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I have worked rather closely with Irwin Schor while his thesis was taking
shape and read the manuscript very carefully in the early drafts. Mr. Schor
has read the Hebrew Bible from beginning %o end in order to determine the at-
titude or attitudes of the various Israelite writers and spokesmen towards the
Gentiles as nations and individuals. It seems to me that while Mr. Schor could
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acceptable.

Respectfully submitted,
Dr. Harry M. Orlinsky

I concur with Dr. Orlinsky's opinion on Mr. Irwin M. Schor's thesis "The
Biblical Attitude Toward Non-Israelites".

Dr. Ezra Spicehandler




Biblical Israel's Attitude Toward The Nations

by
Irwin M. Schor

Submitted in partial fulfillment of
the requirements for ordination and

the degree of liaster of Hebrew Letters

Hebrew Union Ccllege-Jewish Institute of “eligion

New York
1952




1 arew Uniag
hﬁ-ﬂl Jﬂ.‘lﬂ- Le i

Lip vary ‘
Introduetion

This thesis Biblical Israel's Attitude Toward The

Nations, the subjeet of whiech was chosen in consultation
with Prof, Harry M. Orlinsky, attempts %o present the various
attitudes of Israel toward the nations of the world, as
represented in the Biblical literature during a period of
about 2 millenium and a half.

Attitude is usually intangible, but once an attitude
has been expressed in the literature of a people, whether
es a direct statement of attitude, or an implied statement of

attitude, it becomes a valid subject of study.

This paper will describe the various attitudes of
the Bivle, mnalyze them, clas=ify them, and study them with
the view of discovering the presence or absence of Universalism,

mmd of = basis for prosyletism in the Bible,

Citations from the Bible, as & general rule will be
given in the origimal, though at times, ar.  English trans-
lstion of t he Bible text (the JFS Trenslation) will be

included,

I wish to erpress my deepest and sincerest thanks to
Frof. H, N, Orlinskv without whose help and sugpestions this

thesis could neither have bcen begun nor completed, I should

2lso 1like to thenk Ur, E. Spicehendler for eeting as co-reader,

II




Chapter I
PRE-PATRIARCHAL PERIOD

The first period which we must study in discussing the sttitude of
Isrecl toward the nations is the one which preceded the emergence of the
Hebrews es & group. In this period, references tio the netions ere few;
indeed, not mentioning the netions is the rule,

If we examine the biblleel story of Creetion (Gen, 1-2) we find thet
the world wes creeted without netions, Man wes creeted on the sixth day,
but as yet no netion, Generstions passed, eccording to the biblicel story,
yet no netions ere mentioned,

We are told of the Flood which destroyed the eerth with the exception
of Noeh, his femily, and the enimels in the Ark, Following the Flood, God
mede & covenent with Noeh end ell the eerth:
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Gen. 9:9-17),
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This covenent assured the future existence of men, It assured the ]
existence of life on earth; but as yet, nations, chosen or otherwise,
are not referred to,
The first legitimate reference to nations is Gen, 9:18-19, a passage
which expresses no ettitude on the psrt of the biblicel writer. This
stetement merely grants recognition of the progenitor of Canasn and the
verious divisions (which we view as essentially linguistic rather then
netional) of encient Neer Eastern humenity which were to develop as the
nations of the Neer East:

X107 ONY ND®3 ON ©@ AanNa T DOKXYI M3 %33 17a%Y
L7IR7 YD nrn3 abxpy n3 *3a abx avbw .7y3d vax

(Gen, 9:18-19),
Still in the pre-nestionzl period, Censen is cursed by Nosh., Ievels
of netions are established by Nosh, based on the moral or immorel behavior
of progenitors. The curse reads:

J1%nRY A'a° 0%7ay 3y 1¥3I2 1198 DR
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(Gen, 9:25-27).
The morel (religious) basis for the curse of Nosh sbove is found in
Gen, 9:22:
*30% T3%% 1728 N1y DK I¥ID 22K ON R
vana 170K
(Gen. 9:22).
Tt is Shem and Japheth who ere in 2 sense rewerded for their moral
behavbr, These brothers, who did not view the nekedness of their father,
are to be served by Cansen, This expresses & definite attitude., The moral

nations ere to be honored.



Finally, in 11:1-9, we ere told by the Bible thst the netions of
the world were crected because men sought to build into the hesvens, It
is on this occesion thet God found it edvisasble to creete netions, each
with & different lenguege. This, of course, is & mythological explorstion
of the emergence of nations, since nations are essentially linguistie,

It must be understood thet the ebove-material which describes the
pre-petriarchel period of Isreel's history includes ettitudes of two
periods:

(1) The attitude of the oral tredition stemming from the pre-

petrierchel period,

(2) The sttitude of the compiler end editor (10th end 9th centuries

B.C.E.) of this oral tredition,

In other words, during the recording of the orel tradition, velue
judgments of the 10th and 9th centuries were imposed on the meterisl which
origineted in the pre-petrierchel period,

The meteriel was studied not only as it stends in the Bible, but also
eccording to its division into the J,E,D end P codes. It wes found in the
materiel presented in the chapter, as well es in the meteriel discussed
below in Chepters 2, 3, 4 (which cen elso be studied from the source view-
point) thet the sttitude did not differ eccording to Code; rether, ihe
difference was on the basis of historicel events describad. It wes found
thet no code expressed en sttitude which was cherscteristic for it =2lone
snd ebsent from the others,

In line with the analysis of the meterial in the Bible, a study was
mede of the sttitudes expressed by biblicel personasges, for example: God,
Isreelite, non-Isreelite, etc, The attitudes expressed in the Bible, were

found not to be specific for eny one personsge or another, but conformed




to the general attitudes of the historical period, es defined by the Bible,
in which they were steted., This will become obvious from the meterial in

the following chepterse.



Chepter II
PERIOD OF THE PATRTARCHS

When we enter into the period of the Petrierchs (ebout 1200-1500 B.C.E.),

severel sttitudes of Isreel towerd the netions become evident, There ere
expressions of disinterest, unfriendliness, hostility, friendship, end the
dependence of the netions upon Israel for their blessings,

A besic stetement which expresses the biblicel writer's sttitude
(4,2, the ettitude of Isrsel) so fer s the rest of the netions ere con-

cerned ie as follows:

TnavIepy yrake 7% 9% oh2x PR oaaar qnkM)
*131% (EyRY .KIK 1TK FIRA YR JU2R rnra0y
A373KY L.A272 A%a JRE avTIRy 7272k Py
nangen %3 73 137331 KK Pppy 7an2p
apIRa

(Gen, 12:1-3).
Here we see the distinctiveness of Isreel end the dependence of the neticns
upen Isrsel for & blessing or e curse, Isreel is the impertent fecter, end
the netions rre merely incidentel in the mind of Isrsel,
The next reference implies unfriendliness, for it cleerly shows thet

Abrem would not wish to be indebted to the king of SodomS

p270Y ©o3n *% 1n ©Iaxk Pk 070 ve YoM
*97 appan o0 %D YR DYAX BK*Y L7 onr
PINE DX .TIKY 0BT A3p 1YY PR omat o
kN ¥%1 7% 90x Y30 ApK oXY P¥I 7I9E A9
abax 70X p7 ?I¥Pa .DI2X 0K YRATYR TIR
73y *nx 13%7 Aok DOvAKA pYMY EYIAFIA
ap%n Inp® on X¥opy YOrX

(Gen, 14:21-24),



why should Abreheam refuse to be indebted to the king of Sodom? Undoubtedly,
it is a fear of possible requests by the king of Sodem for future fevors,
The story recounts thet Abram went forth to help his brother Lot who had
been teken with his property end household from Sodom, Abrehem's concern
wes not for Sodom, but only his brother's security’

12777 073K NK 13 1U37 DRI LAY A anpoa
BY3aK? 93%Y ©%BA X2YY .0v03 AL® X7

*mE *qDXA XI0D *3%ka 1210 XIAY *anyn

FOTY .073K N*73 *%ya DAy M3y nxy Yook
*9°%% 15%3n nx Pa°Y VUMK A2vl *3 Bhaw
PPR*Y .17 ¥ 7777 nakp oheY @Y NIBD W)
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nx 3% ©IdIA %2 nx avy .punvh Yxoun qox
oyN? NXY 0OPIN AKX B3 2°TA 1LY 1hK B

((‘en. Ml12-16).
If there hod existed any concern for Sodom, or the others, Abram might well

heve helped them in their struggle, His forces were sufficient for this,
for with this smell ermy he wes eble to rescue his own t‘m:ily.h Thus we see
th»t his concern could not heve been for the others; his position was one
of & disinterested perty end poseibly en unfriendly neighbor,

Ancther instance of Isrsel's isolation is the prohibition egeinst
merriege between en Isrselite end & Cenesenite which Abrshem procleimed for

his ehildren, Abrehem commended his servent:

paga *abxy ronea YAabx ATy ¥TATKY
"ox *3¥327 nydaz *33a% avx npn k% UK
sp1%10 PRy *3ak YR ?2 ,139p3 apyd DAk
pns* *32a% aex nnp%y 7%n

(Gen. 2423-4).
Tiis oeth which the servent wes forced to teke is repeeted in Gen, 24:137-38,
when Eliezer errives in Arem-Nshersim, The ceuse for this ettitude eppears
obvious, There is evidence of & close tie still existing with Nehor in

Arem-Nehareim, such e tie being quite understendeble, Abrehem was still



culturelly tied to Aram-Nehereim end distent from Censen; it is only
neturel to forbid merriege which will lesd to essimiletion with & culture
wvhich is obnoxious to one,

We find leter thet Iseec gives & similer commend to Jacob, prohibiting
merrirge with the Cansenites, snd sends him to his own femily in Arem of
lesenotemie to find himself e wife:

1?7 WK I AR 7172°7 ApyeL prxe gap
N3 DK 1379 7% Cap L1933 nilan ook npn x%
*nx 13% n133ap Aok cep 7% Py oK Yak bxina
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BAYAKY CYAPK TNI UK 7°73B yIRA OX The’
(Gen. 28:1-4),
Cnee more it is the peoples from which Isreel stems who sre to become mem-
bers of the household of Israel by merriege. It epoesrs thet this generetion
elso hrd e strong tie to ite femily in Arem-Nehereim, feeling wermth end
friendshin for it, Yet it must be noted, thet these ere obviously rceses of
relizions inter-nerriege, for in the leter description of Jecob's sequiring
tis wiveg (Gen. 31:30-54) we ere told thet Jecob sweers by the God of Abrehem
(31:42,47,53). Laban, Jecob's father-in-lew, on the other hend, sweers by
the God of Neher (31:53). It is conceiveble thet et this time, there mey
=11 heve been B Cod common to both, or poseibly, Isben's god wes eccepteble
in Abrehem’s eyes, thus permitting the merriegze between Jscob and his cousins.
The unscceptability of the gods of Eseu end Ishmeel mey well explein the leck
of interparrisge on the pert of Abrshem's other children with members of

these elemente of Abrehem's femily, for it says in Genesis 21:49-50:

73%3% ?3%3 AIA7 §%? DK UK 933071

OXY YRI2 DR N3I¥yN OK .IAF¥ID TR NDI O
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(Gen, 31:/9-50).



