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CHAPTER ONE 

INTRODUCTION 

The question of the rise and development of divination and 

among the tiebrews and their relation,if any,to·one an-

in many respects similar tp that of the process of e-

and the development of life.~ot only is our problem en­

in the deepest mystery,an affair of remote ages,but like­

se very little is known about it definitely.•.rhe material at 

d,composed for the most part of non-contemporaneous evidence 
r 

~·testimony, that is to say,of writings which were written at a 

·. :t,er period than the events actualllJ described,cannot always be 
t 

at face value.we must in many cases,make a little allow-

to the probability that perhaps the author of the later 

<iod,while describing the events of the earlier times,may have 
':'• '~r- ., , 

lowed a little of the beliefs and superstitions of his own 
"'/f;r~·,_ 

into the record of the past,the result being th~t 

ascribes to his predecessors beliefs and views which they re-

not possess and to a certain extent distorts the actual 

the former affairs. 

As an example of this process we may quote the two-fold pre­

character of Samuel,a character who will be de-

detail in the third chapter.According to the one 

sentation Samuel is an ordinary local seer or diviner,having 

national reputation and known only to those of the immediate 

:v~ro,~~nt.Xhis view,of course,is the correct view.According to 

~e second presentation Samu~l is a great national figure with . ,.•, . '-· ~' . . ,. 

of· the eh~acterietics delineated in the first presentation. 
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view,of course,is the view of tradition,of subsequent ampli­

i:.:i'ication ,of legendary accret·ion ,and the investigate!?, especially 

comparatively inexperienced investigator,must be 

the alert lest he place too much credence in legen-

and give too ·little to authentic testimony. 

This example will show the effect which the products of la-

ages may have on the phenomena of the preceding periods which 

attem~ting to investigate.Later writers may have palli­

Eind colored them ±~om the points of view of the subse-

''nt times,in the course of which palliation the true features 

r'th'.e matter may have become shaded and the whole impregnated 

."t\i ·a foreign hue.As another example ,various features of divin­

written down at a lat.er date,would be oolored or 

suit the exigencies of the times.The true features 

ght be purposely falsified so as to present the matter in an un­

:vorable light.As a third and more striking example-the true pro­

+ll:ets,or the people and writers living at the time of the 'true 
,· ' . 

phets,may·have purposely endowed the earlier prophets and di-

ners' who really occupied a very important place in the develop­

Of prophecy,with ignoble motives,may have overlooked th~ fact 

they were an earlier stage in prophetic history,and that they 

therefore somewhat crude and primitive,and may have therefore 

. isrepresented the facts regarding the earlier prophets to such an 

we are constantly on,our guard,we may be misled 

~t these later portrayals to form an altogether unjustified impres­

'01f of the development of prophecy and the character .and purpose 

;>\'lie ~'former prophets and diviners. 

!n addition to this first difficulty a second one presents 

in i':b:e ~ath of the investigator of the problem of the re-
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lation between divination and prophecy.Our material for this subje~ 

is limited to the Bible. In comparison to the total bulk of the Old 

~estament the references to our subject are very few and far be­

tween.This causes the searcher,on the one hand,to turn to non-Bib­

lical works to see whether any light can be thrown on his already 

sufficiently obscure subject,and,on the other hand,makes him view 

the scanty and meagre evidence he has before him from a critical 

and analytical point of view,seeking to fill up the lacunae of the 

Biblical testimony f~om his own mind and to create analyses be­

tween Israelitish divination and prophecy and tnat of foreign na­

tions • .l!'or example,we have no record in the Old '.L:estament that di­

vination flourished among the Hebrews while they were in the land 

of Egypt. On the other hand,however,we lmow from various sources 

that the Egyptians and all the other then existing nations indul­

ged in divinatory practices.Are we not therefore justified in as­

suming, a )posterior~ that the Israelites were no exception to the 

rule and that they had divination in some form or other at this 

period of their history,even though little or no mention thereof 

is made in the ~ible·, which is practically our only source book? 

These two difficilties are only a small proportion of the actual 

difficulties which confront us,out in order not to appear to lay 

too much stress on the difficulties we shall omit the mention of 

the others. 

Strictly speaking,the subject Of our thesis may be defined 

as the relation between' divination and prophecy in the Bible. ','/e 

have purposely limited ourselves to the time of the grea~ pro­

phets ,and we may state that Deutero-Isaiah (and perhaps too in­

cluding Malachi)in our opinion forms the termi~us ad quem of real 

prophecy and that immediately a1ter him real prophecy ceased.In 



i.4.dition we assume on the basis of definite evidence. that the tra.IB-

i tion and ·develppment from divination to prophecy among the Heb­

rews had bee~ thoroughly consummated at the time of the second Is­

aiah, if not before his time,and that the general run of prophecy, 

so called,which prevailed during the latter part of the exile(ex­

cepting ~aggai and &alachi) and in times subsequent thereto can 

not be called real prophecy and had few,if any,characteristics of 

actual prophecy.lience,in general,our terminus ad quern includes the 

great literary prophets,Deutero lsaiah,and one or two of the minor 

prophets who came a~er him. 

It shall be our task,then,in the following pages,to attempt 

to trace the history and the development of Hebrew prophecy;to show 

the beginnings. of prophecy in the old divinatory practices of .the 
\ 

nation;to show now prophecy developed on the ground of divination 

which flourished in lsrael as in all nations of the times,and how 
, 

in the course of time it became differentiated from divination, 

threw off its coarse features oecause of certain impuises and fac-

tors which produced an ever widening breach between the two,and 

finally led up to the great system of Hebrew prophecy which is a 

feature exclusive to Judaism,~hicn is unparalleled in the history 

of the world,and which renders lsrael distinct from every other 

nation of the globe.'l'he development of Hebrew prophecy is the an­

swer to the perplexing question as to why the prophecy and divin­

ation of every other nation perished and ,disappeared.We shall show 

why uebrew prophecy alone survived and the great force it has exer-

cised in the civilization and humanization of ,..Israel and ·of all 

other nations. 

We shall therefore begin with the earliest records of the Bi­

ble concerning divination among the liebrews,discussing its prob­

able origin,development ,and character;-and the characteristics 



-which distinguished Hebrew divination and diviners rrom those of 

other nations. ·Ne shall then trace the slow transition of divina-

tion to prQphecy,under the leadership of ~amuel,the first real 

prophet in the lat er sense of the word, though he is not to be com­

pared to the literary prophets,and diviner likewise,following its 
y I 

development under later men such as Nathan,Gad,Jehu,Elijah and ~lifk 

including the prophetic guilds and schools,till with the liter­

ary prophets the t·ransition from divination to prophecy has been 

completed entirely and prophecy has sluffed off practically every 
~ 

trace of its divinatory origin, thotl.gh some authorities assert that 

here and there a vestige thereof is discernible,with which view 

we cannot,however,agree.Ne shall concern ourselves not only with 

the: rise of prophecy in and departure from divination,but like-

wise with the reasons therefore,with the unseen but impelling for­

ces and causes which made this development and departure inevi-

table. 

A few more words regarding the post~exilic prophets.our the­

sis by no means includes the . majority of either the exilic or post 

exilic prophets,since post-exilic prophecy for the most part con-

earned it self onliJ with cryptic f"ormulae for discovering "the time 

of the end" and with mystic and non-inspired predictions of the 

end of the people's persecutions and the ushering in of the glo­

rious kingdom of· Israel's supremacy.'~'his nee-prophecy represents 

a radical departure from the glorious and lofty and inspired words 
. -

of Lsaiah and the other great and real prophets who were concerned, 

not with the ~ggrandizement of lsrael's broken and polttical po-

wer,but with the conservation and regeneration of lsrael's moral 

and spiritual power.uur subject therefore is limited strict.ly 

from the beginnings of divination through the great prophets,and 

the problem of early divination itself is tpuched upon only for 
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the purpose o~ bringing out the fundamental points of resemblance 

and difference between divination and prophecy. 

l~aturally, even though we have devoted a large amo.unt of time 

to this fascinating and interesting study,we are by no means au-

thorities or experts on it.Many errors of judgment will undoubt­

edly mark the progress of our product.filany flaws will result from 

our failure to analyze and scrutinize the available sources more 
I 

carefully than we did.And yet withal we capnot help feel that to 

a great extent the fruits of our endeavor may be relied on.Our 

work represents a careful perusal of the works of our predeces-

sors and a careful study of the actual source books of the ~ible. 

Our thesis is concerned with a new field which has not as yet been 

treated exhaustively by any scholar.Crude though it may appear, 

may we express the fervent hope that it may be the means to guide 

many on the path of knowledge and understanding and that it may 

be an ever available source book for those who come after us,to 

which they may betake themselves in much the same manner as we 

have utilized the efforts and products of out antecessors as step-

ping stones to our own present at lon of the subject. 
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FROM DIVINATION ~O EA.~LIEST P!WPHECY. 

Divination is the science that seeks to discpver the will 

of the supernatural powers by the observation of phenomena.rt is 

the endeavor to obtain information about things of the future or 

aftairs otherwise removed from ordinary perception by oonsulting 

informants other than human • ..1rrom this rough clefinition· of divin-

ation alone we can see the point from which,in the course of time, 

the distinction between divination and prophecy arose.Prophecy, 

especially of the aarliest kint,it is true,did concern itself with 

the above,and yet it had in addition a moral and theistic essence 

which eventually enabled it to become differentiated from divin-

ation,which embraces all attempts to obtain secret knowledge from 

the denizens of the spirit world. 

The early uebrews and their Semitic heathen kinsfolk derived 

their divinatory and superstitious practices t·rom a common ances-

tral tradition.~ven though,in our opinion,the Hebrews had divin­

ation long before they came into Ganaan,yet it is likewise true 

that they may have adopted ,and actually did,many features of 

divination from the Canaanites.it is not at all necessary for us 

to go into the problem of the origin o.f divination too carefully. 

