) is ap

parently R collection of various materials wr.ich had not 

been used in the earlier form of Samuel. It must have been 

a9pended wl:en the history of Solomon r.as unde:rtaken. The 

edito r of the Sol omon history took over th ~ sequel of t~e 

!)avid history, thinking tl .<'!t his work was a continuation 

of the ol6er his t ory, when in reality , he was starting a 

re~ historical bo ok . 

Behind the Recounts qs recorded qre the lives of 

three main chc: racters--Sa:nuel , Saul , and David . In ea ch 

life account , mentir~ is ~?-dP of the o the r; no life of 

s:.ul could have been writ ten \11i thout refering to Samuel 

?.nd David. . The hist~riographical !lroces s \vorked back-

~a r os , from mo r e or leRs contemporary history t o more re

mote,--from David ' s detailed history to the mo=e remote 

sa~l ' s, to the most r emote Samuel 1 s 1 , (concerning whom there 

is very little information and 2 great deal of theory) . 

Tl<e moralizing element r.hich is found in Judges and 

Kinrs d~es not occur in S~muel . v.'hatever faults Saul a nti 

David had , they did not r esort to t!le t"orship of heathen 

~eds . The n:?t i onal uprising against the Philistines was 

not or.ly a movement f or tt.e establ ishment of the monar chy , 

1 . Su-ora , bot tom ~ . 43 "t.l.d 'P . 44 . 
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bu t it was a religicus r evival as well . Perl1aps in pe&ce-

f u l times the rieo~l e r:rayea t o t he Baa lim to increase the 

f ertility of the so il, but in times of war they r e lied 

only on YHWH. Thus YHv.'E was most important f or the rally-

ing of Israel in their struggle aga inst the Phil istines . 

Even when Israel ~as defeated , they r efused to impute 

blame for the defeat upon Th1'i'r , (as would o ther Semitic 

peoples) , t hey blamed themselves. 

l:'irst Saul , the mo r e r emote wi l l be d iscussed , ther. 

Dav .i. d . 1 
1ruct. of tt.e r is tory of Sau) ' s rei g n has bee n s o 

distc•!'ted in tlle at tef11r t to mii.irr.ize Lis re rt pls yeci ir. 

estab~isl.int. t he k i r.ecom t hat it is d.ifficu.lt t c get e t 

t Le trutr_ . Sati.l is placed ir. cm unf a vorabl e lie,ht . Saul 

wes raised by YP.V/'H tc l.ieliver I s r c:el from ';.ht: op~ression 

of tte. 11:.ilis t int: s , ye t Jo ne. than is made the 1·.erc of U, e 

story . ?tany o~ t he ct. i ef events of l J is r e i gn a r e record-

ed :r. tbe stor:: of !'6.vid , Saul tec3.me ki i.g c . 1025 B.C.E. 

Fis r eign is ma rked wi l h ir.te rnal as r.ell es external 

fricti ons . Soo n afte r t. i s a ccession, Samue l and he b e -

ga 1. t u d r ift apart, and Sam~el l ooked f or a successor . 

The sto..-y which irSorms us tl.a t Sa.rm .... ~1 selected. tfe youtt;-

est son o f Jess e , Da vid , and. annoir.ted him iri the r res er.ce 

of the elder s of Bethlehem is a lcvely idyll. Ha d s uch 

1 . Tt,c most remote charact er. Samuel , La~ bt:er. C.ealt 
wl t t o~ pp . ;1- 47 , s~~ra . To discuss him Et ttis ~o ir. t 
wot• l n mere l y necessi t f. te re :pe tion of v·hf' t h<1s al r eady been 
s t ,:> ted . 
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ar. i ncident ocC'urreci.. Se.ul s 11rcl y would h?.ve found on t . 

Sau) woul n hc-.ve never d.is regarcie d s uch a ch~llengt:! t.o l'~.:.s 

p ositi on . Had it ree llJ takr::r. :-lac e , lRter m' rrat.ives 

Vlould have had some r ef e r ence t o :. t , but tt.e:,· sim!' lY ig-

nore t l'. is s tory . Furt:r e rmore , Saul ' s relri t i ens v.-ith J ona

thRn e;nc Davi d were unha!1I'Y· f.is l etE r 11fe was smhi t ter-

ed by the gr ~r.in£ im:ortance o f ~is rival , David . De.vid ' s 

8
uccess a r oused Saul ' s je£=lousy , anrl he devised vc..rious 

plots ~c destroy Davjd . The na.rrative e t tl1i s !10 in t oefir.

i tely shows the wri t er ' s bias. Youne; , bePutifu l , heroic 

~avid is ~laced at the mercy of the n~ ~s~ . cruel , mar.ia c , 

sau l. David i s co~~elled t o fl e e Sau l ' s court . Saul 

pursued t.im ~oVTinc t o kill him . The write r shovs 11s Dav i d ' s 

maer.animity in s~arinc Saul ' s lj fe (I Sam. 24, ~lso I Sam. 