In 2815, ve heve e religious besis for Isreel's prohibition egeinst
merrisge with glien women who worshinped e god who wes uneccepteble to Isreel,
1The deughters of Cansan were evil in the eyes of Iseac, his father."

We see in the following msteriel how en apperently friendly reletion-
chip cen be upset by one deed. Shechem, the Hivvite, seduced Dineh, the
deughter of Jacob, :md though wishing to merry her, ceused greet difficulty
between the two groucs. First we see e generel feeling of eversion to those

who ere uncircumsized:

nn% nra oA pioyy H513 &% onrhr vor
£ n99n *3 ab®ay 1% R wYRY 13nnR nx
Lpa% 1302 1*an c£x 03Y NIKI PRI 9K .Mab
138 %3 zad

(Gen. 34:1/-15).
At firet glence, we should believe thet conversion through circumcision
would meke the merriege between Dinsh end Shechem, the Eivvite, permissible,
This however is s fer cry from the reel ettitude which this story presents, .
Circumcision mekes not e bit of difference; the Isreelite request for cir-
cumeision of the Hivvite adult meles wes merely to plece them in & condition

so weekened end peinful es to permit their destruction?
WpP*Y GYax> onivaa Cerhen £ata At
v’k 73°7 'mx *1%1 1I¥DO 2IpP¥YY 732 Iv
L7591 Y5 131aa%% npa Avya b¥ OaR2aTy 1annm
APy 2490 *BY 1374 132 03U NXY 1ID0 NKY

Ly X2 APy 732 L IKX?1 IO¥ NYAn MY DK
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(Gen. 34:25-27).
Fere egein the besis For Isreel's sttitude is e morel one. When Shechem se=
duced Dineh, he defiled her (34:2-27), end thet ic why the sons of Jecob seid

to their father:
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o (Gen, 3k:31) TININR FK AUYT 31190 IR

Ve arc told that Israel war to e z congrration of peoples, Isaze
indicated this Tact when he Viessed Jzcob before sending him to Aran
_zharaim, This blessing is repeated (35:10-11) when Cod 'les-ed Jzcob
and told that he ill be a 0?31 %np(company of n=tions), lNote that the
source of both passages under discussion if the P document; +the J & E
docunents readnation” (See 12:2, 17818, L6:3).1 This indicates that the
mdtiplication of nations rather than the amalgamation of nations was the
prevelant attitude in this period, Israel as such is to rrow 2nd be strong;
she is not to combine In herself other nations, This is neither 2 friend-
1y nor zn unfriendly z'titude, ut a statement of policy, This is far
from a2nt O posed to any concept of conversion or assirilztion, It is
exclusionist, isolationist, and presents rather a sirong nationzlist feel-
ing, his attitude is found elsevhere in Genesis (Chap, 17):

JqpyY ooabx ANR M37YY 1738 Py D3R PR

.07%3 }3pa 3Kk% RYAY AR 2R3 A3a TIX
3K 3 LAT3K BT AR DI3K JBT KAP? K°
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L. IREY qon £?23%py DR YTanan

RIpn R? JNEOR 7T BA7AE Sy pA%R DR
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(Gen, 17:3-16). .
™he following paccage, which comes as a reply %o Sarzh's querr of
« - ) 3]
V. 20:%ind the children stwuggled together within her (Tebelah): and she
ezid, If it be so, wherefore do I live! 'nd she went to inguire ~f +tne
Lord", mzy be interpreted as indicating the future rivalries betw &n
the two nations that are prefijured in Dsau and Yacob, namely, bdom and
g s 2
Israel, In the end the younger child -ill prevail:

- - “r r ano - ‘q
1. Driver, 5.R., The Book of Genesis,london, 'ethmuen & Co.. 1000, F, 184,

2, Ibid, P, 2L5,
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(Gen., 25:23-30).

If we question the story describing Essu's selling his birthright to
Jecob (Gen. 25:30-3L) end Issec's blessing Jecob in plece of Bseu (Gen. 37:
23-29), we must recognize the fect thet the elder brother's selling of his
birthrizht encé loss of his blessing to Jecob is legitimized by the stetement
vhich wes mede while they were yet in Rebecca's womb, nemely, thet the younger
son wee to rule over the older, thet Isrsel wes tc rule over Edom, Note, thst
the source of ell these passeges is the J docunent.l

Though the overwhelming sttitude expressed in this period mey be un-
friendly, we find thet friendly reletions existed between Isreel end some
netions., If e group pescefully migretes to en eree occuried by enother ne-
tion, we teke it thei there must be s mutuelly friendly ettitude, If this
sttitude is no' an ective one, then et leest it must be passive, as in the
instence where Abrehem migreted with his femily to Egypt (Gen, 12:10):

gr 7311% §npra¥s DIaR 771 7R3 38T A
TIOR3 ayaa 723 3
(Gen, 12:10).

There is, it is true, e certein feer expressed, but it must not be
interpreted se stemming from distruet of e netion, It is quite neturel thet
Abrehem should feer for his Mfe, his rroperty and his wife's security in enter-
ing en eree in vhich he is & strenger, even though there be & friendly relation-

ship, end this is especielly true in the light of the foct thet Sereh was &

feir womens

1. Ibidl, pp- :’45; 24‘?’ 255.
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*ap %X TDK*Y AB*I3D R12Y AYapa IER2
nK 7K9D MDY AEK 3 *n¥1* RI A3a 10OK

(Gen, 12:11),
NERA NX OYNIDN IKT?TY D222 CMARK RI133 *h*n
TR RY17 a8 Y2

(Gen, 12:14).
ALbrehem's hiding the fect thet he end Sargh were men end wife creeted un-
foreseen difficulties which led ultimstely to the expulsion of Abrahem end
Sereh from Egypt (See Gen. 12:12-20),
Reletions with Ishmeel must heve been feirly friendly, ss is indiceted

by the stetement thet God will meke him great:

*n*™I2a1 AR H373 a3n *hyee bEypErYY
DYR®DI EY D?1I0 TTRKE ¥R ANK *RTAIaT IR
5391 *11% 1?nnay 1Ry

(Gen, 17:20).
0f course, it is added thet the Lord's covenant will be with Iseac (See Gen,
17:21). Agein it is steted thet Ishmeel will become & greet netion (Arsbs
end Hebet-eana)l end it is pointed out thet he is of the seed of Abrshem
(Gen, 21:13, 18), This expleins, to & greet extent, the friendly comments;
for the baeeis of the friendly ettitude here is neither morsl, religious nor
culturel, but ethnic, Ishmeel is so closely rcleted to Abrsham thet en
unfriendly ettitude towerd him or his people st this time would be extremely
unnetural,

Abrahem is reported to heve migreted te Gerer, indiceting friendly re=-

letions with its inhebitents:

©Ip 173 3U*Y 2337 A¥IK DATAK DUD YOOI
7733 1% E 10

(Gen. 20:1),

Here en incident similer to the one in Egypt took plece (Gen, 20:1-15).

1. Devis, John b, (rev, Gehman, H.S.). The Westminster Dictionery of the
Bible, Philadelphie: The Westminster Press, 1944. P. 272,



Friendly reletions elso existed with some Hittite inhebitents of

Censen £5 illustreted by the fact that Abrahem wes willing to bury Sersh

in their territory:

k72D *38% R a%¥sopa WK 1113y avw op*a
TUX A7r1 UK 7FA Y21 12 EK AI¥DAY AToa
nn %33 *3°'y% qapp% canak® .a*ap 1v3l boa
NX OA72K 93P 15 *NX1 L1y D Ry Yaa
X70p *312 Py a%eoba Ave nayp YK OANUE Aaw
TR NIYRAY AR BPYY L1¥3D TIRI 1I17an R
nn *3x nxo 72p nrox% oaq2xb 12

(Gen, 23:17-20),
In Gen, 26:1-30, we ere tolc of Isaec's migration to Gerer; this mi-

gretion mey indicete friendly ettitudes. The rest of the meteriel indicetes

thet events similer to those thet befell Sersh elmost befell Rebecesh:

ATH OK 1IGKIA 2FTT S3VD PIRI 3y AN,
o2nobp 7Pn Porar PR pnr? %21 canax 'pra
773

(Gen, 26:1),

The evente ended more happily in Rebecceh's case, when her identity
beceme known to the king, end friendehip remeined between the King and Isaec,

In spite of their exile, it is evident thet Iseec's group wes strong:

yanz nexy ?3 1Ioye % pns® Pr 9bprax noR
ov ap?1 73 YR33 n?y paz? cen %Y LTRD

(Gen, 26:16=17),

The concluding evente in Gerer indicete ¢ continued friendship., Iseec

is visited by the king end his retinue end preperes s feest for them:
v Y357 1a¥IR NYAKY 730 Ry R jepraxa
DRXY *%K DRAKY YYD Ph? DAYHE BRI L IK3E
13%K%7 1X7 DX’ .DONKD *31n%0N1 *NR DNEIC
13°n93%3 A% £3 AN DRI DY AIA AA %D
3By AUYN 0K .J0¥ N3 AN7231 J3T3AY 1373
210 p7 JEY 13°©¥ OKIT 7IAYII E? TR Ay
pab py*1 .AIAT 113 ANy any eibea nbeIn
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(Gen, 26:26-30).
As en expression of friendly sttitude, we may point to the merriesge
of Judeh to e Censenite; in this Judeh ignored the eerly prohibition which
fbrehen end Iseee promulgeted egeinst merrisge with the Ceneenites (See Gen.