Some scholars are inclined to the view that divination was not in-

digenous in Israel ,but that it was taken over from the nations 
' 

with whom it eventually came into contact.~his statement,they say, 

applies likewise to the earlier forms of prophecy which had much 

in common with divination.Others assert that divination is uni-



versal in its practice,the spontaneous creation of all peoples in 

the earlier stages of their development,and that while certain 

kinds of divinatory practices may be foreign in origin,yet divin-

ation as suah is indigenous in Israel as among all other 1peoples. 
I 

~e that as it may,we may safely assert that from the time the 

Israelites established themselves in Palestine they were accus-

tomed to practice divination.~here may even be reason to believe 

that the habit maybe was more ancient,being inherited from the 

pre-l'Josaic times,though positive evidence is lacking • ..l:!'or example, 

Joseph represents himself as having used the silver cup w~iah was 
( 1) 

placed in Denjamin's sack for purposes of divination and 

states furthermore that high officials of the Egyptian court like 
( 2) 

himself were addicted to the same habit .tlowever,we pannot ac-

cept this evidence as conclusive,since much of the Pentateuchal 

history which can be adduced may not be reliable,because it re­

flects the feelings and conceptions of the times at which they 

were written,and we know that the story of Joseph was written down 

at least six hundred years after the events which it purports to 
(3) 

describe took place.~ven the surviving historical books,i.e. 

Judges, Samuel,and Xings, in wh.ian we recognize our main sources, 

are undoubtedly palliated to a considerable extent from the stand­

point of the time in which they were actually written and do not 

faith fully portray in all respects the status of aft.airs prevail­

ing at the times they describe. 

tience the problem as to whether or not divination and early . 
prophecy were indigenous in Israel cannot be solved with ease.More 

stres~ is laid on the question whether early prophecy was indig­

enous in lsrael,such as is evidenced,for example,in the prophetic 

guilds at the time of Samuel. Some scholars hol<f that this pheno-
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menon was taken over bod.ily from the Ganaa...."'1.ites;others as stoutly 

maintain that it was indigenous in Israel. At any rate no one can 

dispute the assertion that real prophecy was indigenous in Israel; 

that the literary prophets and even their forerunners,like Samuel, 

Elijah,and ~athan,are the unique creation of Israel ,and that they 

represent a rank unattained by the diviners or prophets of any o­

ther nation in the history of the world.This indigenity of Israel's 

great prophets may be set down as a great difference between div­

ination and prophecy. 

'l'he primary function of divination was ,not so much to discover 

the will of the deity as to obtain information on matters past,pre-

sent ,and future,which information none out the supernatural po-

wers possessed.~ivination helped man to solve the many practical 

and pressing problems which confronted him.uespite its thorough 

selfishness,it was not mere inquisitiveness that led to its ri/se, 

for it served practical purposes.vivination was employed by men to 

solve their personal and private perplexities and needs.It found a 

reason for its existence in tne fact that the recognized religion 

of the state had a relation to the gods or deities as a community, 

not as individuals,and that therefore in lsrael,as in other na­

tions,the individual had to resort to divination.hence one of the 

primary features of divination is the fact that it. i~!4;o~di:~3 
A. 

and individual,not for one moment concerned with the state or the 

com.rnunity,not with weighty,general problems, but only with trivial 

ai·:tairs of an essentially individual a...."'1.d private nature • 

.l!'or a long period of time di vina"t ion was regarded as legit i­

mate in Israel.It did not ,in Israel,concern itself very muah with 

the element of phenomena ooservation.'-'-'his statement,of course,ap­

Plies only to .l:liblical divina"tion.'..:ne :2omans,the Greeks,and ,in 
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. still earlier times,the :Zgyptians and .3abylonians likewise 

nad their liver and bird and entrail observation,but ~iblical 

divination seems to be :tree :tram all. tnis •. lhether Israel formerly 

employed it and then abandoned it,or whether it never passed thru 

this stage is problematical.1'.:vidently, therefore, we must di sting-

uish between divination proper, Le.the seeking of Jrno\vledge of fu-

ture events through other than nu.man in:tormants,and the observation 

forms of divination.1-r; is evident likewise that prophecy devel­

oped only from the former. 

Nhen the Israelites at first resorted to magic and div ina-

tion,it was in the belief that their deity or deit_ies(for we must 

not remain blind to the fact that monotheism in Israel was not 

achieved till the time of the Deuteronomic reformatio~,about the 
( 5) 

year 621 B.C.E. ,or,at the very latest ,a few years after ,and 
( 6) 

that up to this time polytheism was the ruleJ sanctioned and 

controlled these practices and accepted them as legitimate,as the 

privilege and prerogative of the individual adherent to the :faith • 

.hence formerly all divination in Israel was legal and lawful.There 

came a time,however,when cer"tain forms of divination began to be 

looked upon with suspicion.The literary records which,with a few 

exceptions,are the products of a later period,draw a sharp line 

of demarcation be'tween legitimate(official) and illegitimate div­

ination,which is called Kesem,a term like\vise applied to the false 

prophets by the true ones. 1t is quite possible that this distinct­

ion was first made by the later prophets,as,for exarnple,by the au-
( 7) 

thors of Deuteronomy or even previous.thereto .lt is likewise 

possible that the later authors did not wish to have it appear 

that divination was practiced with impunity in ancient ~srael 

and for that reason differentiated between the legitimate(those 

forms of· divination which could not be given up)and the illegiti-



which tne;:/ represented only non-Israelites as having employed. mate 

Hence the Urim and '.!.'u.:11mim represent a form of d.ivination which was 

legitimate and which could not be done away with,while the necro­

raancy practiced by ::laul and. the witch of En.dor in Sllffimoning up the 

spirit of Samuel represents an illegitimate form of divination. 

'..:he references to the Urim and the ·~·wnmim allude tti the practice of 

obtaining a reply from the oracle by means of casting lots with 
( 8 ) 

sacred stones or blocks of wood .'i.'his was called "seeking Jah-

weh" ( Darash badonoy) in the lowest sense, with a far lower and less 
_...--.._..__,.. ,.--- '·-

spiritual meaning than is ascribed to the phrase in Deuteronomy, 

the great prophets,and the Psalms. "Seeking Jahweh" originally 

meant to have recourse to the oracle in order to obtain ad~ice upm 

some practical difficulty.~ne conception of seeking uod in the 

highest sense,of the striving of the soul towards God and of car­
(8a) 

rying out His laws of morality,ca~e only with the later prophets 
( 9) 

The Ephod and Terafim ':'.'ere used in divination by the 

priests.Divination by means of them was considered legitimate for 

hundreds of years.Drea~s and visions were regarded at the begin­

ing as true sources of revelation,whether sent by Jahweh or by an­
(10) 

other deity • Acts of divination to test the deity or to make 

sure of his presence and cooperation were likewise regarded as le­

gitimate in the early stages.Sortilege(divining by means of sacred 

lots) played a significant role in ancient Hebrew divination,and 

its hold on the people was so strong that even the official reli­

gious ritual retained it till a very late date.'.i.'he Urim and the 

~ummim already referred -to were a sort of sortilege incorporated 

into the ofi'icial religion.Later on the oracle, whose minister was 
(11) 

a priest ,gradually yielded to the propb.Bt,the human inter-
(12) 

preter of the deity.Other forms of divination are looked up-

on as IUlly in keeping with the belief in the deity(Jahweh).~hese 

• 
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are the only forms of divination which,even at the earliest period 

of which we have rec<ird in the Bible, were permitted in Israel. ~~he 
( 13) 

rest were absolutely taboo • 

Hence a big advance is noted,enen at this premature period, 

in the Israelitish over the Canaanitish divination.~he source from 

which information is expected is Jahweh,it being understood that 

"Jahweh" in these days meant the tribal deity or the local deity, 

and not the national or the universal Deity of later years.~hough 

there may have been many tribal deities (all called n Jahweh") the 

trioe <llI' ·the people of one definite locality strictly ignored 

them and worshipped i~s one deity,whereas the Canaa.liites venera-

ted a multiplicity of deities or,like the Philistines and Phoe-

nicians,a duality of baal and Astarte.As national uonotheism de-

veloped in Israel the practice of divination became more and more 

divested of its objectionable features,and this influence paved 

the way for the development of early prophecy from divination. 

'rhe purer form of divination which was the seed of prophecy 

was in marked contrast with the dark secrecy of magic .!'lla.gic was 

ashamed to face the light.Divination in Israel was consecrated to 

the service of the deity,although it is true that the diviner did 

not always use his powers only for distinctively religious purposes. 

ruagic,however,was not and it was taboo in ancient lsrael from 

time immemorial.~here is no record of any legitimate magic in the 

.l::lible.ilii.agic is the means of securing superhuman results by adopt­

ing the methads of the superhuman powers.As such divination and 

magic differ essentially in their aims and methods,~ it is evi­

dent that prophecy could never have developed along the lines of 

magic.Divination seeks to learn the divine will in order to be 

guided;rnagic studies divine action in order to imitate it and to 
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S.ccom_plish divine results.Jivination is an inquirer and its vir­

tue is obedience .1:Iagic is an investigator and imitator and its 

virtue is achievement.Divination is the more reverent and allies 

itself .1ore easily with religion. ln fact magic has alway.s been 

the rival of divination,while divination was always its ally • 

. tl:agic is essentially a. directive and coercive procedure,dif­

fering in this respect from i·ully-formed religion, which is essen­

tially sub~issive and obedient.rteligion,even when it employs force, 

recognizes the protective function of the deity.l;lagic is without 

such acknowledgment,without emotion or worship.In the absence of 

distinct religious systems magic has been a bond of social union, 

but it always fostered belief in a false science of sequence ,and 

as a result it has always been the aim of religion to banish magic 

from the world.Even the religions of the heathen world condemned 

magic while approving of· divination.'.1.'he Book of Deuteronomy sharp­
( 14) 

ly condemns magic and forbids it entirely ,and since magic had 

none of the redeeming features of divination it fell into absolute 

disuse and decay among the Hebrews and could have exercised no 

influence what soever on the sub sequent development of prophecy 

from divination. 