26 : 5- 25\ . David finally left the country end e~ terea 

t he ser v icP. of Achish , Kir.g of C-a tL . Tt.e wt.o le account . s 

one sid ed . Ha d it been v:ri tten fr om Salll ' s view!1o i nt , ·t:e 

-noul<'i see David as a n ungrateful r o5\le , wl.CI r eceived .many 

fev our s from SRUl , ~nd t her ~ttemrted to win the ~eo_le 

ov e r t o 11i~ si d~ arni ov er t h rov: Saul. I n the end Saul fell 

a v i ct izr to his a r.ci.ent enemi e s . the Philist ines . 

it/e ca! seE t r.;d. ~c.u l wr s really :::. e.res t er hero anC. 

k i ne tra n t.ht: n3.r r a to r wou l d l1a.ve u~ beU eve . From t he 

Book of Yasha r (r Sam I : l 9:2?) we h::ive David ' s elegy over 

saul and J onathan . In it Saul i s described as the f a ll e r. 

her o r.r,o v:as m'.gh t y ; a \':'e. r :rior whose swo r d re turned not 
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emri t.y; swifter than an ea gle , whos e dee th would bring 

e;reet joy to the Phi.list.ines . Pe must have been e stronh 

l<ing to i:cl d his ~ osi t:..o n en th~ throne , in defiance of 

Samuel and in ~~ite of Pc-vici ' s ropula.r)ty . Ishhoshe tti , 

after him , held the throne fo:r a time , even wliel! Ds.vid 

r .aci actmilly bec ome king of Judea . 

~ithout Abner ' s support , (who was treacler ou3l y slain 

by .Toab) , I shba al v.as 11elriless , anct v s s soor. sla iil . Tl.e 

norther " tribes then s wor e a llegiance to D::.vid and he be

came: king of all Israel. T;a"Vj.d ca!'tured J erusalem by 

brilliant strateEJ anci by a oe:ft s troke: of di!ll omacy t.e 

mede Jerusalem tt.e ca.rital. It Wf! S r:eutral territory be

t'-'een tre nor tl: and sout h . Ee decided t o m,9ke J erusalem 

th e re:l igio~s as wel l as t he: rolitice l c enter . Hi s plan 

t o •t.uild l:e t emyl e c i d no t .!Mterie l ize in h is time. 

(Jt WPS only in Solomon ' s time when the tem~le was bui lt 

trF t a definite move -.as mane to c~ntralize ~orstip in 

Jerusa l en; . ) 

As is r.i l h all men who a chieve ~reat gl o ry , so v:ith 

De.vie . re lived to di ssipate the clories he achieved witl: 

h i s bra.in e nd sword . The eccount of tl.ese latt er yea rs 

of ~is life is related in II Sero. 9- 20 . Tr.e in~idents 

narra t ec in the Court fis t o ry are t ol d wi th pr. object i vity 

a.nd im!J"a rt iality '\l\"hich cc=r not f ail to imrress t he reader. l 

1. Tt, is is dealt wi t h ir; detai1 in suora , pp . 54- 61 . 
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The author has a h igh admirati on ior l)c:_vi d , bu t tt~t does 

not lead him to ove r look his f flu lts , no r does the a uthor 

a ttemr.t t o c •.rnceal tr.F. ,-ea.kr.ess o f David ' s hand in main 

t a ining order within his own household. 'fue manner in 

which he develo9s tbe come s ic t ragedy is cirama tic . hS 

loya l a s the a utl:or is to Solomon , still ~e noes not con

ceal the harem intrigue by T-h i ch h e e s cended the throne; 

nor t re ugl y be~inning of Solomon ' s rei~n ~ith the exe

cnt ir11 c f Aoon ij ~t. , and t he murder o f J oeb l o v:hom tb e 

~ami · y of J esse o~ed the t~rone . 