2/23-L; 2811-6):
BY3 10K NKD ATIAY I97) K*ha nya Ty
7107 Cw R LA%%R DY *Dhar o'k Ty
LAPHR ORI AMPOY FIW IDOY 33D PR s
T1¥ WANT L3F 10T DK RIP*Y 12 abny aam
71¥ ADINY L733K 10T AR KIPDY 13 9%hn9
AnT?3 37132 #'My a%v 4de nx XApRY 12 %N
ing

(Gen, 38:1-5),
This bresking of the prohibition wes looked down unon end considered sinfulj

hence the stetement in Gen, 32:7:

1R T37%3 ¥ 97IA% 73192 % A
L0 Iarn

Eere it is Er, Judeh's son by the Censenite, who is described es being evil,
¥hether Er is considered evil beceuse of his Caneenite mother is not made

cleer; but it mey well be so, for we see ection described ss evil sttributed

m

lso to his brother Omen, who is rleo the sen of the Cengenite women,

There is snother importent ettitude present in the Bible towerd the
netions, This ettitude elevetes the position of Isrsel sbove thet of the
other netions by meking the other netions dependent on Isrsel for their bless-

inge end curses, This is found in the following passeges:

N313T7 ADIPY TBY DXL TIRA B¥I J¥ATY nvna
T¥IT2% ARTKS NInatD by 72 197237 712331

s4; 12:1=3)e
(Gen., 28114, See elso Gen, 18:18; 22:15-18; 26143
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With this latter cetegory of ettitudes, the meterisl which describes
the sttitudes of Israel toward the nations in this period of the migretions
of the petrierchs, in concluded. It is to be noted thest the reletionships
for the moct pert ere simple, understendsbly so, when the socisl structureé
of Isreel wes based on e semi-nomedic way of life, On the other hand, meny
difficulties must evolve among & group which must constently trevel from
eree to eres end whose economy is not firmly esteblished in some territory,
Friendships must of necessity exist to permit the stable existence of such
e wendering group, Other difficulties must elso heve evolved from the fect
thet Isreel wes not yet a netion, Yet, there is e very involved besis for
prohibitions regerding netions for the dislike of netions, feer of neticns,
which finds it s orizin in the culture, ethicel end mcrel stenderds of Isrsel
which would seem even et this eerly period to be distinet from thet of meny

of the people among vwhom it dwelled,



Chepter III
A, THE SOJOURN IN EGYPT

B, THE WANDERING IN THE WILDERNESS

A,

The Period of the Sojourn in Egyot commences with Jecob's migretion
to Egypt with his femily beceuse of the femine in the Lend of Censen,
According to the biblicel eccount, the Hebrews first went to Egypt to buy
grein, leter settling in the region of Goshen et the request of Joseph
end with the permission of the Pherech, At this point, God oromised
Jecob thet they would be returmed to their lend,

We recell that it wes Joseph's interpretetion of Pharech's dreems
which forewerned the Lgyptiens of the coming femine (Gen, Zl:é6-15).

Wes it God's concern with Egynt's welfere thet brought Joseph to Egypt?
Ire Ve esre tecld in Cen, 45:5-7 thet sll the event: befslling Josenh in

his lend end in Egypt occurred to insure the welfare of Isreel:;
(doseph 3ardd

*NX DNT90 BY D273%°%3 AN YK Yazyn Px anyA

p*nav At *3 .02738% prabr 'an%v arnbb? *3 f[aa

P70 717K UK D3 DDW TIFY TIKA 39p2 2¥Ia

n*axe pa% oav® oa*3sY craby ranbory LarIpy

a%171 apeba% oa% nvvnaba ypaxa

(Gen, 245:5-7).
Releted to Egypt's good fo-tune in werding off r femine (for the
benefit of Isreel), there is evidence in Gen, 3935 of » feeling present
in the Bible thet other netions snd non-Isreelites cre blessed in order

to benefit Isrmel, these blessings ere byproducts of the intention to

A 1
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secure Isrsel's welfare, This is the situstion when Potipher is ssid to

heve been blessed for Joserh's saket

1% ©* UK P2 7YY WNT23 0K TYPAA TRD Y
*Mry q01* %P3 *axBA NYa oAk A0 AN
nTean n*33 Y% v ek b33 faar noha

(Gen.. 39’5)-
Before Jecob wes to die, he informed Joseph of God's blessing upon

him (See Chepter II), As time pessed and new generetions ercse, Isrsel's
pocition in Egypt chenged. From & prosperous community, it beceme e sleve
commmity under the Egyptien rulers who reconguered their kingdom from
the Hyksos,

Under these new conditions, Isreells sttitude toweré the Egyptiens
wvould be expected to ue very unfriendly. Yet, in reelity, there is little
nositive exnression of £ strongly unfriendly sttitude, We must view es
setisfied mumishment the events which ere seid to have befellen Egypt
before Isreel's releese from bondeage end not es en ettitude of hetred;
for God herdened the Phersoh's heert so thet he would not relesse Isreel
(Ex. 432213 733-5; 14:8,17-18) end then inflicted the verious plezues on
Eayot,

The stetements mentioned ebove (Ex, 4:21; 7:3=-5; 14:8,17-18) elso
inGicete thet the netione ere under the control of God's will te do with
rs He wishes (es do, for exemple, Ex, 6:l1 & 7:3-5),

Egyot is elso to sct s & yitness of God's deed, It is cleer that
Ggyot is to be & pessive witness, not one wvhich will, becsuse of the
recognition of the grestness of God, become His worshippers, The
mirpose of witnessing the zrest deeds of God would seem to be the insuring

of the security of Tsreel, The netione thet see the deeds of God will



thenceforth feer Isreel beceuse of their greet God:

pA*AnX X377 0?70 2% o prOD Y23 AR
L17T192% 13272 1% n %339 y923 aT33K)
nYyT92 Y3303 AT TIXK YD OYI3ID OVFIMY

1?PID21 13972

(Ex. 14:17-18),

B.

After Isreel had been delivered from Egypt, ercesed the Red Ses,
end witnessed the weters of the ses close over the Egyptians, Moses and
8l] Isreel sang unte the Lord in preise of His deeds, God is deseribed
gs Isreel's werrior; He destroyed tke Egyotiens who sousht to overtske
Isreel, There is no concern exrressed for the Egyptiens; only joy over
Isreel's deliversnce end vpresent sefety;

a3A*% AKTA A9%0A nK PROR* Y337 avd VYPY TR
13391 DD KX AK: *3 anrh @vex pRY 10K
shy 1y ayawp?y *Y @Yy A napry Yy .0°2 ADT
apnbp LYK AA0T  LI03IRDAKT AR AP 013K
Qnart  ©*a an? a%*nt Ayae nasab L bE aIat
n1%1¥pa 1777 @03 papAn LMY0 G°3 1¥AU 1709w
v¥IN AT J3'E® A2 YIRI AN 73°p* 13K D3
271X

(Ex. 15:1-6).
In Bx, 1537, we ere told thet destruction ie the future of the
enemies of God:

.op> ID%2K® 730 nbon Y0P DIAR JITKI 3937

The song eccntinues in preise of God:
p*®r3 73 113 133) p°®p DAY JTHR M
1708 777K 2*LK DK .07 2%3 nban Kk2p
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«*77 DETIIN *3am prak *wel xbon bhv phnr
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IP2 1TKI 7203 p Aa® orhra a9ms

.T% 0y%3an J1°p* nvpl .K?D avy nivan k113
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(Ex, 15:18-13),

The nstione ere witness to these deeds end now feer:

.no%a rap* rnx %°n 11717 o°D¥ 1¥0UD

997 DTAK? AKID *HOK DR 9%k 1%na3 Ty
TnbD1 ann*xk on*by bian .1¥32 tap* %5 tap)
L7117 9Dy 13¥y? ¥ 12> 127? ¥t Paaa
LNY3IP 1T DY 13FT Y

(Ex. 15:14-16).

The son: ends with preice end hopes

nin* nb%ys qhach 1190 9nbn3 qa2 wryeny 1DX3AN
L7771 o9y% %0 e L7777 13313 31K PIpPD
7N 3T*Y 0T 17@T932% 12372 A¥ID DID KA )
7102 ava*a 12%n P Caa B*7 D nX oAby
0N

(Bx, 15:17-19).

Then there wes dencing beceuse of the destruction of the Egyptian horce:

1RENY N9%32 5Na DR (AR NINK AX*337 o0 npm
p*4p oa% 1¥nY .n1%npaY 0°5n3 avanyk preaa P
L0%3 D7 13377 113 Ax) a3 3 aia*h 110w

(Ex, 15:20-21),

The sttitude exoressed in this section of the Bible cen only be described




.

? After Isreel treveled further in the wildernese,
s e justifiably unfriendly one, /Amelek ceme forth end fought egeinst her;

Tsregel returned battle, Israel did not return friendshin to Amelek under these
gcircumstancee, It is steted in Exodus 17:1/-16 thet the Lord ordered thet the
memory of Amelek be blotted out, end thet He will wer with Amelek from genere-

tion to generations:

%71 7803 11731 NXT and apb PR 71a° 0K
nnno pP0¥ 31 nK ANDR AAD D YUIAT *IrRa
.2031 N1A? BT KIP?Y NAYD AED 1a%1 .0YDwa

pPbya awnch non®n a®* o2 Yy 1 '3 0K
.17 7D

(Bx, 17:14-16).

One of the stetutes referring to Hebrew sleves, stetes thet it is forbidden

to sell = meid servent to & foreign people:

778N ATy kP 208 AT37X *3°%32 gy OX
332% oK1 .13 17322 aqop% Senc kY *733 oy
.AY nEy* n13an wbwna navyre

(Ex, 21:8-9).