Perhaps it would be of benefit to enter into a brief discus­

sion of some of the most salient features of and differences oe-

tween Hebrew and heathen divination, in order that we may under­

iitand how Hebrew divination survived and developed int.r_) prophecy 

while heathen divination grew constantly weaker and weaker and 

finally disappeared • .tiebrew divination resembled the heathen -be­

cause they both rested on the exercise of the s&~e faculties.They 

both sprang from the same root, ;yet in their development they dif­

fered. greatly.ln the case of Hebrew divination the spiritual des-
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cendant of the diviner was t11e prophet,an .Amos,an lsaiah,a man of 

the highest moral standing.in the case of heathen divination ne 

was a tricKster,a cheat,a juggler.~et us ~a.Ke as an example the 

Jreek diviner,perhaps tne best equipped of all the non-Hebraic 

aiviners.·.1..he lireek and .tlebrew had in common the same unquestion­

ing belief in the possibility of ascertaining facts by superhu­

man means,tne same ready recourse to the oracle in every kind of 

emergency,and even the use of identical methods to a certain ex­

tent.'l'he u-reeks turned to the oracle in times of war,on occasions 

of sick:ness,and for the solution of ritual questions.~oth the 

~reeks and the tlebrews accepted dreams as a special form and moae 
( 15) 

of divine communication .Both ~reek and .tlebrew diviners di-

vined by means of rods and arrows, but whereas the Greeks and o-

ther heathens employed necromancy and other derogatory means,He-

bEew divination early rid itself of them.There is a sharp con­

trast between some of the Greek methods and the sacred lot· and 

dream of which early Hebrew prophecy approved.Greek and other 

heathen divination remained polytheistic to the end, while divin­

ation in Israel,with the constant and ever recurring develop-

ment of· monotheism,little by little sluffed off the most object-

ionable features and led logically to the earliest form of pro­

phecy which, though having a lot in common with divination, yet has 

elements of a higher and moral character which finally enabled it 

to prevail. 

The antecedents of prophecy go back a long distance.]1rom 

the remotest beginnings there never was a time when prophecy or 

something analogous to it did not exist.In the wider sense of the 

word prophecy is coeval with religion.Iilen from earliest times 

believed some of their nwnber possessed of the exceptional powers 
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and privileges to cross the threshold of this world and to mingle 

~ith the inhabitants of the supernatural world.~he Hebrews be­

lieved that certain of their nwnber were possessed of hidden fac­

ulties which could enable them to predict the future, to answer 

personal questions,to solve personal difficulties,to intercede 

for them and to discover the will of the deity. We may be sure that 

divination in Israel goes back quite a distance.~he first divin­

ers of the earliest type and most primitive kind may have very 
(lb) 

well been called n Z:osemim" ,a name which later became a term 

of opprobrium.The different kinds of diviners each must have been 

called a specific name but there likemise must have been a com-

prehensive name which included all of them.At any rate the early 

diviners among the Hebrews must have had a descriptive name,with 

no redeeming features at all. 

Gradually,however,a little change began to take place,im­

perceptibly and in a manner regarding which we have no exact data 

and which is very difficult to grasp clearly or to describe.rt 

seems that slo,,1ly but surely there developed in Israel a certain 

class of diviners who,while having many of the' characteristics 

of their predecessors and of their fellow-diviners, had certain 

traits or predispositions to traits which would make them seem 

a little higher,an indefinable something which admitted of devel-

opment.These diviners seem to have given up some of the most ob­

jectionable features of divination .~his group was calied the 

Hoim,the seers,a group of plain men,quietly working for the in­

terests of private people but yet,as it were,already a little 

conscious of the fact that from private aftairs to tribal and 

national interests was but one or two steps. 

It appears that even before the time of the seers there was 
( 17) 

a group op diviners called Cohanim,or priests. .There is e-
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viiience to show that before the time of the 'Original priesthood 
·........--~--------- --

the priests used to perform such tunctions as consulting the o­

racle by means of the sacred lot.As time went on and the temple 

cult developed,the priests drew further and further away from div­

ination and assumed more and more the duties of the priesthood in 

our sense of the word.At any rate in the earliest and even in the 

earlier times one of the functions of the priests was to interpret 

the will of the deity(Jahweh).His name designated him as a divin-

er or soothsayer,consulting the will of the deity by means of the 

Ephod and the sacred lots. 

'l'he priest saw to national af:rairs and to tribal afiairs (at 

least in the period with which we are dealing}as,for example,the 

ad.ministration of justice,the ritual and moral code,and the dis-

covery of the will of ~od in great crises.If. in the early days 

his functions were more and more those Gf the diviners ,they grad­

ually changed and were relegated to the succeeding order of Roim. 

The Roeh had no official title.tie is associated with no particular 

sanctuary. He is rather the diviner par excellence in the inter-

est of the private life of the people.The early soothsayer and 

seer was in touch with and primarily concerned with the life of the 

individual,unlike his successors of the classical period of pro­

phecy,who had larger interests ~t heart.~he authority of the Roeh, 

as well as the ea.rly diviners,lasted only as long as his guidance 

proved helpful and his information proved true. 

fhe seer· could be consulted on matters entirely secular and 

private.'l'hus,f·or example, Saul is urged to consult the seer Sam­

uel regarding the whereabouts of his father's lost asses. Jeroboam 

sends his wife to ascertain whether or not his child will recover 
(18) (19) 

• The recovery of lost articles was one of the chief du-
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ties 01 the seer,as was the giving of information regarding other 

personal matters such as the success of a venture or recovery trom 

sickness.The Reeh was the seer,the one who saw,and it was the pop-

ular notion that nothing was too hard for the seer's powers.In-

deed here was the one characteristic of the seer which lifted him 

above the rank and category of the earlier diviners and stamped 

him as being potentially and partially a prophet. '.i.he religion of 

Israel was becoming stronger and stronger.~he people,little by 

little,were becoming accustomed to the idea of Jahweh,either the 

tribal or local,not the national.Previous divination did not as-

sociate itself so much with the deity.~ut the seer gave out his 

information in the name of the Jahweh or at least in the name of 

religion,of the accepted and current religious beliefs,working 

quietly, unheralded and unenthusias-cic.'.i'hat he had spiritual gifts 

is undeniable.He was accessible to anybody,but,as frequently hap-

pened,he ran the danger of using his spiritual gifts for his own 

personal interests.It was those seers who forgot the personal 

side of their occupation and used their powers for the benefit of 

the community who finally paved the way for the development of 
120) 

prophecy from the seers • 

~he seer was entitled to receive a fee from the ~ne who con-

sulted him.'.L'his fee-giving and receiving was characteristic of the 

diviner, a teature which our seer retained. It was perhaps the only 

method the a.iviner had of making nis living • .l!·or example,;:-;aul at 

first is unwilling to appear before the seer of Ramah because he 

thought that he had nothing to give him for his services,and only 

when his companion reminds him that they have som~thing to give 
121) 

him does he consent to go • l~aaman too offers i:.;lisha presents 

and money tor curing him of his lepros;:7.Blisha of course ref·uses 
( 22) 

it , showing a little advance, out the iac-t that .1:1aaman of-
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-ferea it and that Zlisha 1 s servru1t later on persuaded l~aaman into 

believing that ..C.:lisha had changed his mind shows that the giving 

of fees was not only customary but expected. 

'.._'he .d.o eh had ab so lut'ely nothing in common with the enthusi-

asts of later times or with the howling dervishes of other peoples 

with the exception of the gift o:t· divination.lie co:1cerned himself 

in a quiet unobtrusive way merely with secular af:tairs while the 

later· ad.diets to prophetism ~.7ere enthusiasts for the cause of cJah-

weh and. Israel.'.J.'he seer appeared as 8l1 incLividual;the later pro-

phets appeared in groups or bands.It is very difficult,in fact im­

possible for us to discover the method which the Hoim used in 

their divination and how they ascertained the things which were 

asked of them.tlereof the ~ible tells us practically nothing. 

fhe transformation from seer to prophet was,of course,not im-

mediate and complete.Long afterwards,it seems,certain character-

istics of the diviner are recognizable in the prophets, especially 

those prophets before the great prophets. ret the higher and ·rrore 

spiritual elements in the nebrew. seer finally became predominant 

in the prophet.As previously hinted,the .H.oeh represented,we may 

say,the first step in the development of prophecy.»ie may call him 

the first and lowest type of prophet, dif:ter6ing from the other di-
. I 

viners, soothsayers,and conjurers of his day , like the l\.osemim, the 

lJenacheshim,and the lifeonenim, in that he is more or less one who 

rt sees 11 in the narne of his cJahweh and speaks in his name. in fact' 

we are told that one who was later called a I·labi (prophet) was 
previously called "seerri. 

l 23) 
It shows,at least, that though this statement is by 

no mea..~s true in all details, since wha~ was meant by prophet at 

the time this passage was writtenwas something far higher and 

more spiritual than was the seer,yet at any rate the seer had 

J I 
, I 
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redee:-i1ing teatures along which he 'ievelooect into the lJrophet ,ana. 

the later writer easily fell into the mistake ot co:::1:t'ouniing him 

with the .i:~abi ,no doubt unintentionally, since he forgot the ori-

.Ciinel meaning cf the word if seer". 
'--

.Let us give a little attention to another so called. step in 

the process ot evolution from seer to prophet.IJ.any authorities 
( 24) 

state tha"t the term r1 Ish Elohimr' was a designation of the seer 

even previous to the Roeh.However,in view of the fact that almost 

all the references to the Ish Elohim are concerned with Samuel, 
( 25) 

Elijah and Elisha,or,in general,with persons who lived after the 

time of Samuel, there is reason to believe that the term is one 

which came into use a:rter the period 01· the 1:1.oim. «Ve a.re told in 

I Samuel 2:27 that an lsh ~lohim crune to E1i,before the time of 

Samuel's activity,and prophecied· the destruction of Eli 1 s house 

and the death of his.two sons,but this seems to be an insertion of 

a later editor and can hardly be taken as an actual descriptchon of 

the conditions of the times.in addition,the passage in the Book of 

Samuel quoted in co1u1ection with ~ote 23 seems to recognize the 

.tlabi as the successor of the Ro eh , and we know tha"t the i~ebiim 

developed atter "the advent o:t Samuel,who was a ~~oeh.lt seems there-

tore that the lsh ~lohim had no official place either before or 

after the 1foeh,and. though quite a ·::ew people were given the name 

of lsh ~lohim (Sarnuel himself is called lsh Elohim in one or two 

places) it seems to me more a complimentary form of appellation, 

or at any rate a little advance ouer the seer.If anything,the term 

lsh ~lohim is subsequent to the term rtoeh,and it seems to denote 

more a definite specific individual and is not a generic n&~e f<fr 

the members of one species,as is the term rloim. 
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'...'he term ..;~oeh itself has an interesting histo:::-y. It seems to 

have fallen in"to use at a comparatively early date •• iith one excep­
( 26 J 

tion the term .c~oeh is used exclusively of the times of uamuel, 
( 27 ) 

and. only the older portion of the books of Samuel retains it • 

All in all the period of the 2oim,as we have a record of them in 

the Bible, lasted about a hundred years, or perhaps a few more .'1'he 

probable expla.na:tJ.ion of the little eYjldence we have concerning the 

tloeh and the scant use of the term is that the bulk of the canon-

ical writings proceed from a time when it was considered that the 

special fu...~ction of declaring and announcing characterized pro­

phecy in Israel better than the elementary office of divining and 

seeing. 