Th is a ccount is re~ lly R pr odu ct of t he oldest Re-

-....rev- his t oriograrhy. J:i'r~m a li terary vieeyoint it is 11n

surnassed. . Ir. tt.e art of r.arrative. , P.e r odc t us himself 

could do no better. T~e au~ho r knew tte f acts of the 

latter ~a rt of David ' s reign from re~sonel observat io~. 

F.e at t emrted tc cio mo r a tha n ent ertain people . ne did 

r:o t deal witl: na.vid, the hero, nor v:i tl:. De vid , tr. e bani;!t , 

but occur ied himself r.i tr Kine vavid , age ct anc weak c:r.ec 

mor~ 1 1y . It is 2 narration 0 f f a ct. '!'he writer disar

~eers from the scene . r.e does not accuse tne b~ilty , 

but me rely st~ tes d .a t t hey did. The 9:-i r.c i ple cha r acte::

was Davia , t r.e rn!rn . On tr.e une J,z.. ::'1C. wt fir.a !. · ,11 c. despot , 

fond of l uxury , o. bad exam!-le for his f a.milJ ; on the o ther 

1 ar.d , :-:. peniten t s .:.nne r . The reader feels tLs..:. }.is life 

v1~s trul:, as il Las beel. depicte~. .Joab i s described 

exceedingly wel l . Loyal follo~e~ of n:.vid f r om fo=~er 
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days , never fo rse.kin~ him. "'eit;l.cci dov.-n 1.i th the murder 

of Abner , !1e was a -::illir.b t ool of in,:ustice in Uri ah ' s 

cas e. He ki~led Amasa and Absalom. I~ tim~ he beca~~ 

more and mJre unc?.nny i n his relatior.sh i p t o David , a~a 

as we sa,, , he met S.!1 ·mj us t deatl1 at the hands of Sol omon . 

TLe itn1)artia lity v1it!'". ·.-h i ::h the na:-ratc :- faced g r eat events 

c:.nd par t icipar.ts . tl1e f:-ar~rness v: iti1 7rl1i:h i:a ·m ve ils 

l);J:vid ' s \·:ea.Y.ness anri c r i:nes ; tl:e ob~ec tivit of So.!.omon , 

Ador.ijs.h , ar.d Nath .. ~n , v:as of s ue-:-: 2 nattre th<-t \7& a r e al 

?.JSi e .. !: loss as to \.ham to P.. t tricute f 0nl ~'."!.y . 

r:, re~rospecti ::>r. of l.is':.o:-ical ·rritine;s , ,;-e l:r ve seen 

tl:e dtvc:o~ment fr om the historica l !Ult: cdo te , t he earlies t 

genre of p rose , t o the historica l $a sterpi ece of tle Dav ! dic 

Co urt P.is t or./ . These earliest snecdo te.lis t s a r ose at 

succ e s s ive e:-ocl:s unO.er tl. e i:Ul uenc t: ~r.d stimulus of l::ero1 c 

perso nalities , rho ir? t un: a rose ·hecc: '.l.S e o: :political 

crises . TI e writers ;:ere i.ndepe nc er.t :.!'Id origina l . They 

~=r~ connected by a l itera r y r~dition, ~ent to s chool 

a!'1ci assimila ted it i n t he ir com_!'osit ions . TL~ o the r an

cient civi lizations only slightly par allel Eebre~ his 

t or:oera9l1y . For Bat;lon:a ~ re. Assy r i a we ?Ossess hardl y 

mo r e than o ffi ci ~l annals. I~ Ebyp t , t h e d i a r y of Thu t mosis ' 

v.ar is a ~ood histo=ica l a nnalis tic document . Anecdota l 

h isto:-ies a re found i n !i:gy:ptian literature bu t Egypt de-

veloped i oma.nc e the stors , no t h is to ry . Tl. e r e , h is-
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torical recor ding was the interest and perquisite of 

tl:e monarchs . But, t 1-.e Febrew anecdotal his t ory and its 

development into pol itical a.no biographical his tor; is 

unique in the l3 ncient v:orld. febrew historiography ap

pears to have arisen in !lriva te circles , during the estab

lishment of the k i ngdom. Tt1ey held an independent, c d ~

ical attitude t owards the c rown, wh ich reflec ted Israel ' s 

democratic monarchy . I n t he Dividic Court Eistory , jt 

is t he interest of the subject ma t ter which engrossed 

the historian. So unbiased and object i ve is his app:roach, 

that it is doubtful whether it comes f r om a partisan, or 

an opponent of the dynasty . It is upon this historiogra ph

i cal account that Israel bases its cla im of priority in 

the writing of histr,ry . 
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