The gquotetion, in reelity, does not refer to & foreign people, end therefoere,
eennot express en ettitude towerd the netions. The prohibition when trenslsted
literelly es "to en elien people he shell have no power to sell her,"™ mskes no
sense, _TerglMmOnkelos renders " ‘934 P oy ,W'»t” and ‘ashi renders it 's.vy.. Yhic*®
Onkelos' And Reshi's renderings fit the context end ere in egreement with Nuzien
practice.l

A reference 1:9 the six netione thet Isreel will subdue in the Promised
Lend enpears. God informe the Iereelites thet if they will obey Him, He will
be en enemy of Isreel's enemies, It is commended thet Isreel must not bow to
other godg, but should destroy the idole end elters of the netions:

939% UK ?2 nYeyy 1Ypa yoen yInw ox Y2

127 73 7?70 AKX *NNET PATE NR THACEY
sy9PAT *hUA TADE¥ER %R IxYaar 7rash raxbo

1, Mendelsohn, Isesc. _SLavery in the Ancient Neer Esst, New York: Cxford
University Press, 1949. P. 133, note 66.
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(Bx, 23122-24).
The sbove meteriel expresses dislike for the netions., The basis for this ettitude
here 's e religio-culturel one, as wes true in the eerlier periods,

God promises to drive out the netions from the lend which Isreel is to in-
herit, Isreel ie commended not tc meke & covenent with the gods or peonles of
the lend, These foreign netions sre not to dwell in Isreel's lend, The basis
for this egein is religio-culturel; it is intended to prevent Isreel's essimile-

tion end her imitetion of the foreign netions:

oyn %2 nx *hpa 7Y38% nmPOK YhRYK NX

«f9% 773718 Y3 RK hN1Y QA2 Xan @K

nE *IAT MR AUa311 9238% ayaxa nx hnboa
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A7BN TK 1Y 738D M20N2R DYD UID LA4EAR
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(Ex, 23:27-33).
The type of stetement discuseed ebove eppeers agein, but with en eddi-
tional prohibition forbidding intermerriege with the netions of the Land. The

reasoning is similer to thst sbove:

aeyk oy %3 733 NP2 072 TIIK AIA MR
g*137 Y531 paxa %32 k133 k¥ 90X nIRbved
n10Y AUyD MK 137P2 ANK AGK oy P2 AXM
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These stetements ere repetitions =nd expensions of stetements made

to Isreel in Exodus 317-8; 17 when she wos still in Egypts

0?9503 UK DY ?IF DK YRTRT KT AIN? IBKY
DX Ny 23 1'U11 )LD YNYDT OApPYE Nk

1D wnPya?y p¥azn 71'D 1%rxab 7K1 L1vaxan
nar yax YK aap7y 9270 7R bR oxan Takn
TTIOAY YIDKTY NAAY '3¥308 DIpp PR wavy abnm
L0271 Tamm

*1y320 7K Yk £In *I¥R conk abyx IbKI

Yo% PK G377 TAnAT *rA3a% IDRAY YhRAn
0371 2%n nar

These eerlier stetemente leck the relevent sttitude towerd these netions,
rerheps beceuse they describe en orel tredition which pre-detes Isreel's
entry into the Holy Lanu end her meeting with the netions of the lend,
The culturo-religlous ferrs end restrictions sre guite understend-
eble in the light of the covenent between God end Isreeli
CNY77% *N%92 NK OAADCY *HPP2 1PDON FOU TR ANy
v*an pnky .pAaxn b3 *% 23 prora Pap abae *h
9290 %K 0?9270 A% ©ITP Y131 ovaad noYoo b
bxaw? 313 7K
(Ex, 19:5-6).
In the midst of the recounting of the lews to Isreel, there is

found egein a reference to the netions of the Lend, The passege eXpresses

in no uncertein terms greet disgust vith the netionms. They ere considered

defilers of the Lend beceuse of the eboninetions which they heve committed.




Tt is for this resson thet the Lend vomited them up; Isreel is werned
gseinst ¢ similer fete should they commit sbominetions, In this pDescege,
ieviticus 18:124-20, the religio-culturel explenstion for Isreel's ettitunde

towerds these netions is egein expressed:

B*330 xpe3 abxk ¥33 3 abr b33 Isnon by

IPEXY TAKA xXpEhY .03Y3DpD n%rp YIK Ark

ONK ONIDTY ,.A%3T? DK TIRT XPRY AY%F a3y
nayinnbzo 1vyn k%1 *pATE nKY Ynenm nx

nyayna %3 Y3 .@22IN3 30 AT BATRD bk
+YIKA KDONY B3%1D% K YAKA Y0IK ATy YR

317 NX AKP ITK2 ANK DIKDDA SONK TIKA K'Ph kY
avxa nayina %ob avyY ok Y9 'y ,c2%33% aex
RABED hX ORYBUY .OBY 29pD NEYA RITDIA 1A1321
X771 ©23°30% U¥3 UK nayana napap nioy *hbab
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(Lev., 1842£:30).

Similer to the ebove paseege is the fellowing:

*3 p3733z nbrn *3IK TR TIIA RpAa 13%n kb
£33 TPXI1 Wy abx %3 nx

(Lev, 20:23),
Laqagy AAY IR UAIF Y2 avear ' ghrran
*S ny*a% oYaya 1o Conk

(Lav. 20:26).
Even the grectest leeders of Isreel cen be criticized for their
errors; we find Moses being criticized by Miriem end Asrom for his teking
in merrieze e Cushite women, This pessege indicetes thet 1t wes Improper

fer en Isrselite to mexry e non-Isreelites

N u3a AckA NITE Py ACDA JIAKY SR 3T
9% PN IIDR®Y JBP? NTEI AUE 3 NpP? LK
LT FREYI 737 433 £ xba maY 137 avea

(Num, 12:1-2).

As e result of this incident, God punished Miriem oy meking her

a17° 02K*a3 aAYAY CK *737 ®31 1ybT DK*Y
s73y 12 x% .13 737K ©IPmN2 FIINK 17%% akTpa
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leprous. But, in so doing, God did not justify Moses, for the mmish-

ment Miriem received was for her manmer of eriticism onlys

A37Y PAKA PyD 0 13vav 9%y oa: gane K Ny
NYATD MIAY DD DK 1AKR 1971 1%93 nyvrn poan

(Num, 12:6-10),
The recounting of Beslaem's remerks concerning Isreel mey be cone

strued es having in them & germ of future primitive imperialist thought:
737h A3 pPa P 210 (dx*Y opba '3 %27 avnY ooy
(Num, 23:15).

It is steted thet Edom end others will be destroyed, while Edom end

Seir will be possessed,
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In & later portion of Numbers, we ere told thet some Israelites

li.



begen to fornicete with the women of Moeb end worship their gods; these
were hanged for their transgressions:
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There is esnother story told of en Isreelite men sleeping with a

Midienite women resulting in the death of both:
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The reason for the sleyings wes ferr of Isreel being misled by the Pegens:
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Again, it is steted thet Isreel will be brought over the Jorden
into Ceneen, end that once in the Lsnd they must drive out the inhebitants

thereof, lest they harsss Isrsel:
199%7 nx 8%93y onx *> oabx naoxy Yxap* v3a PR 139
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(Num, 33:51-56).

In line with the destruction of the populetion of the Lend is the
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disregerd shown for the persone snd possessions of the Amoritess

97%2 *nAn3 A% 139% Yn3 onk 173arY v apap
93NA% ©1 PRA I¥TK NXY Y9DXD yjaon %D (N0 nx
aon%n 13 (Deut,. 2:24; see elso 2:33),

The inhebitente of Ceneen sre egein mentioned; Isreel is told
(while she is yet in the wilderness) to destroy them end their elters,
end it is forbidden for en Iereelite to mske & covenent with them or to

merry thems
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(Deut, 7:1-5),
The explenetion for the sbove stetement follows in verses 6-11, where it

ie steted thet Isrsel is & Yoly peonle, chosen by Geds
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Feleted to ell thet precedes i= the concept thet Isreel is the center of

importance in the world; eny netion, it is steted, thet hetes Isreel, will
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be punished beceuse of this very hatred:

p?ya7 D*9%D *19D %21 ?hn b3 job @ant 7Yoo
77x%3v %331 BnN3I1 31 OD?E? K7 n¥1Y CK
(Deut, 7:15).

Agein, it is mede cleer thet Isreel is considered one of the ruler
netions rether thsn one of the sleve netions, for it is steted thet Isreel

will rule over other nstions, but will not be ruled by thems:

anxy ©%327 DY13 Apayal Y 727 PR3 1372 q*a%K ain? *3
15pp® K% 731 §737 £%333 nbUDY payn w'%

(Deut, 15:6).
The memory of the Bible is long; beceuse Ammon &nd Moeb did not give

breed and weter to Isreel when they begged it of them during Isreel's
wenderings in the wilderness, end beceuce they esked Beleem to curse Isreel,

it is prohibited thet en Ammonite or Mosbite enter the essembly of Isreel
even to the tenth genereticon:
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(Deut, 23:4-7)e

Isreel is commended to blot cut the memory of Amalek beceuse of her

troatment of Isreel in =n hour of need:
_p*7spn BONKE2 772 phpy J° AWy UK N 7197
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(Deut, 25:17-19)e




The sbove meteriel is in line with Israel's unfriendly ettitude toward
the netions. This ettitude mey well result from the desire for revenge
of those who hxrmed Isrsel,

Isreel's unfriendly attitude toward the netions ie, however, not
the whole picture, for in our study of the Bible we found some few ref-
erences in this difficult period of Isreel's history which reflect a
friendly ettitude towerd e certein few nationms.

This friendly sttitude towerd the netions has two espects: (1)
friendliness towerd individuels, (2) friendliness towerd & nation as e
whele,

As illustretions of the first phese of this ettitude, we find thet
Jethro, Moses' Midienite fether-in-law, is held in grest esteem (for he
eided in esteblishing Isreel's legel system); the elders of Isreel ere
reporte’ to heve eeten with him before Ged after he had offered a burnt
offering before the Lord:

p*a%x% prmary A%y aob 1hm 190 npM
oy onb %ox% Sxavt *3pr %91 190K xav

o*a%xa *38% ave {nn (Ex. 18:12)

Another illustretion is the eccount of the merriege of Moses with the
Midienitees Zioporash, while Isreel was yet in Egypt. There is & definite
chenge in ettitude expressed efter Isreel's deperture from Egypt (see zbove

meteriel on Midian):
ey TR b3 ng acno 1nn ]'"'ll! 12 17hT yowY
2XU* nX nYA% X300 ?3 12y YR0*%Y nvpd prabs
978 hr¥ 098% nhK At 1oAm ant I'T'P"l +C730D0
OTT3 INRG DU SCK %332 "3v aRY La'hmabr oang
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(Ex, 18:1-3).