A few more words about the Ish Elohim.The transition from 

.i.ioeh to l.~abi did not take such a very long time. <1e know that af-

ter the hoeh period another class,the Chozeh,prevailed.If we pos-

it that the Ish ..t::lohim prevailed after the ~~oeh we would be c1'ow-

ding three kinds of prophets into too narrow a period. we would 

otherwise have to asswne that the three,Roeh,Chozeh ,and lsh Elo­

him,existed at the same time and we would then·ci be at a loss to 

explain the differences between the Ish Elohim a.nd the other three 

classes. At best the question is not an easy one.llespite all we 

have said the term Ish Elohim may yet have been a distinct des­

ignation., though in one passage oamuel is called an Ish ~lohim 

an~ his ordinary desmgnation was Reeh.The passage in I sam.2:27 

in my opinion may be a later interpolation and may not necessarily 

be taken to state that the class of Ish .t:lohim existed before the 

tloim,because,as we see,the Ish Llohim mentioned in_ this passage 

prophe¢ies room to Eli and his sons because they did not carry 

out the ritual law and the temple sacrifices as they should have 

r. 
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22 such----i aone.ln this respect ~his is altogether different from 

prophets as .L\athan and G-ad who did not care about the ritual but 

only about the moral law.~erhaps this passage was a later inser­

tion by some member of the priestly class,since it is evident that 

we cannot account for the existence of a...-r1 lsh .t;lohim at this per­

iod who chastises the viola~ion of the ritual law. 

Despite the fact that the bulk 01· the canonical writings ab-

rogated the seer's function of seeing,we must at the same time re­

member that seeing is always an essential of true prophecy,though 

in the sense of seeing the moral laws of ~od and not seeing the 

trivial attairs of the world by means of some sort of divinatory 

power • .uence the continued use of the term ~1Iareh (sight J and Chazon 

(vision) till the last days of prophetic history, long af~er the 

time when seeing as used in the primitive sense had ceased to be 

a distinctive function of the prophet.How soon after the time of 

Samuel the term Roeh gave way to the term Nabi is hard to estim-

ate.'.l'he term J.~ebiim as reterring to the ecstatic and frenzied 
( 28). 

prophets existed already in the time of Samuel and Saul but 

it is difficult to ascertain definitely whether this word is to 

be asc:rcibed to the later author of the passage or to be referred 

to the Can:aanitic ecstatics with whom the people were all too 
(29) 

acquainte'd .'.Lhis question will be discussed at greater length 

in the following chapter.It will suffice to state that the term 

Roeh tlourished about a half century before Samueland for a sim­

ilar period aiter samuel;that for the last thirty or forty years 

of their existence the ~t.oim lived side by side with the .Nebiim,a 

term which,originally associated with ecstatic rites, in the course 

of time gradually assumed,as we shall explain at greater length su,B 

sequently,a more substantial meaning and finally superseded all 

I 
I 



23 

~ther terms tor the prophets .~here was an intermediary stage, 

the Chozeh,as we shall explain in the fourth chapter,a term which 

was employed after the period. of the iioim,and perhaps for a time 

coeval with it,oefore the term Nabi receiv~d its nig1lest me8l1ing. 
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------ --~ 

Israel was in great danger.An enemy had descended upon her 

with vast hordes,with an entirely new and foreign culture,and was 

threatening her v~ry existence.'i.'he .l:'hilistines were aosolute mas-

ters of the land.~eginning almost with the earliest times of the 

entrance into Canaan by the separate tribes,or,at the most,in 
(30) 

groups of two or three tribes , the .l:'hilistines had proved a 
(31) 

thorn in the side of the Hebrews. It was they who had over-

whelmed. the tribe of Dana.nd forced its remnants to seek a new dwel-

ling ~lace far to the north.During the period when Samson was sup­

posed. to have ~ived the .l:'hilistines were constantly harassing rs-

rael and making inroads into their territory • .B'inally,in the days 

of Eli,the Philistines invaded the strong tribe of Ephraim,which 

had hitherto been able to defend itself from the invading hordes 

whereas the weaker ones had been already overcome and defeated the 

Israelites at Aphek,which decisive victory was almost immediately 

:followed by the crushing disaster in which Eli's two sons were 

killed, thirty thousand tlebrew warriors were slaughtered,and the 

power of Israel seemingly irretrievably broken. 

..l!'rom now on the Philistines were the undisputed lords of the 

land.All resistance was crushed out of the lsraelites.~heir enemy 

removed every carpenter and locksmith,every means of cutting wea-

pons was taken away,garrisons we~e placed in the land to keep the 
. (32t 

Israelites in check ,and ~eavy tribute was imposed upon the 

people,Israel 1 s military prowess and courage was fast disappear­

ing, and. it is likely tha\, the Israelites vrould. never have thro·;m 

i 
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off their yoke end regained their inrlependence were it not for one 

man, Samuel. 

;:3amuel,1'rom early childnood,was placed in the temple as a 

servant to i:::li, or ,more properly, as some sort of a preliminary 

stage to the priesthood such as certain non-Jewish churches have 

even today. '..:.'hat he later was a priest and discharged the duties 
( 33) 

of a priest is likewise true. But he was likewise a seer,a 

local seer,with his residence at Hamah and like the great majority 
(34) 

of the seers,from whom he did not seem to difter in the least • 

He was instrumental in recovering lost articles,he interested him-

self in people's private attairs,he took t·ees for his services, 

and was unknown except in his immediate vicinity,:ror Saul had ne-

ver heard of him,and his companion,while he had heard of Samuel, 

did not know his narae or v7here he lived,aespite the fact that(~ 
(35) ~ 

both of them lived only a short distance away from him .Samuel, 

of course,had the reputation of expecting payment for his services. 

But Samuel was something more than a mere seer. If he had been 

only a seer Israel would never have freed itself" from the yoke of 

the Philistines.Hut Samuel,unlike all other seers,who were selfish, 

avaricious,and ambitious,and who interested themselves only in in-
( 36) 

dividual and secular af±airs,was a patriot ,an ardent lover of 

his country and of ~iis uod in whose name he spoke and to whom he 

had b.een consecrated as a child and to whom he had been a loyal 

and devoted servant since boyhood.tie was interested_ in af:f:'airs 

which touched,not only his local region,but his tribe Ephraim and 
-.. 

the other tribes.Be remembered va~uely the ~od whom he had served 

as a child,the ancient s:.rength ana. glory of his tribe,snd he 

hated the J:'hilist ines who had invaded his sacred land.He realized 

that his tribe ,Ephraim,had been entirely crushed,and that no 
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deliverer could be :"ounct in it<~e longed eagerly for a hero,a man 

from some other tribe,a sturdy military leader v7ho would oppose 

tile dreadea_ rhilistines and check them, eventually driving them out 

0 f the land. 

ihe tribe of Benjamin seemed ~he logical place to look for a 

savior.Situated in the mountains and very inaccessible,it had suf-

fered the least from the Philistines and had remained practically 

intact. Saul was the man whom C.amuel chose as his agent of delivery, 

a stalwart,imposing man,and a towering figure.Accordingly Samuel 

prepared the stage for the enacting of one of the most dramatic 

scenes of Israelitish prophecy.It happened one day that Kish,the 

father of Saul,rnisses a few asses • .1.n my &pinion it seems that these 

asses may have been spirited away at Samuel's orders.Saul is or-

dered to find them,and sets out with a companion,who finally leads ,,, 
him to the Seer ::lamuel,seemingly a preconceived plan.Samuel,ig------ -------~---~ .. ~. 

noring to a great extent the trifling loss of the asses,directs 

his attention forthwith to the great national crisis.lie predicts 

that at Givath Elohim Saul will. meet with a band of Uebiim, des-

cending from the high place with harps,flutes,timbrels and other 

musical instruments,prophesying(i.e.practicing mantic rites} and 

putting themselves into an ecstatic condition for the sake of a-

rousing enthusiasm and religious patriotism.Samuel predicts like­

wise that Saul will join with them and 11 prophecy himself11 into 

this same ecstatic religious condition.fhe selection of the place 

Givath Blohim is significant. Samuel chose it because of the fact 

that a rhilistine garrison was located at this place and he wished 

to show Saul that the land,his cou....~try,was indeed in a very de­

grading state of degradation and subjugation when ~hilistine gar­

risons dotted its surface. 

! 
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· Of course the qredictions of Sar;:iuel came true,since they had 

all been prearranged.Saul met th.e band of ;;ebiim,became enthused, 

and. determined t<h act as Israel 1 s leader, encouraged b;y his an­

ointment at the hand of Sarnuel.'.;.'ne fact that Samuel anointed Saul 

raises him tar above the level of tne ordinary seer and stamps 
( 37) 

him as a forerunner of the great prophets. '.;;he battle with 
( :58 ) 

-"'achash, the A.mmoni te, in which Saul overwhelmingly defeated 

the arrogant invader,proved to the people that his military prow-

ess was suf'tic ient, and they willingly accepted Saul as their lea-

der and king.~'orthwith Saul Degan to wage a continual war againsy 

the Philistines.Bowever,it was an unequal struggle.lie by no means 

had the cooperation Of all the tribes.~he southern tribes did not 

participate at all ,and the remoter northern tribes were too far 

away. ;:)aul by no means was the ruler or the king over all, Israel. 