Isreael is told not to conguer Edom, i.e., more exsectly the children
of Esey who live in Seir which is Edom (Genesis 25:30; 37:1), for they ere
Eesu's children. Though King Devid later conquered this ereas, it should
be emphasized thet the tradition holds thet on their entry to Cenean Isreel
hed not viclated the rights of their kinfolk. There l1s no hostile feeling
towerds them, such es became irrepressible in Isreel efter the Exile,l

NN 9aa nx 20 pa% 29 L0R% *hy daar wr*a
p*1ay onk aox% 1x oyn nKY .a39x oab 13
IXT%%7 YUY £O*AETA Iy %32 pa*nx Si1ala

InK X? *3 B2 171nN PR .TXD OhYDEIY ODB
1we? apar* *2 H19 {2 799D Y DIKR oaY
T*YD 0 DK *hnha

.(Deut, 2:2-5).
Isreel is elso commanded not to ebhor en Edomite nor en Egyptien. The
reasons are obvious; the Edomites ere relatives of Isreel, end Egypt wes

g host to Isreel:

'3 *q3b aynn X% X1 J*0OK D> DK ayhn kY
*pr%w 717 on® 17%1? WK £33 L3RI NTYTA T
niar Yhnpa oav ka®

(Deut. 23:8-9).
In spite of all the unfriendly comment towerd Ammon and Moab, there

sre restrictions pleced on Isreel regarding her esctions towerd them, lsreel
is forbidden to be et enmity or to fight with Moeb or Ammon beceuse these

netions stem from the children of Lot:

D2 43nn %KY axIp nE ATn Pr *RR NI0Y DR,
1% 21a% *> aevr 1zakp 7% jnx x% *> aenbo
nT1* Ny hX *nna

(Deut. 2:9).

1, Smith, Sir George Adem. The Book of Deuteronomy. Cambridge: University
Press, 1918, P, 31,
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(Deut, 2:49).
This is not the first statement concerned with Ammon end Mosb's
origin; it is cleerly stated in Genesis 19: 31-38 thet both netions ere
2 result of incest.
The netions, according to the Bible, ere under the power of the Lord;
Fe mey do with them es He wishes. The case of Beleem stends out &s an ex-
ample of e foreign individuel influenced by God, with the result that Isreel

is blessed rather then cursed by him:

A%RT oPRARA b nk*Y pyrPa R oAby Rava
172 153 712 pPa p?abxa Yk oyPa oKy LqDY
D3%1 B?IIBD KI1*N pyaaaa L%k nbe ax9p
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(Fum, 22:9-13; see elso 22:18).
One example of God's power over the nations is the deliverance of

the Amorites and Bashen into the hends of Israel:

772 *3 1Nk KN PR oqaon PR 413 DR
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(Nume 21:34).

Other illustrations of this point are found in: Deut. 2:36; 3:2, 3:14;
Le3=ls 4238; 11:24-25; 31:3-6; 29:1.
The netione, according to the ettitude expressed in the Bible, ere

elso to serve as witnesses of God's deeds. This act of witnessing bears no




implication of conversion, The act of witnessing described here is pas-
egive ection:

Jo¥ %3 713 N%932 NAD 23K 43I0 DR

3231 yakn %33 k%23 &Y ex nixbsl noys
TUYR DK 127P2 ANK TR DYA YD aknY o%ian
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(Ex. 34:10).

When Isrsel feers thet she will not be permitted to enter Canaen,
Moses points out to God thet the nations will witness this feilure &nd et-
tribute it to him:

(Moges seid)

0%717 IMDKI MK ©YKS ATA D¥FA NnR DAY
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(Num, 14:15-16).
Isreel is told thet by doing God's will, the netions will witness

end sey what & wise end greet nation she is:
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Deut, 4t5-6).
Thus we see that in the netion's witnessing, Isreel is benefitted, for in
sc doing they see the greestness of Isrsel and her God, The nations will,
es & consequence, feer &nd honor Isreel, leeving her in peace, We may
eliminete sny thought thet Isreel hoped to proselytize emong the nations
on the besis of their witnessing God's =nd Isreel's deeds.
The netions ere regerded es serving & purpose in the divine plen; they

are to serve ss & tool of the lord for punishing Isreel:

SnOOR3IT M43 OR3 NDP3 270 D3I?PY YTAKAAY
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(Lev, 26:25; see also lev, 26:33; Deut. 4127;
Num, 1/343-45).
In addition to being under the power of the Lord of Isrsel, the ne-

tions are further viewed eas dependent upon Israel herself for blessings
or curses:

Lax® 1% OKT NOYIND GYa3DD KRR X
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(Num. 24:8-9).

Several reasons, in eaddition to those stated earlier in this peaper,
explain Isreel's verious attitudes towerd the netions, and specifically
Israel's unfriendly attitude. Israel is interested in herself, her own
welfare and good fortune. Expressions of "nationelistic®™ views may well
stem from the view which Isreel held of herself; namely, that she was =

special type of netion, & nation of priests and a holy people:

*n®43 nx onapwY *Ypa 1ynvn ¥IDU oK anyy
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(Ex, 1915=6),
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(Lev. 20:26),

And it is steted in Deuteronomy 14:2:
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These stetements, end others which discuss the problem of the cov-
enent, mey well comprise a paper in themselves. For our purposes it is
sufficient to stete that the choice of Israel end the religio-cultural

responsibilities encumbent on Israel beceuse of it form the besis for Isreel's

ettitude towerd the pegen nations:

(Moses said):
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(Deut, 29:9-18),

(Moses said):
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(Deut, 2811-14).
The netions of the land thet Israel is sbout to possess ere discussed
egein, It is clesrly stated thet these netions are to be dispossessed as
punishment for their wickedness, and that Isreel mey inherit the land thet

the Lord promised to Isreel's forefathers:
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(Deut. 9:1-6).
Israel is further warned ageinst following efter the gods of the natione

lest she be punished in e similer manner:
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(Deut, 12:29-31),




-k -

1% 103 7°a%R A% SR PIKD %% X2 anx )
XT2° X% .0A0 013 NAayInd hioyb Tobn xb
73130 DDOP DOP X2 INA1133 I2yD Y3
*1¥7%7 21% P¥®Y 72n 720 .5e3nY BRAIDY
bR AUy Y5 AWAY navan > .e%npa PR ©aT
DnAIk ©2710 A%k aan* abxn nayann Ybaan
7*38p

(Deut, 18:9-12).
Clearly the intent above is to present the essimilstion of Isrsel with groups
thet are abhorred by her becouse of their religious end cultural forms.

The factors which went into the formetion of Israel's veriocus atti-
tudes are the cloge reletionships which Israel wes to reach with the sur-
rounding nations and the religious-culturel morel system of Israel herself,
In this period of Israsel's formetion, when her lews were being formulated;
=t & time when she did not use end had no need to use, nor could use high
power diplomacy; at the time when Israel wielded the sword by the command
of God, it becomes easy to understand why &n unfriendly ettitude toward the
netions should dominete, Isresel's concern waes for her welfare, and she wes

willing to destroy all thet stood in the way of eccamplishing that goel.




CHAPTER IV
A. THE CONQUEST OF CANAAN
B. THE PERIOD OF THE JUDGES

A,

The section of the Bible which describes the period of the conguest
of Cenasn, the lend thet was promised to Isrsel by God et an earlier period,
oresents en attitude thet is similer to that of the eerlier period of the
wilderness, During this new period of Israel's history, the earlier atti-
tude is brought to fruition in a practicel way: in the conquest and destruc-
tion of the enemies of Isreel in Cenean, The descriptions of the conguest
do not edd snything new to our knowledge of the attitude of Israsel toward
the netions.

Isrsel is warned thet the peoples of the lend will haress her, end
thet should Isreselites marry the remnents of these nations, the Lord will

nct drive them out before her:
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(Jos, 23:12-13). _
Thus, the basis for Isreel's attitude, es it is expressed in their destruc-
tion of the nations of the lend, is made clear.
The earlier idee that God rules over netions other then Israsel contin-
ues end is expressed completely in terms of God conquering for Israel end

-
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driving out the nations before her:
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(Josh. 3:10; see elso 23:3-5; 24:18; IGh, 5:18-22),

The statements thet the Lord will drive out the netions, that the Lord
fights for His people Isreel are the frequent expressions of faith in Is-
reel's God in her hour of need for e strong faith and e strong arm,

The nations are called to witness God's deeds again, They ere called
to witness so thet they will know thet the Lord, the God of Israel, is a
mighty God, end conseguently thet Israel is & mighty nation and one to be

feered, The enemies of God and of Isrsel are ome end the seme (so long &s

Israel obeys God's commends), &nd so one who witnesses will know thet

Isreel must be left in peace,
B2%3DD 1777 D DX DOYARK AW ©Y2NA EX
510 0% B2°aYK A1a° AvY UKD D372y 1Y
?2 nyv 1¥0%? .3372y 7y 13°3DD wa1n WK
1¥2% X°0 ApIn %> AIa® 9 Nk pIKa ‘py
'®*a %> p2'a%R a1n* nx onxa®
(Josh, 4:23-24).

Following the death of Joshua, there begins the period of the Judges.
This period wes cheracterized by fighting, settlement, end leck of centrel-

ized govermment. The Judges, who were essentielly militery leaders, rose in

Isreel's hour of need to lead her in battle and settlement of the lend.

During the period of the Judges, the Israselites lived eccording to
their individuel desires, end in so doing broke commendments treditionally
seid to heve origineted in the period of Isreel's wandering in the wilder-

ness, Isreelite men took unto themeelves ee wives women of the peoples
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erouné them. However, there is no indicstion of eny change in Termel's
ettitnde toward her neighbars:
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(Juds 2¢1-3),
it is rather thet the people's attitude toward the practice of law beceme

lex:
SR™HY33 ARY o'eab oa% ohchnada nK o anpY
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(Jud, 316-7).

The concern of Isreel at this point of history wees thet of preserving
herself; the two means employed for this end were the attempte at enforeing
the prohibition ageainst marriage with strangers, end et destroying thoee who
herassed Isrmsel in any wey.