At the most he controlled two or three tribes and had to content 

himself mostly with guerilla warfare in the mountains,for had he 

trusted himself to a decisive pitched battle on the level field, 

he and his small army would have been annihilated. 'i'he story that 
( 39) 

Saul aroused all Israel to war against 1~achash and that he 
(40) 

was king over all Israel and that Samuel himself was a great 

national figure , is of course a tradition, a product of the later 

ages,when all Israel had been united into one and when the writers 

no longer remembered the time when Israel·ftad been composed of 

. separate tribes.'1'he man who united all Israel an(; overwhelmed the 

l'hilistines was .Uavid.Saul,at the time when he was getting old, 

had not as yet seen the culmination of his~ plans,and Samuel was 
! 

likewise disappointed in ~aul.~amuel therefore put his hope in Da-

vid,and and anointed him as Saul's successor and the king of Is-

rael.before his death Saul decided to risk all in a Iinal cmn-
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-tlict, in a pitched battle, but the J?hilist ine s overwhelmed the Is-

raelit es, and ::laul and his son were slain • .David, after a long st rug-

gle,atter ma..11y ;/ears of strategy and war:iare,finally united all 

the tribes of Israel, joined Israel with Judah,defeated the ~hil-

istines once and for all (they are not heard of in Israelitish 

histor~ a~er uavid) and thoroughly vindicated the hopes of Sam­

uel who ,however,had not lived to see the cuL~inatlon of his 

life work and the fruition of the great confidence he had placed 

in .LJav id. 

~amuel,therefore,was immeasurably above the ~oim.tlis patrio-

tism,his zeal,his ardor tor his tribe and his nation,placed him 

far above their plane.~he power he asslli~ed of anointing ~aul and 

David stamped him as a great man,an approach to the real prophets 

who battled for the salte of ~od.His attitude of suatesman with a 

distinctively religious point of view and purpose was the char-
"t (41) 

acteristic attitude of the Hebrew prophet ,at least of the 

prophetic forerunners.Samuel was the first to assume it.in so 

using the influemce he possessed as a diviner as an instrument for 

the attainment of the religious and social welfare of the nation, 

he raised the seers and their work to _that higher plane where it 

be came prophecy • .l!'rom the days of .:Jamuel onwards we find the pro-

phets in the closest of relationships~to the political circwn-

stances of their t irnes. They made it their business to wa-cch the 

course of national aft.airs in general and §pecially to control and 

judge the conduct 01· the reigning monarch and his counsellors.'.l.'he , 

example which ::Jamuel set of unselt"ish devotion to his people in-

spired his followers to pursue the same method. u-radually the lower 

and more mechanical teatures of divination dropped avray from pro-

phecy and it became in increasing measure a conscious relation be-
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·tween the spirit o :t ~:Tod ana_ the spirit of rnc:m • . i e may call Samuel 

the inaugurator of the line of inspired prophets who, acting inde-

pendently of the schools of the prophets,were the guiding spirits 

of their generations,the messengers of ~od to rtis people. 

.out ;:lamuel likewise accomplished another great work vv-hich in-

fluenced the entire course of Israelitish history and the history 

of prophecy. It was he who tounded prophecy and the prophetic 

schools. '.J.'hese were bands, or, properly speaking, guilds of prophets 

which ~amuel organized for the sake of stirring up the religious 

zeal of the people and to arouse them from the lethargy into 
c...-

which they had sunk as a result of the Ehilisti:rl'.Lan-'domination. 

'.J..'hese prophetic guilds, the first mention of which is found regard-
----~ " 

ing- the time of ::lamuel,were undoubtedly the result of Samuel's 

activities and. efforts • .1.•o doubt there were among the vanaanites 

prophets of this nature,ecstatics,organized into bands for the 

purposes of promot<ing their heath~n religious rites.·.J.'hese proph­

etists,as we may call them to distinguish them from the prophets, 
v 

certainly thought themselves the prophetists of their ovm deity, 

and even committed grave sexual crimes and afflicted their ovm 
-t- 'J... 

bodies in order to honor him and to worship him. Samuel perceived --
the possibilities ror good latent in these prophetists; he real­

ized that by organizing them imto a band and by \;eachimg them the 

nature of the work he had determined to accomplish and the nece­

ssity of throwing off the yoke of the .t'hilis: ineshe could through 

them arouse all. lsrael to a realization of the cta...viger threaten ing 

their country and their faith.Accordingly he took over from the 

va...-viaanites the general characteristics 01· their PI'ophetists,,th0ugh 

their objects were absolutely different~ the methods they used were 

quite similar. It is hardly probable that these bands existed. in 

ii 
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·Israel be:t·ore the time of Samuel.'.i..here ·.vould. have been no occasion 

:tor their rise at a. previous period,and in addition no record is 

tound of. them previous to ~::amuel • · ... 'hat the order of the .u ebiim at 

that time was a new one in israel is clearly indicated in the 
( 42) 

Hook of Samuel. nere the prophet ist s were moc·lrnd at by the 

people,regarded as something wr.1orthy and noteworthy,were looked 

upon with distrust and of doubttul origin, since the words n .And 
(43) 

who is their father 11 implies clearly that the Nebiim were, on the 

growid of the vanaanitish prophetists with whom the people of the 

times were rather fa~iliar, regarded as obscure people without any 
( 44) 

known origin. 
(45) 

'l'he statement ''Is Saul also emong the prophet s 11 

clearly expresses the surprise of the people at seeing.the 

noble and well mown .Jaul become one of these unlrn.ovm and unusual 

madmen. 

ttence it seems almost beyond a doubt that the system of pro­

phetism passed oter to lsrael from the Canaanites, that their in­
z 

troduction was entiFely the work of ~amuel,and that their primary 

purpose was to arouse the people tp religious and martial enthus-

iasm. J.'he element o±: se11·-induced ecstasy and enthusiasm was taken 

over from the danasnites and endowed with a religious mottve.~am-

uel 1 s ~ebiim aroused themselves by means of music and song,being 

men after the manner of the ~ohammedan fakirs,or of the dancing 

and howling dervishes,expressing their religious excitation thru 

their eccehtric mode of life.~he word Hisnabe means,primarily,to 

live as a prophet,to rave, to behave in an unseemly manner,and the 
( 46) 

word Hebiim which is applied to them means "those who rave,n 

who act like mad in a state of self-induced ecstasy. 

~hese prophetic bands in the early days were always attached 
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~he sanctuary, since their purpose was primarily religious.~aul 

met the band of prophets coming d07fD from the high place,the lo­
( 47 ) 

cal shrine.Such bands were,in later days,stationed at bethel 
( 4:8 ) 

and at Jericho • j_'his attachment to the sanct11ary is a feature 

which Samuel took over from the !Janaanites ,since the vanaanit­

ish prophetists had the sanctuary as their central point.I~ might 

be stated· in support of· our thesis that the prophetic g11ilds were 

attached to the sanctuary that Samuel and thirty members of his 
1-

prophet'ic guild invited Sam.l to dine with them in the Lishkah 
.... ~ ----------------~ 

(chamber) o:f the high place.'::.'he band of prophets '.'le.Jen. > '~.l met· 
(49) 

and of which Samuel was the head we~e exercising a corpor-

ate and not an individual of"fice ,an innovation which was intro-

duced by ~amuel,who saw that the exigencies of the times deman-

ded active effort on the part of many. 

As previously stated, the chief characteristics of this early 

prophecy were its abnormal excitement and its infectious trans-

mission from one person to another.'.i.'he ecstatic state was sometimes 

superinduced by the drinking o:f intoxicating liquors,by violent 

movements,and by contemplation.The prophets of naal in the days 
( 50) 

Of Elijah threw themselves into ecstasy by torturing their 

bodies and thus depriving themselves of their normal consciousness, 

thus coming into relation with the mysterious potencies and in­

fluences of the deity in whose name and for whose sake they were 

arousing themselves.Of these preeeding methods there is no evi­

dence that they were ever employed by the Hebrew prophetists. ·::.·hese 

were the most disgusting and objectionable features which Sam-
~-~ 

uel would never have adopted from the Uanaanites.The only method 

Which ~el' s nebiim used was the employment of music,of various 

musical instrurnents,and the playing of uncanny and wierd songs 
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which caused the prophets to lose control over themselves anQ put 

them into a state of mental rapture.In the course of this trance 

they engaged in violent singing exercises,in fervid excitation. 

J.'he exercises and excitation and ecstasy were contagious from one 

member to the other.ii/hen Saul,wi10 was,we may say,a candidate 

for admission to the ranks of the E~PJ:1etist,s,saw the antics of 

the group and heard their howling and their frenzied music,placed 

as he was in a·sympathetic mood as the result of Samuel's state­

ment that he would join in with them,he could not help but pro-
( 51) 

phecy and rave in the same manner .Thrice the messengers of 

Saul were placed in an ecstatic fit at the sight of these en­
( 52) 

thusiasts ,and finally Saul himself is inoculated with their 

contagious spirit and not only did he rave and prophecy but so 

violent was his ecstast that he stripped himself naked and lay 

down in that condition all that day and all that night.tlow-

ever,the people who looked on while the prophets threw Saul into 
(53) 

the ecstatic state for the first time were not affected by 

the unusual sights they saw. 

We find a later record in I Sam.18 :10 that Saul continued. to 

prophecy occasionally throughout his lifetime, and that for a 
"~.c:------

time David played the harp to arouse him. He therefore seems to 

have remained one of the l~ebiim all the rest of his life. Ile may 

assume that as a result 'of the fact that Saul joined the proph-

etistic group,prophecied with ~hem and made common cause with 
.,~ 

them ,and as a result of the great victory which Saul gained 

over the Arnmoni tes and of the wave of enthusiasm for Israel's 

cause which this undoubtedly aroused in the hearts of the people, 

the prophetists at the time of Samuel began to be looked upon 

with more a..~d more respect.certainly in subsequent times people 



were s;ympathetic toward their work, tor the overthrow of the Phoe-

nician .oaal worship was due to the work of Elisha and his pro-

phetic gu.ilds. 