Israeel found it necessary to subdue Mosb in order to regein her peace

end security:
AX NIA® (N3 3 ANk 1977 BACHR DR
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In the Song of Deborsh, which itself expresses & hostile attitude
toverd the nations by its neture as e war song in praise for the destruction
of Sisers end his Canesnite forces, the poetess expresses & desire to see
the destruction of 21l God's enexdes., This is synonymous with expreseing
ihe hope that Israel's snemies be destroyed (see the discussion of this
point above):
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(Jud, 5:31).
Semson's decision to teke & Philistine woman &s his wife is described i
gs being met by strong opposition by his parents. The practice of inter-
marriage between Isreelites and their neighbors is here emphesized es e ;
prcblem, The esttitude expressed by the Bible in this instance cleerly
stetes that Isrsel condemned such intermarrisge, end preferred & certain
degree of isolation from the pagen neighbors of Isrsel. It is cleerly {
steted thet the events described were ordesined by the Lord thet He might .ﬂ} '

find ®an occasion ageinst the Philistines":
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(Jude 1433-4). - [

Thie explenetion is confirmed by Semson's eventuel sleughter of thousends

of Philistines at his own deeth:
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(Juds 16:30-31), M

Isreel's attitude of disregerd of the rights of other nations, end {
even of hatred of the netions, continued to the very end of the period of
the Judges. We find expressions of this attitude in the prayer offered by
Henneh, Semuel's mother, at Shilobi?
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(I s 2:0).

Isreell's sttitude towerd the netions seems to heve been st leest per-
tielly en indirect expression of Isreel's besic desire and need, nemely,
peece end security, The netions which Isreel'heted end fought egeinst
were for the most part those who oppressed her snd denied to her security
end pesce, BEvidence thet Isrsel desired peasce end security is the emphasis
vleced cn the periods of peece in her life of this period; efter eech bettle
e stetement follows indiceting the number of yeers of peece and security

thet Isreel enjoyed ss & result of winning et wer, as en example:

11e°p %n3 oYpvp Yn3 oY 1P P

Leter in our discussion, it will be shown thet Israel's asction egeinst

the netions, thouch they ected as & tool of God, wes in the wey of & justified

munishment of these nstions,

Though Isreel's stthude wes generelly negetive towerd the nstions,

certein groups ere viewed in e friendly menner,

Jud, 1:16 tells us thet Israel was friendly towerd the Kenites (the

children of Moses' father-in-lew):
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The Kenites must heve et times been allied with Israel, for we esre told that

Jeel the Kenite smote Sisere, Isrsel's enemy:
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The netions are conceived as being subject to the lord's will, Thus

Ammon wes delivered into Israel's hendss
A1A%% A°AY 11Dy *33n pibwa nnov fayc)

A%y wWmrncbyan (Jud. 11:32)

Midisn end Emslek were delivered into Isreel's hends:
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(Jud. 7:9).

The Amorites too ware delivered into Israel's hends:
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Isreel viewed the netions es being e tool of the Lord. The function

of the netions, in this respect, wes to punish end to prove Isreel,

The strength of the Hivvites, Philistines, Caneasnites end Zidoniens

wes left to them in verying degrees thet they might prove Isreel:
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The netions ere considered as tools of the Lord in the following :
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(Jud, 2:1-15), !
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(Jud. 338)0

Moab, Amon, Amalek--

qI1a* *3%y2 yaa nieyh Yraw® "33 50%
?X7v° 2y 3k %2 1193y nx avac prnog
129K MOXRYY .MIA% *3°ya ¥4 nx 1wy v by
?x° nx 7°1 %1 phoys 11Dy *a1 ng
R?9DNA 1Y DR OIwMTYY

(Jud, 3:12-13),
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1¥32> %0 172° 7°2 11a% 0IOD°1 .hD TIAKY
2WAY X177 XI0°0 IXAT @Y 1IN P U ' |
mia® %k %xap® %33 Ipys?1 .0%°%30 nerana !
nx yn% x3a% 1% 2r72 237 nikn yon °>
A3y DYIEY ApYRa YRAw® *33 '

(Jud., 4:1-3). [ |

Midien, Amelek—- |

pIN*1 710 *3°y2 yaa PLag? 332 1wy
¥ 1°70 9 T¥NY .DYIV YaU 177D T2 a0 .
nx Yx9v® %32 pa% ey 1°70 *3DD PRIw? Bl
N30 NRKY NIA¥DA NKY D?9a2 X Na3oa

(Jud, 6¥1-2).

Philistinege=
prnebs 7°2 paonY Yxa0*a I 5K N
1I0% *33 T%a9

(Jud, 10:7).

710 *3ya yaa piwy® Yxaw* 232 19°01)
n3v o'¥aax b nov® <T°2 na? banU

(J'I.ldc 1331)

Philistie end Mosb ere mentioned egein &s tools of the Lord during

the period of the Judges (when pest historicel events are recounted):

9%3 ONR 9521 BAYAPK JIAT nK INOU |
%0 7723 £nE%e 731 1IN KIS 0 K00 , 1 l
D2 pR%*1 axIL i |

(Is 12:9).

Their oppression of Isreel wes considered es the fulfillment of a

divine purpose; yet efter fulfilling their fumctions, they were delivered

into Isreel's hends to be punished.
Generally, Isreel of this period craved pesce, that she might build i
her newly conquered land and meke use of her geins, Israsel's esttitude wes |

&t once the continustion of & trasdition from the pest and & product of 1 ‘ -
|




internetional reletions thet she experienced., The tradition of the past
in itself would certeinly heve prevented the develomment of & megnenimous
universalism. But, in addition, the externel forces of thie period brought

forth Israel's warlike ettitudes.




Chapter V
THE UNITED MONARCHY
A, THE PERIOD OF SAUL
B. THE DAVIDIC PERIOD

C. THE SODOMONIC PERIOD

A.

The end of the period of the Judges came with the anointing of =&
king over Israel. The first king was Saul, who wes chosen by God. The
need for & king and the decision to have & king came from the people who
felt that this would be & means of strengthening Israel ageinst her aggres-

sive neighbors.

Seul's son Jonathan expresses the common Israelite contempt for the
Philistines; he expresses this contempt in word and deed. He refers to

them a8 "these uncircumcised":
kU3 ¥3n Px Pawv 13 (hav* 'oKY 0Y1’h Yary
T?0 M2%D ok DYhoYD azp LK nanarav nab 1ehs
«TTI0 T 9vagxhy
7337 137 1°%2 Kwed aIa PR (31t 0K
*> 1% awa? ey *hax abrn o*Yayn aszn by
LB¥22 1K 272 oAb 1s¥D maarh o 1ox

ginld *3 137%¥% 13*hy 1Hr I92R? a3 ©R
paTIr %1% ,naxka 1A% oary 132 aane
p*9ay aan g°nebs 1qpx*Y o*hnobs axp by
Pak 13I¥TY .0F IKSNNT CK DPAND 1D DYR3Y
1?2y 1IRE?Y 39D KT3I NRY IN3IY® DK nazDh
KTY %% (N33 DK% 727 DOINR A¥27137 11°5%
«2RIT7 7173 AI0® Danpa 3 *ank aby 1%
1750 xp3v 17519 PPy o127 Ly o 1naY Sy
nnien 1752 Rw3t (n3ar® 2ae% by yvanx
1N3%® 727 UK N3I0L0 ADA TANY L 1PTNR
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(I Sam. 14:1, 6, 10-186).
Jonathan's attitude indicates that the earlier attitude of separation
from the nations inhabiting Canaan continued end was reinforced, because
Israel wzs subjugated by theses nations and suffered difficulties from thenm.
Amelek is sgain viewed as an object of hatred for what she did to
Ierael when Isrsel wandered in the wildermess. The following was delivered

to Saul by Samuel in the name of God:

Y7 gnee? avn* nbr nx bike Pk PRIDT DX
LAY 'Aa% YAy yor anya Yxa0r By Iy Ey
pYDy ATY 7 X NX *NIPL RIKAX A1AY DK a2

nny .o*iser wnb%ra 772 % ow oee braerh

1% 7ok %3 nx onpanay phbds nk ansaay g%

L1570 APk 7y vRD anoay 1°%y Yonn k%9

TMan 1¥1 Y0DID AT IFY ITD PIV? 99

(1 Sam. 15:1-3).

This attitude of hatred toward Amalek w=s so strong thai the small
deviation which Saul permitted in carrying out the details of destruction
weg seid to have brought upon him punishment:

(S0wqnel sard?)
O?RENa Ak DoAY J% WK A7 AW gy
k% an%y .onk onvba Ty %32 npn%3v phpy nx

van vent %o %k 6¥yny A Bapa nyovw
7MY *3%y3

(I Sem. 153 1B-19)
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It is of importance to note that in this period, &s in the earlier
ones, the nations who triumphed over Israel in battle were considered tools
of God. When Saul did not act strictly according to God in the matter of

imelek, the kingdom was to be rent from him; the tool for this punishment

were the Philistines:
1130 n2oy x93 91a* %Ipa nynw K% oKD
ain® 7% awy ara a3a 10 by phoya ok
92y 2R9E* DK ©3 AIAY [Ny .ATA DIYR
AKX D3 DY 7331 AAR AnpY DY'hebh Ta
pnebs a2 awva® (h® S¥0 aano

(1 Sem. 28: 18-19).
During this period we find foreign servants in Seul's service. As an

example, Doeg is mentloned, probably because he was chief of the servants:

TPK D*EIXY 717 ¥113 2 Yaxe yowra

Apva Pukn nnnhoAyaaa avit SIixercanx
.1°%9 pY¥axa 1773y Y31 19%a anvamn

X3 1ypu 1°%7 oraxzaa 1'vayd HIkv bR
nitw "g* 12 1h* oo%a% pa *avpt taa
LNIkD *9T1 o*b%K v o0'p* oabab o'paos
118 nx %3 17K *Hy cabo Gnawp '

*by oop a%m 1?xY Yp* 12 £ *33 pAda
*by 92y NX 32 DY'pA D *ark nK abaa
K171 °DIKD IRT [¥?T .ayd BI?D aaxkb

*P* 13 DR *NYRY TDKYY Raxy Cqay by axa
1% PRe*1 .atonxk 12 thovnx by n3a w3

1% 1ny nohea nv%3 aam nxy 1% (ha ATy a2

(I Sem. 22: 6-10).

q331 XTA0 B3 BaRe *vayn pUR beM
D*®I0 9%2% HIKA AKX 1DEY AR taab
2ixe® v

(1 Sem. 21:8).

There may well huve been tne practical matters of state that created

e need for foreign servants:
D*1753 Y391 anx av 3?17% %pa anx*y
BYIND2 KIN FID*Y TDIKA 1?37 2A0?9
XUl UK ATDAY DY3IDT RIAA 0DI%2 ND?Y
732 710X

(I sem. 22:18).
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Yet with &ll the fighting and the need for strengthening Israel inter-
nally by arousing strong nationalist feelings, there are expressions of
friendship toward some nations.