~hese prophets lived,not separately,but in a community or 
(54) 

settlement .The ntlillber of the enthusiasts in each band cannot 

at all be determined. 1vhen we consider that four fifths of the 

passages which treat of the prophetic guilds refer to the times 

of Elijah and ~lisha we can readily understand the difficulty 

we will experiemce in determining the exact features of the 

school of uamuel and the consequent danger of ascribing to Sam-

uel's party the characteristics of the later guilds will be appar-

ent.Of the tL~es of Elisha we know that there were prophetic schooJs 
(55) 

at .oethel,Jericho,and ~ilgal ,and perhaps others,but at the 

time of Samuel we are certain only that the one school existed over 
{ 56) 

which Samuel presided .The school of prophets which Saul met 

is undoubtedly the same one,since it went to the garrison and 

the high place at Givath Elohim at the direction of Samuel.The 

fixed dwelling of Samuel's school was at rlamah,where they dwelt 
. ( 57) 

in tents or rude dwelling-houses • Samuel dwelt among them,as 

it is expressly stated in this passage.With Ramah as their base 

the prophetists,when necessary,visited neighboring towns(as,for 

example, the;y journeyed to ll-ivath l!,;lohim) for the p;1rpose of in-

spiring the people,of working up enthusiasm,and of gaining con-

verts to their cause.Since we have no evidence that they haa 

any remunerative occupation, it is reasonable to suppose that 

they lived from gifts,or,what is more probable,from the income 

of the sanctuary. de have no mention of any details regarding 

this matter in the times of Samuel ,and when we come to treat of 

the schools of Elisha we shall discuss this problem a little 
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fully. 

Je l:lave already declared. it to be our fixed belief that this 

prophetic school was founded by Samuel a_ue to the exigencies of 

the Philistine oppression and the necessity Of arousing the peo-

ple to the realization of the servitude they would have to endure 

if they did not throw 01·1 the yoz:e of t.he oppressor.'~'he fact that 

1thq school had not previously existed,that it is first mentioned 

in the time of Samuel and by ~amuel himself;that he is the recog-

nized leader of the school and could send it tihithersoever he 

thought it necessary; tha1i he knew of the movements of the school 

around Givath Elohim in advance and a(;Lually prea:;;:::-ru1~ej.. the 
( b8) 

whole aftair , tor which reason he coula_ predict so confielent-

ly all thE..t would happen to Saul is,in my opinion,indie.putable 

evidence that Samuel fou..'1.ded this prophetic school which was the 

pattern a.~d model of all the later prophetistic schools.swnuel him­
(59) 

self, o.f course, tho ugh he dwelt with the prophetist s , differed 

greatly from them in character • .u.is tunct ion and gift as a seer 

and prophet differed greatly from -Cheirs.Under Samue1 prophecy 

.became a recognized institution.He is the actual tounder of the 

prophetic orcler and the terminus a quo tor the history of the 

rlebrew prophecy,the terminus ad quem being either Deuter0-Isaiah 

or Malachi. It is likewise my firm belief that Samuel took the 

institution over from the Canaanites,making the suitable chamges 

which he as an ardent worshipper of Jahweh deemed necessary. 

However, there seem to be two schools of thought prevailing 
( 60) 

among the scholars regarding these two ooints. Sor.:ie scholars 

gravitate to the opinion which we have already explained to be 

our view, that prophecy was taken over from the Canaanites by 
( 61) 

Samuel clue to the conditions above mentioned. others as st out ly 

l 
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maintain that this is onl:,i 1"» mere matter of guess \York anc.l that 

there is no evidence ot a positive nature to prove the existence 

of prophecy among the primitive Canaanites.l:iovvever,this matter is 

actually immaterial.'.L1he gignity of Hebrew prophecy v1ould suffer 

110 ioss even though it clid -come from Canaan it i::::h origins. Samuel 

wcnuld still have the credit tor establishing Hebrew prophecy and 

for modifying it to conform to Israel's higher standards.Samuel 

undoubtedly got rid of some of the most objectionable features 

of Canaanitish prophecy in adapting it to use in •srael.Some 

scholars are inclined to believe that Samuel did not organize 
( b2) 

the prophetists .The vast majority firmly believe that he 
( 63) 

did .Further discussion of these points is unnecessary, since 

our views have already been clearly stated. 

Samuel began life as a seer,a diviner,and died as a prophet, 

as infinitely above his fellows,as the founder of the prophetic 

order.Moses cannot be considered the :t"irst or the great est pro­

phet.Be was a leader,not a great prophet.If the crest and summit 

ot prophecy had been reached with M.oses it would leave us at a 

loss to explain the primitivity ot prophecy under Samuel and the 

manner in which such lofty prophecy as that of 1:Ioses could have 

degenerated to such a degree ot lowliness.Moses' prophecy,if we 

take the traditional view,would render the later prophets unnev-

cessary,would st~~p them as merely his imitators,would presuppose 

the existence of a lo~y and superb system of prophecy at the 

earliest stage of Israel's religious lire. 

The delineation of the figure of Moses is a complete expo­

sition of the conception of inspiration prevalent in prophetdc 

circles at the time when prophecy was displaying its highest 
( 64) 

qualities and exerting its greatest influence .'..L'he figure 
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and prophetic gift of 1.:oses is presented by the Jaiwlist and :Deu­

teronornist v,Titers as the greatest desideratwn of :orophecy which 

they deemed it possible to reach,and is not to be construed as the 

actual attainment thereof. In the book ot :Deuteronomy in partic-

ular i..:Ioses is drawn and depicted as the ideal prophet, the man d.i-

rectly and completely inspired by God,the ideal,not the histor-

ica1.1t is clear that this evidence regarding Moses belongs to 
,.,., 

the age Of prophecy and not to the age of the Exodus.Indeed, the • 

figures of Isaiah,Jeremiah,and Deutero Isaiah, living tr om five 

hundred to seven hundred years after iiLQses,are real prophets 

the type such as Moses is portra~ed as having been,and may be 

considered 'the attainment and the fulfillment of the prophetic 

ideal,while the prophets of the Jahwist,Elohist,and Deuterono-

mist schools never even began to attain to the sublimity which 

of 

they achieved.Despite this fact the ethical and religious teach-

ings of Iiloses , who was primarily a leader ,never ceased to exert 

a purifying and refining influence upon the national and reli-

gious character of Israel,so that subsequent writers aggrandized 

him as a great man,a resplendent echo of the past,and endowed him 

with virtues which he by no means possessed. It is Samuel, and ODly 

Samuel,who elevated prophecy above divination and soothsaying, 

who gave it an ethical,religious,and national leitmotif ,who ~oun-

ded the prophetic order,and paved the way for the appearance of 

the prophetic forerunners whom we shall disc~1ss in the fol-

lowing chapter. 

l 
' 
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NATHA2') 1AD HElJEH nmo AHIJAc'i S.tiEM.AYAH JEHU !HUAIAH 

-------

The question as to whether or not ~he prophetic guild in-

augurated by Samuel disappeared inunediately after his death, the 
.CZ-/ 

death of Saul, or the eradication of the Philistini-an- menace, and 

aid not reappear till the time of Elijah and Elishawill be dis-

cussed at greater length in the following chapter.certain it is, 

however,that the period between Samuel and Elijahmarks a further 

development of prophecy,a further departure from divination,an d 
' . the building up of certain characteristics which distinguished 

the great prophets likewise.There are eight or nine prophets to 

be treated in this period,in addition to three or four anonymous 

prophets,each appearing individually,not attached to the pro­

phetic schools,but separately working out their principles and 

doctrines. These prophets were Gad,l'lathan, H.emen,.Iddo ,Ahijah, 

Shemayah, Jehu,Micaiah, and three or four unknown prophets • .Let us 

turn now to an examination of the time,work,and character of each. 
(b5) 

~ad is the seer of David .He seems to have accompanied 

David in all his flights before he became king ( I Sam.42:5),to 

have given David much valuable advice on man;y occasions, to have 

remained loyal to hmm throughout and theretore to have been re-

warded with the position of court seer (Chozeh) of David after 

David actually became king. Later on he reproved the king for 

having taken the census of the people contrary to the will of 

§od.Since he is mentioned as David's seer he was attached to the 

court of David in the capacity of of:ricial advisor.Be displays, 

seemingly,none of the characteristics of the divinl3rs or the 

I 
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-earlY prophetist s, 2nd is the tirst Gho zeh to be ment ionec1.. .tie re­

ceives his inspiration from God,that is to say,he prophesied in 

the name of God and strove to advise the king on the strength of 

what he believed to be God's word.He was supported by the king 

entirely and yet did not hesitate to reprove the king when he 

thought thE.t he had done wrong.However,since David himself rea­

lized the nature of his disobedient actand yielded to the words 

of Gad we are at a loss to know how Gad would have acted if David 

had. differed with him • .Ve may well infer that .uavid acted practicaJJ.. 

ly as he wished,that the act of ~ad in rebuking David was of 

great significance in the development of prophecy and the begin­

nings of the moral powers of the Chozim, but that nevertheless 

~ad. did not begin to approximate the power of Samuel as demon­

strated when he anointed Saul. and Vavid. Gad,living from the 

bounty of David,could never have at·;:ained complete independence 

from him. 

We hear of three other Uhozim ,the only ones beside Gad,in 
( 66) 

the .t:So.ok of Ghronicles. ~he name of one is aemen,and he is 
( 6'7 ) 

called the seer of Eavid ,like Gad.The fact that he is mentioned 

in Chronicles and not in Xings and that nothing very important is 

mentioned of him indicate that his significance is not great.In 
(68) 

the same chapter of Ghronicles he a:µd Asaph and Jed.uthun are 

mentioned as prophesying 1.Nibim) with musical instruments.rt is 

out of the question that these three formed a prophetic school or 

were a part of a prophetic school in the reign of David similar 

to that of ::5amuel •. ve have no record in Kings the.t .uavid. had a 

court school of prophetists,and these three names may very well 

be a figment of the Ohronicler 1 s imagination, even as many other 

details of the priestly system irrhich the chronicler ascribes to 

l 
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David. are not historical.Hemen may have been :Javid. 1 s Cnozeh or 

court seer before the time of Gad;1)e:cllaps he •,7as a 1·ictitious 
------·~-··. 

character. At any rate he is of little or no significa..~ce.~he 

retention of the nan1e of seer (Chozeh) by Gad and Hemen shows 

that the change from divination to prophecy was far from rapid. 

Though little evidence can be produced it is a surmise that both 

~ad and tlemen (especially Hemen,on the ~round of the passage which 

we have already quoted) still retained certain characteristics of 

the diviner or ancient seer.Asaph and Jeduthun are elsewhere men­
(69) 

tioned as Uhozim • 
"Ii - I / ', /~; \· 

j 

From the f·oregoing it is c~vident that the Uhozeh is the of-

ficial diviner a-rtached to the court.Asaph and Jeduthun are men­

tioned as seers (Cho zim) o_~ly ·once, in the passage last quot ed. 

The interest of the Uhozeh is chiefly centered in the life of the 

king 1and of the nation,and though the uhozeh·divines for his king 
(7()) ! 

he is a little higher than the noeh,who concerned himself 

solely with the individual.~ad is really a Uhozeh.In &ne place he 
( 71) 

is called Nabi ,·but we may cou11t this merely as an in(lication 

of the tendency Of the lat er t imes:;e and of the lat er writers to 

compliment all those who spoke in the name of Jahweh with the 

title of 1rnbi. If we are to judge by the passage in Ghronicles, 

which may have no historical value, it would seem that the uho-

zim still retain another :teature of clivination,i.e.the use of 

external stimuli,ror Hemen,Asaph,and Jeduthun divine by the aid of 
(72) 

psalteries,harps ,and cymbals • lt may likewise be possible 

that at the late date this passage was written down by the uhron­

icler, who wrote from a decidedly prmestly standpoint,these musical 

instwnents were not regarded as being used in divination but were 

only to be used in the ritual of the temple.This latter hypothe-



sis seems the most plausible. 

Nathan is the first real torerun~er of the great prophets af-

ter Samuel,and may be said to have excelled Samuel in this res-

pect.His appearance marks a crisis and the beginning of a new 

development in prophecy.i:)ince he outlived. Uad by many years I have 

chosen to put him after Gid in lGgical sequence,for Gad was far 

below the level attained by Nathan .Nathan is always called a pro-
( 7 3) 

phet(Nabi) as used in the later sense, but this is the judgment 

passed upon him by the later people,and it is evident that he be­

gan life as a court seer.but an event occurred which stamped him 

as a worthy predecessor of the great prophets.David had committed 

a grievous crime against human life and the laws of morality by 

having Uriah killed in battle and then marrying his wife bath-

sheba.~athan,in some way,(perhaps in a miraculous way,as the 

biblical text seems to hint) got wind of the affair,and instead 

of using his influence and knowledge to extort money from David 

or to satisfy his ambition,he used it in the cause of justice and 

righteousness.~e came to ~avid and gently but firmly reproached 
--~----4~--. 

him for his crime,accused him of having committed a terrible sin 

against God's law of morality,and stated that God was displeased 

with such conduct. 

This was indeed a crisis in the history of prophecy.~hat a 

seer,a court attachee,paid and supported by the king,should upset 

all precedents,should set aside all tradition,should venture out­

side of the circle of his court duties and go so far as to inter­

fere with the king's private actions and to reprove him for vio­

lating the moral law which seemingly meant nothing to the rough 

warrior,this was a novelty,an unheard of occurrence.We may be sure 

that an unscrupulous diviner or seer r.-o.uld have welcomed the pos-
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session o: Eucn a sec et,~owever gaine1,&s a ~eans for eYtortion 

and blacKmailing. ~ut +' ...._ .. avna.n did no such thing.He felt that the 

time had come to assw110 soine real power, to battle for the cause 

of justice,a:nd. right,to use wisel~r and. .r.'lorally the influence and 

the lesson which he had inherited troJ1 Samuel. If :Javid had retused 

to listen to Hathan,.or he,d shut him up in prison,or hao. taken his 

lite,the history and development of prophec;y would have been very 

different. 

But David hearkened to Nathan's reproach and hw-nbled himselt" 

before him.'.:::he appearance of 1Jathan before David and his bold de-

claration 11 :::hou art the man" ,to which unscathing denouncement 

the despotic oriental king list enect ,made prophec~ •. •'rom this time 

forth the prophets little by ... little threw of:f the divinator~ char­

acteristics,assumed power over the affairs of state,and became the 
~-~---' '7· 

moral castigators of the kings.'.::1hey asswned the title of rtmoral . ..___ 
leader 11 ,whereas the diviners clid not concern themselves with the 

laws o;f morality.Nathan laid the toundation for the complete in-

dependence of the prophets.He was the first of a line of men who 
. 

opposed irreligious,wicked,ancl untheocratic -~ings,who insisted 

zealously that the J.dng obey the same lavvs which tile people were 

made to respect, and who became the servants of God,not tbe mouth-

pieces of the king.From this time forth the priests sank into 

mere officiating 1·unotionaries in the sanctuarieS,'7hile the re-

ligious and moral develop~ent of the nation fell exclusively 

into the hands of the prophets • ."'ram the t irne of Ha~~han onward. 

the prophets became honored and respeot.ed :{ingly coLrnsellors and 

mentors.to whom these monarchs telt that they h£;.d to listen,ei-

ther willingly or un71ilHmgly • .Alld ~;et wi thell these prophetic fore-

runners like 1,0.than, Jehu,Ahijah,ax1a. 1.Iicaiah, Clid not advance to 



the conception of revelation held oy the great prophets and their 

view o:t the rr~~ns of revelation a.."lcL relation between '~od and 

man.r;athan's God. was _primaril;y a national God,wiiile the J.od of 

lsaiah and. Jeremiah was the u:ai ver sal. 

During the rest of his career Nathan continued to be a prom-

LYlent power behind the throne.He must have existed. coevally with 

:Jad for a time, but we ~.rnow nothing of any re lat ions they may have 
( 74) 

haa ~ith each other. l~athan outlived both Gad and David a::id 

at least the first five or ten years of Solomon's reign.He played 

a prominent part in the secural of the throne to Solomon instead -
of th Adonidah,and in fact was the instigator of this political 

scheme which placed Solomon on t:ne throne ,an example ~vhich was 

followecl by .A.hijah a..Yld ~lisha • 

.A.h:ijah is another striking example of the movement inaugur­

ated by Samuel and strengthened b~r Nathan. He too inter:tered in 

the political af:Cairs of the country and did so in the name o:f 

the Lord.He disap:proveo of the despotic government of Solomon, 

toget1rnr with the heavy taxation imposed upon the people,and the 

luxurious and expensive court which he kept up.He therefore set 
( 7 5) 

on foot a movement,even while Solomon was alive ,to divide 

the kingdom and to put J ero"boam at the head of tl:ie northern 

tribes. Nhether .d.hijah was alone in this venture or whether he 

was supported by other prophets is not clear.At least no pos-

itive evidence is at hand to show th~t he had other prophets work­
( 76) 

ing with him • .As a result of this scheme Solomon sought ,Jero-

ooam' s lite. Jeroboam fled to Lgypt ,and '-'le may likewise inter 

that Ahijah becanie a persona non grata in the e;:es of Solomon and. 

was forced to take re±'uge and did not return to ti1e la:nd till 

after the death of Solornon. A.hijah reg·arded the swnptuous court 
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-iife ct Solo;11on and nis :toreign iilan iages as :1estr;J_ctive of' and. 

ietrirnental to the principles of p;1re Jal1w-sh -";orship,a.11ci he evi-

a..entl;-y' believed that Jeroboam -,7ould rule hiE :new ~dngdom Llong 

the lines prevailing be~·ore t11e advent o:t' :Javid an:l Solo:non. In 

this however he was grievousl~ disappointed,because after the di-

vis ion of t:ne 1dngclom J er oboem broke &wa:1 radically from his ( Ai:1i-

jah' s ) concep-:;s and principleso.L.everti::..eless,a1ter the division, 

Ahijah took up 11is aboJe e,t his 11ome in Shiloh and concerned him-

self no more with the southern kingdom. 
( 77) 

Ahijah is everywhere referred to as a lJabi .However, it 

seems clear trom a later 
( 7 8) 

incident in his life that he l108E-,, 

essed SOine sott of power of divination, that he was :eeput ed to be 

a seer and to ace ept gifts or pa;_17 for his inforrnat ion. '.Lear s aft er 

the division of tte kingdoJ1,at the 'tb1e 'Jhen the prophet had be-

come blind. from old, age, Jercboaxn • s child fell sick. Jeroboam sent 

his wife to inquire of the ~rophet whether or not the child would 

rt;cover.'.'-'hough she came disguised e_nd though he was blind,tt1e 

prophet , through some '.IlJ'Ster ious torce or supernat11ral 'mo'.Nledge, 

\the bible S'tat,,eE tha0 Jahweh to1ci_ Tfo·ij 1',new exactl.Y who she Nas 

ana_ for what purpose she harl come oefore she ente:ced the house. 

::.'ne fact that ahijah :<::nevr this in adYa:nce and the fact that he waE 

being consulted regarding an lndi~idual affair,the recovery of a 

child,are ind.ications thai., Anijah in some respects at least ·rvas 

a diviner,in otners a propnet and, a forerunner of the ,:;:;.eat 

prophete.:::'hat the latex ages thought 1vell of him is indicated by 

the fact that the;,,1 called him I:' liabi, and 3 ict not ;Jruncl i1im as H 

iioeh or a '.Jhozeh.At e.n:; rate .Ahijah 1 s _9re!.:nowlectge of the mis-

sion of Jeroboam's wi:!-'e g2.ve weight to the wora_s o! conde:rmation 

Which the )1rop.r1et-seer wae ad.dressing to the wife of the ~ring who 



·had sinned an 1l '7aS leacli.o.g !1is r;eople into sin. :::'his stor~.' afford.s 

1 1
-' t . , t' t _,_. ... .... supernatu.ra po·.ver '.-rou_ct nave bu. enns,nc&Q ne regti a1.11on OI i.,ne 

seer. In Israel it was made the ,ne2,ns of e:'.1.iorcing u. lesson in 

faithfulness and righteousness. '.i:o the rieathen divination was an 

empty marvel.~o Israel it ~as a marvel with a moral purpose. 