During Saul's attack on Amelek, he first warned the Kenites to leave
so that no herm would come to them. Isrsel, then, remembered not only the
herm done to her by other nations which hed to be repaid with punishment,
tut also remembered the good done to her which had to be repaid with good:

L7032 37%% phpY 1%y 1y Lisvr xav
177 378 2% *3'pa b YIikp wrvy
AN*TY ANKY DY JBOX 19 *pYny Tinn
p*73pbd ohi%ya bxaw* Y32 %2 oy 1on
pPDy 710D *3%p n0%

(I Sam. 15: 5-6).

The attitudes here toward the Kenites and Amalek are based on practical
considerations; these practicel considerations also formed part of the moral
system of Israel in her search for peace and security.

it is possible that the migration of David and his parents to Moab to
escape Saul indicate that friendly relations existed between the Moabites

and Israelites,

Devid also migrated to Gath in the land of the Philistines:

TRE ©1* A%pK any 12a% bR o717 (enva
pher o%oa *3> 270 *Y 17k bLIike v0a
*3vpa% PIKkE Y3pp pRI3T DrhebE pax bx
L1T1B *nbboaT %R0t Y133 Ya3 Ty

PR TYK NAXD TE Ka 139%1 117 DpYy
717 2U*1 .03 YD 71I¥D 13 BYIK PR DY
917 IN*31 UK 1°C3IRKY K10 N33 prax oY
9217389 nAYRFSTA OFICOAR 103 *hUY
naa *3 %aked 7371 L.n*bpnan Yad nex
1epa® 11y 901 ®%Y na 1%

(I Sam. 27: 1-4).

These migrations by Dsvid to Gath do not at all indicate friendly re-

lations between Isresel and the Philistines.
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David was granted refuge in Philistia at this time because he was an
enemy of Saul and & refugee from Israel's king.

Two passages of extreme importance sppear and remind us that Isrsel is
God's people, and that God and Israel are almost synonymous in relationship

with other nations.
k% 10y orIDyN DYUIRA SR 917 MR

nx a3®* v v*x% apy* oo
‘.-mg‘h‘ﬂng%é%h)vom t%n *ne*Yan
0*a%x nidaye aqn '3 arn %ayn *hebsn °p o3
(I Sam. 17:26)., ©*°n

*NIOAY TPNOAY %2 AIAY Y310 ara gIdvh
o*nhebs fanD 13D *nn3y 1*Yyn JeRa nx

1¥IY 7TORA nOnby pYnen q19Y arn oavn
Jox0*% pabk v 3 paka YO ¥y vaxn %o
OCIAY NYanay aama X% 'O arn Yapa %3 iy
«137°2 ponx 1h3y aonbaa aach o aane

(I Sam. 17: 46-47).
It is clear that one function of the nations is to witness the deeds
of God. As a result, they realize His greatness and the power of Israel

through Him, thus they will fear Israel and leave her in peace.

B.

With the kingdom established locally in the hands of David there is no
recognizable change in Israel's attitude toward the nations. Disregard of
the nations continues as a parallel to Israsel's own need for self-preserva-
tion and expansion. David expanded his borders at the expense of Jebus,
Philistia, Moab, etc.; this shows an imperialistic trend.

In a prayer offered by David there is a clear expression of Israel's
imperialistic attitude. David is described as "who is king of Israel, head

of the nations":




p*13 vx1® *370En *DyY 379D *avbana
.734%2%7 *hny1r jh oy

.*% Iyov? 1¥R ¥Yipob *% 1Unan? 9931 %33
.ONnY7300D Yan*Y vhaT 331 %33

LIFUT 913 7a%R o2 733 7321 A1aY *n
.rannn *py TYn *% nop3 1haa Yxka

T?RD *IDDITN DPDY YATRD YRIZIDG
.*3%*sn or0Dn

(11 Sam. 22: 44-49).
Tied to this nationalistic attitude, which under David became imperi-
alistie, is the attitude which considers the nations as being subject to the
control of the Lord, God of Israsel:

c*noba bk abyrn kb nnva 919 Brres
a%y 7717 Y% nanr anR*y * 92 panna
77?2 B ne?9n NR INK 1h3 2

(II Sam, 5:19; also I Chron. 14:10, 1%-15; Il Sam. 7sl, 17:10;
I Chron. 17:21-22).

There is further indication that Israel's imperialist attitude parti-

ally stems from her strong desire for peace and security.

23 nx anvaxy naba ok %33 by arasg

np2 2113 gr 1% *ne¥i qrasb Ycavx

1°nyoar PxIw*? DIV pAprR Thawy LpaR2 TR 0930
A79% 233 19707 &% 71y 139 x%1 YnAn yamy
Yz UK 0170 1% L n30R72 T2 antanh

7*a*x Yoo 1% *nnv3py Yr9vr by Yy povaw
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(II sem, 7:9-11).
Israel's practical politics demanded friendly relations end a friendly

Ptiitude towara certain nations:

D*FI% *3®1 717 2R £*3x%0 9% %0 ©o'n nhur
11T 173 1331 %P 13K LN Ty vana




(II Sem. 5:11; See also 8:9-10, 10-2).
There were "friendly relations® with the fijeonites also, which served
as an excuse for political murder:

13w MR J3av p*af vhe 717 *pra ayy vy
LRy P8 D107 DKM 117Y 718 N8 9137 ©vpary
XIF*Y .DY372370 °X DB TR Yy D°DIa nva Y9
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n*oa% UK 137 1°KY Wn*2 oyl PAaRe by anra qod
1ER?Y .62% AUYK 0Y9BK ORK AD IDR®Y L RD2
137003 3% AT TRy Mab2 Tk vrRs ¥R Yx
B 3K AFaT 3% (nav L brawe b3 Y33 axvnan
Aia* 2 ARy ny2as aaath prarpaan 1taan
nca*ap %5 q%na PonTy L1hR 3K YPDa DK
Bn173 ApxX A nyac By LAkt 2 (n31ac 12
*30 Dk 9%0a NpY 1 LYIKT 13 (R3TaY 131 717 102
nKY *apak nE PIkey a7%* 30K AR N1 posy r3s
a1%? 9ok %Ike na Po°p Y3 nounn NRY hpasp
B*3¥3217 1%2 pan*y ,*nb%noa *9rax 13 YRraeY
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(11 Sam. 21: 1-8).

Fear and hatred for the Philistines, which filled all Isrsel, did not
prevent David from utilizing Ittai from Gath &s & leader during battle.
This can clearly be considered &s an attitude toward one person who had
shown great loynity towerd David and not &s an attitude applicable to
Philistines generally. It should be noted that there is no indication here

of Ittel having bteen converted to belief in Israel's God:s
¥a AUTen) appimgoq prelie Pea A N7 bSen
‘Ae 3'a /\'0&4,}! aletr 'Ne 205 "'P"’ak
Pr A1 a3s PEu LK Pdwa Ml “ARD)

o (II Saa, 1g:28). F3m¥ I

The above interpretation alsc applies to tne Cherethites and Pelethites
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who fought in David's army. These foreign mercenaries could undoubtedly be
trusted to fight the non-Israelites and any Israelites that might arise

against the established order.

FIAIAY 12 A*33% PRAE* Kaxa Y3 YR agivq
*n2%aa Ly vnan by

(II Sem. 20:23; See also 20:7; 15:18-22; 25:24-37).

C.

Solomon, David's son, ruled the Israelite Fmpire after David's death.
The Empire now enjoyed centralized government and a vast territory ss a re-
sult of the policies of David. Solomon strengthened the Empire through
marriage slliances and augmented its centralization through changes in re-
ligious practice. He embarked on & large building program and developed
the country as an important commercial state; Israel was brought into con-
tact with many nations.

hs king of Isreel, Solomon ruled &n empire consisting of many peoples
((cf. T Ki. 5:1 £f),

It is important to note thet tuough many foreigners helped build
Solomon's Temple in Jerusalem (I Ki. 5:352), and though there were many for-
eign dignitaries and foreign royal personages in the country, there is no
mention of eny foreigner being present at the dedication of the Temple, or

8t the feast following the dedication:

*gR7 %2 nxa Yravr tapy nx nobs bapr iR

abrivr apb%r 9%ba %x Yxac *33% nraka YW YEI MDA
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1%p*y baxy ok vipn *%3 %2 nxy 990 Vax ok
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(I Ki. 8: 1-6; See also II Chron. 5:1-7; I Ki. 8:22; 1I Chron.
6:12; I Ki. 6:65, II Chron. 7:8).

Solomon's remarks are nationalistic, inaicsting the primacy of the ne-
tion's cepital city in the eyes of God. There is no reference to the na-
tions, uo concern for any nation, but Isrszel.

Solomon finally mentions foreigners in his prayer:

X170 PRI0Y Jbyc X% R *a33n Yi o1
nK 1IYDEC '3 .qpr 1¥p% APINA pake xaa
AYIVIT IFAITY APTAA 1Y KT PIviIn DO
RN yown ANK LAY0 nvza Yy YYennt xai
Y3230 TR KIP? rR %33 nvo¥1 Tnav 11
INK AX9*% BT ns ypaka *ny %3 1iv1 pypd
ATA N*an Py XIp3 qBU %D nyaby Yrae® qoss
™M*I3 K
(I Ki. 8:41-43; Psrallel passege in I1 Chron.6:24-25),
He begs thet the prayers of eliens be granted "thet the stranger may know
Thy neme, and fear Thee" . . . 8nd that they may know thet Thy neme is
celled upon the house whick I built." Solomon's request is not universa-
listic; on the contrary, it is to grant Israel's security. A stranger
reelizing the greataess and power of Israel's God through personel experi-
ence is not likely to attack or harass ILsreel. The emphasis is in the part
of the statement, "they may know that Thy neme is called upon the house
wiich I heve built."
In the aceount of the dedicetion in I Kings, there is & passage indica-
tive of Isreel's mttitude thst the nations sre not, whereas Israel is, God's

inheritance:
YIKA *dy 230 abniv 1% pnby3a ang *3
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FR?TIAI JI2F ATD T2 N7 TED
710 39K D?7¥0D 1INHAX nX
(I Ki. B:53).

The netions are indicated &s tools of God:

¥on* &% TR O0IR 1% 2 7% xkenr >
DAYaT 0Y3U0Y 271K *38% DhRN3Y D2 MBaxY
NAVIE AR APIWT ATV A 7OR P

(1 Ki. B:46; Cf. II Chron. 6:36).
As part of the overall picture of Israel's relstionship

Solomon is deseribed as eanslaving foreigners:

bX9T® 0BI7%1 0IK W3 1TYE ©YK 13°)
.0%°cI5Y 810 FyY BDax bn T8 12 whpe1
2977 NXY 0107 nK J*1 PRaTr ybo Kz
Sk K237 via°y .a%193 a5p baka asan
AXSY ¥T1 prana 7% % pRYI YRoer v
a%y oar %0 n3cn npavwn® > nvyn GTE nw
1°%%
(I Ki. 9:20-223 See II Chron. 8:29).

Emphasis is placed upon restrictions applied to foreign women

to the nations,

so thet even

Solomon himself moved his Egyptian wife out of the Holy City (holy, because

it is the city chosen by God for His name (II Chron. 6: 5-6):

n*a% 717 7'y0 anbc absa ayad na nxa
n*az *% aex avn x% by 2 a% n3a vk
BATY9E AK3 UK ARD ©Ip *D PRiw? (b 0

AN 1K (11 Chron. 8:11).

The attitude toward marrying foreign women becomes clear from the fol-

lowing:
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*RN3 (1 ki, 1131-15).
In punishing Solomon and Israel, God employed the nations:

*DIKkA 77A nx apbob tow AIAY pp?
017K K317 (P00 yarn
(1 Ki. 11:14).
FI'PR 12 1117 nk jov 1% orabk opUa
1378 7313 7PD YPIIA nKD mAa AR

(I Ki. 11:28).

Israel was not blind, however, to the value of friendship with its
nieghbors. Israel was an BEmpire in which there was an expanding economy.
Solomon, &8s Israei's king, therefore concluded alliances with other powers
through marriage; but these alliances did not spell out & general foreign
policy for the basis attitude did not change toward the nations. Indeed,
the nations to which Solomon extendeda friendship, were befriended so as to

keep them in his sphere of influence:

MP*3 0%I30 %0 AyI3 nu ap%c (hnna
%3 1y 717 'y YK ax*ach ayas na ne
npIn NRY A N2 nRY N2 NK nYabs
- 3%30 &b
(I Ki. 3:1; See also
5:15-32, 7: 15-14; 9: 11-14; Chron. 10.).

In this way Solomon satisfied Israel's political, economic and social

needes 1393 nnn vy nmea% LXAC°Y aT1n® 2009

D7D *D® Y3 y2u K3 TPI 11D INIKD nnny

(I Ki. 5‘5) -
Apon®%y acrb paxa *ab%r Yam anbo q%pa %71y

(I Ki. 10:28).




Chapter VI
THE DIVIDED MONARCHY AND THE PROPHETS

T0 THE DESTRUCTION OF ISRAEL AND JUDAH (589 B.C.E.)

After the death of Solomon, who ruled the United Empire with a strong
hend, the old divisions came completely to the fore. The kingdom was now
divided in two: the northern kingdom of Israel and the southern Kingdom of
Judah. .

The first ruler of Israel, after the division of the Empire, was
Jerobosm who, while Solomon still ruled, led an abortive revolt against
him. When Jeroboam began his reign,, he substituted the worship of golden
calves for the former worship. Jeroboam represented the’Zord 2s an ine
visible figure standing on a young bull of gold,..He may well have been

harking back to early Tsraelibe traditional practice when hLe made the
'golden calves' , It is hardly necessary to point out that it wes 2
dangerous revival, since the taurine associations of Baal, lord of heaven,
were too closely bound wp with the fertility cult in its more insidious

aspects to be safe,” 1

This form of idolatry was strongly condemned by the prophet.s of the day.

Here we see the conflict of attitude in Israel; on the one hand, the
king encoursges idolstry; and on the other, the prophets condemn the prac—
tice &s deviation from the proper worship of the Lord of larael.

Jeroboam's deeds sre mentioned sgain and again, as the example

1. Abright, W. F., Fros the Stone Age to Christienity. Baltimore: The
Johns Hopkins Press, 1946. Pp. 229-230.
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foliowed by his successors in the two kingdoms, This flaunting of Isrsel's
national religion is considered evil.

Rehobosm, the first king of Judsh, is criticized for imitating the na-
tions by building msherim and doing "according to ell the abominetions of
the nations which the Lord drove out before the children of Israel" (I Ki.
14:22-24) =nd what was considered evil.

As a result of the idol worship performed in Isrsel, the Bible tells

us, she wes to be punished by the Lord through Egypt, His tool:

perv a%y oyana %% nvvrena pawa avy
Aara 1%y 2 prboiv bP ovazn Yo

(II Chrom.12:2; See also 5, 7).

Abijam ruled efter Rehoboam in Judah &nd simultaneously with
Jeroboam in Israel.

Ase, Abijem's successor, destroyed the idols, and in so doing, did
"that which wes right.®™ During Asa's reign in Judah, Israel unuer Baasa
attacked Judah; Judah received help from Aram, with whom she h&ad & treaty.
This indicates a friendly political relationship with Arsm (I Ki. 15:19-20).

The attitude thet the Lord hes power over the nations, &nd conversely

thet they are subject to His will is expressed by Asa:

1*K A MY 1A%k a9 X OROX RAp
1ITATK AT 3ITY nd 1YEY 27 172 ryh o
*39%7 KOR “38% DYPIdA Nx AT HIYY L.q%y 3

D737 1031 A7IA? (II Chron. 14:10-11).

Upon his ascent to the throne, Baasa is said to have destroyed the
house of Jeroboam &s punighment for the evil they hed committed. Baasa then
proceeded to follow in the footsteps of Jeroboam.

411 this time, Asa continued to rule in Judeh, while Israel was ruled
by a succession of kings: Nadab, Baasha, Elah, Zimri (who ruled for seven

deys), Omri, and Ahab,
The prophet Elijsh served the Lord during the reign of Omri. Elijsh




is described &s having performed a deed of kindness toward a Sidonisn., Lest
this be thought to represent &n attitude of friendship to Sidon, it must be
pointed out that this deed was in payment for & kindness shown him by the
women (I i, 17:8-24). Further, note that Ahab is strongly criticized by
the Biblical writer for marrying & Sidonien women and worshipping Baal.
During this period, Elijah is told to enoint Hazsel over Aram. At
first glance, it might be thought that the God of Israel is suddenly con-
cerned with the welfare of Aram, but, we ere tola that Hazael is being
anointed along with other rulers and & prophet to serve as a tool of the

Lord: (vin, Elijak)
pPoORT 772D 737377 310 YL170R a0 nK
pbnan arar...nax %y 1%n% YRrn nx nnopt hR2
yU*?X n°D* RIA* 1qnnp

(I Ki. 19:15-17; See also II Ki. 8:12-14, 28-29).

We are further reminded that Israel viewed the nations as being sub-
ject to the Lord when th: Bible reletes thet the Lord promised Ahab thet He
vould deliver Ben-hedsd end the Arameans into his hands (I Ki. 20:13,26).
thab, upon conguering the enemy, showed them mercy instesd of destroying them
as the Lord had commended, and in so doing he incurred the wrath of the Lord.

There &re several other passages from this period which incicate that

the nations were viewed as being subject to the will of the Lord:

K nIEARa niobesp %o Yy man® ane am
pavIa®* oy wn%3 k%31 a3a® ni1arae

(II Chron, 17:10; See slso I Ki. 22:5-7, 12, 15-23; 7:10).
After Ahab, Ahazish ruled in Israel, while Jehoshephst, Jehoram, and
Abezieh ruled in Judah.

The continued imperialism of Israel is illustrated by the fact that
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the Bmpire is now described es being on the decline, &s exemplified by the
revolt of Moab against Israel following the death of Ahab (II Ki. 3:4-7).
Israel, however, still co_nt.rollecl Edom, for we find Edom &llied with Israel
end Judah against Mosb. (II Ki. 5:9).

The Lord's pover over the nations is egain the theme of this period
(II XKi. 5:18; See &lso II Ki. 7:6-7), and their serving as tools of the Lord
is restatea (II Ki. 3:13; II Chron. 21:16). Proving the great power of the
Lord is the intent of the deeds performed in His name by Elisha (II Ki. 5,
II Ki. 6:8-23) and not to indicete a friendly attitude toward Aram; clearly
the intent is so to impress Aram that she will leave Israel in pesace.

It wes during the reign of Jehoram thet Edom was finally lost, indicat-
ing that Isrsel's imperial policies continued at least to this point.

Jehu succeeded Jehoram (Joram) as ruler of Israsel. Jehu is seid to
have destroyed the worship of Baal in Israel, though he permitted other
abominable prectices. Hazeel egain emerges as the Lord's tool of punish-
ment (II EKi. 10:32-33).

The rule of Judah then passed to Jo&sh, znd the rule of Isracl to
Jehoshaz, Hazael is deseribed as being used by the Lord to punish Isrsel
for her sins (II Ki. 13:3).

Jehoash, Jehoahsz' successor, is &lso described &s doing evil, but

Isreel is saved from punishment on tlis occasion by her covenant with God

(IT Xi. 15:23) and is even able to teke territory from Aram (II Ki.
1%:25), Dut, leter Aram is agein described es the tool of the Lord when
she is said to heve been used to punish Jehoesh (II Chron, z24:%4).

During this time, Anaziah ruled Judash, Jeroboam II succeeded Jehoash.
Jeroboem, though he sinned (II Ki. 14:23-24), regained much territory for
Israel (II Ki. 24:25). Heroboam's victories &re attributed to God's love

for Isreel snd His covenant with her (II Ki. 14:26-27).
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Uzzish then ruled in Juash, It was during his reign that fmos prophesied.
inos amezes the listener and reader by indicating that God is concerned with
netions other than Israel or Judah; Amos devotes the first part of his ad-
dress to the recounting of the punishment of the nations (Damascus, Gaam,
Tyre, Edom, Ammon, Moeb) for sins committed against other nations (Amos 1-2:3),

Though the Book of Amos begins with references to foreign nations, Amos
is concerned only with Israel. These iniroductory remarks concerning the
foreign nations, like the similar utterances of Isaish, Jeremieh e&nd Ezekiel
vere intended for the ears of Israel. There is no reason to suppese that the
outside nations ever heard them. Indeed, these stetements may be said to con-
cern Israel, since the sttitude of God therein de