Shem.ayah,strange to say,though a contemporary of .Ahijah,is 
( 7 9) 

designated onl;y as an Ish ilohim ,a term far lovrnr than .r~aui 

aI1d. practical1;1l equivalent to :=i.oeh •. And ;yet he playe1l a prominent 

part in the rebellion o.f Jeroboam. Immediately after the d.ivision 

of the kingiom Jheoboam wished to go up and war against the north­

------ern kingdom and restore it to his sway.Shemayah,ho1vever,the man 

of God.,met him on tile wa;; ,told him that the division of the king-

d.om was the work of C~od,and that he should not attack Jeroboan1. 

iliieoboam passively accepted the advice and warning of Shemayah. 
-...-

Shemayah, though his power and. author it-;y' sere respected by the king, 

was 3'et no court seer7\,Qr prophet • .Apart from the above passage he 

is not mentioned in ~nngs. and we know little more about him. In 

Chronicles, however ,he seems to have played quite a prominent part 

in the attack made upon J.heo oo am li ~' Shishak, the king of :Zgypt • 
.,.__...-

In this pas safe (II Chron.12: 6) he is called a tr ab i,no doul>t a 

complirnentar:; term given him by the later writers.3e announced to 

Rheoboam that because they had forse:ken the Lord Shishak: would 
'""""""· 
overthrow his land,but when :i.heoboam repented,he announced that 

the decree of inexorable destruct ion would. be repealed. '::he his­

toricity of the whole stor~T is ver~, questions.ble. 

It may be th2t Shema~ah belonged to the party of Ahijah, 

which,atter all, is a _possi-oilit,'j',and. ·"'as assigned. the task of 
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-keeping ~~j2-~o-ooam O:.lt of war ,an eventus,lit;y which _;,1.i1ijah foresaw 

would be necessar;/ • .le have no reco_:::-d. th:::t :.;hemG.yah acted like a 

diviner or seer, but we m&~.' L:SE,u.me that he vras no higher and. rep-

re sen tea a level of prophecy on t:: par with that o:f Ahijah. It is 

a peculiar tact tb.at Ahi j ah, Jehu ,.r,acaiah, tne unknown prophet of 

I Zings 13:11,Elijah,and ~lisha,all carried on their activities 

in the northern kingdom.Ii there were prophets in Judah at this 

time (except,perhaps,the anonymous one whom we shall soon dis-

cuss) we have no record of them. 

V{e now come to the obscure and almost unintelligible stor;y 
( 80) 

of two unknown and anon,ymous prophets .One day an anonymous 

Ish .J:;lohirn fro.n Judah appeared before Jeroboam and predicted that 

Josiah,at a later date,•.vould overthrow Jeroboam's altar. When 

Jeroboam ordered his attendants to seize the impudent seer-pro-

phet ,his outstretcheo. hand became stiff ai."'ld he could not draw it 

back.~his Ish Elohim is a seer-prophet,since not only does he 
( 81) 

predict the destruct ion of the al tar, but his signs come true 

and he can sti::tfen Jeroboam's hand and restore it to its normal 

state at will,all three features clearly indi~ating that he w-as 

partly a diviner.':'he fact that he upbraided Jeroboam for sinning 

stamps him as far higher than a seer. 

Por some reason or other this Ish 1:£lohim had been forbidden 

to partake of an;y food or drink while- performing his mission to 

Jeroooam.·rle refuses the ret'reshment which Jeroboam off'ers him 

and. his present likewise. However, an old nabi 1.vho i'!elt at Bethel, 

equally anonymous but always re1er~ ed to as a Habi, while the tirst 

one is always called Ish Zlohim, persuades him to eat and dr in'rc. As 

a result of this act of ,'J.isooedience the Ish .t.lohim who appeared 

to Jeroboam Nas ~.dlled by a lion. ':'he old prophet buried him and 
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-gave orders to his son2 th.:::, t he -,,vas to be car ied in the same grai.e 

with the Ish Zlohim. 

:2he story· is very obscure. :Evia_ently theish Elohim came to 

Bethel from Judah to proclaim to Jerobo@n the f&ll of his temple 

and household • .tle v1as forl) id den to pe.rtake of the food ana_ drink 

of Jeroboam's wicked kingdom, perhaps because the prophets, it ma;f 

be,who set Jeroboam on the throne,deceived and disappointed by his 

dislo;yalty a.nd wickedness,had,like .Ahijah,foresworn all alle­

giance to him and regarded his city,Bethel,with its sanctuary,as 

unholy.and thereJore . had vowed never to partake of food or drinl( 

within its environs. 

Nhen the old prophet of ~ethel heard of the terrible pro­

phecies of the Ish :Glohim against his l·.nd and king,he resolvea. 

to destroy him by persuading him to break his vow and disobey his 

orders.This he easily succeeded in doing,since he told the Ish 

Elohim that he was a prophet likewise and that there ~as therefore 

no objection to eating at his home.After the Ish Elohim had smf­

fered the death penalty' for his disobedient act the Dabi repented • 

.tie gave him an honora-ble burial and ordered. his sons to bury him 

in the same grave with the Ish .Llo:1im when he died. 

~he foregoing is merely my theory of the probable explanation 

ot' the story.'l'he fact thr:t the name of neither of the prophets is 

mentionea. stamps it as an old. legend or tale based on truth and 

handed down till at the time the prlSsage ·,vas put into 7Jriting the 

names of the actors had been forgotten. A:. an,;l rat:: e the. story 

throws no light on the development of prophecy.both :p1~ophets were 

seer-prophets and their rank was muc:h lower th'c.n thc: .. t of .uathan, 

Ahijah, and Shema;yah. It indicateo. only one fact, that at the time 

of Jerol)oarn the prophets vrnre increasing in num-oer •. ie are sllre 
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that ct least to 'J.r e::.:i st ec1 a "t t £.is time: .. ~11i j en, Sher1aya.h, a11cl +· unese 

f two unnamed_ seers.Hence it is not altoc;·e:.;~.Ler exclurieC that some 
1 
k 
f sort of a propaetic entente ,with Ahijah ~TI~ Shemayah at ite head, 
! 
f eJCistea at this tirne,though nuu'.jering st t:C~e highest a. mere .i:1and-

J ful.On the other ha.na_ it is equa.11~' as logical to asslli.'le that 
~-

these are the onl;y four prophets who existed at this time,since if 

more had exist ea. they most likely would have been mentione6- • . 'le 

must,however,look to the two last conspicuous prophets of this 

period for development and advance. 

The first of these was Jehu the son of Chanani.He is men­
( 82) 

tioned in only one passage in Kings and is not given his of-

ficial title.He is likewise mentioned in two passages in the J:.Woks 

of Uhronicles,and in the third passage h~ is call~d the Chozeh or 

court prophet.He rebuked :Iing .baasha of Israel for his wicked 

acts, and predicted the complete desi:;ruct ion of his household. If 

we are to judge from Chronicles he 1Nas likewise the court prophet 

and court secretary of Jehoshapr1at and reprimanded him for helping 

Ahab.It seems strange that .t.:ings mentions him only once and that 

Chronicles mentions him in the majority of cases.in II Chron.16: 

7-10 Chanani the seer is mentioned as having been thrown into a 

prison by Asa for reouking him for his foreign alliance with 

Syria against .Daasha. If we are to accept this stat.ement at face 

value we must ·believe that Jehu's father 'Vas likewise a court 

prophet and seer.iiowever,it may be reasonable to sup1':Jose that in 

this passage Jehu ben ~hanani is meant,since we know that he was 

alive at the time of the reign of Asa ,for naasha and Asa were 

contemporaries. liow much of tilese ref ere:nc.:e s in Uhronic le s vve are 

to believe is,as previoQsly rernar~ed,problematical. 

' ... 'here is,of course ,no further evidence regarding the nature 
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·and character of Jehu.de seeills,honeve~.~o have been quite fearless 

in his del1lmciation of BaasI-la a..'1d in tnis res)ect ill112tratcs t.L.e 

gradual proceEos ot tirn '.1rophets 1 removal of themselves from the 

iuriscHct ion and the authority of ti.ie kings •• 11icaiah and Elijal} 
~ 

and Eli.sha,whom we snall soon ,~LiscL1ss,were abe.olutely fearless a.nd 

independ.ent,whereas LTad and l.~athan were the inaugLJ.rators of this 

·system.•je cannot underestimate the value of this feature of free­

dom and iDdependence on the part 01· the )Tophet s • .Ji v in er s and seers 

were always bound by maste:cs.llnly '>Vhen tne prophets like Lathan, 

Jehu,and. 1Iicaiah clemons:tra1ed to the kings and people that they we.re 

fear less and did not hesitate -co proclaim the truth even at the 

risk of a.eath could the prophets become real moral guid.es,and 

could the way be paved. for the elimination of rlivination a..'1:1 the 

tinal tr iurnph o:t' the great prophets. 

Even preceding .Jehu ben '.Jhanani in point of "time ~':Ji.lt far 

below him in importance vms a so-called prophet, Iddo by name ,and 

mentioned in II Chron.12,:lb and 16:22 • .He was primarily a court 

prophet a:11d scribe, as was Jehu b. Uhanani, and has no real signi-

ficance 1·or the ievelopment of prophecy. In the first passage above 

quoted he is called a Chozeh.From Chronicles it appears that there 

were court prophets vvho combined the ~1 ut ie s of of fie ial prophets 

and official scribes. J.he fact that .l.ddo is not n:ientio"1ed in Aings 

makes his existence rather doubtful.Atter all it is to .'.{ings,and 

not to Chronicles,that we must turn for real history.Iddo's ti-

tle Of iiabi was a compliment of the later ages likewise.As in the 

case 01· Ila than, (II Chron.9 :29), Samuel,Gad,Elijah, Jehu,and others, 

the writer of· Chronicles has the ten.: ency to regard all the proph­

e~s of this period as court prophets (cf.I~hron.2Y:29) scribes, 

and writing prophets,and surely nothing is really further from 

! 

! I 



· tTuth ti:m11 this. 

~ worthy successor of. Jehu ~as ~icaiah ben Y~nlah,~hose story 
( d3) 

is graphically told in a single c~apter .lho ~icaiah was we do 

not l:now :for sure.dis is i:;he :tirst case at a solitary _prophet ta>::-

ing is-sue with a whole band of prophets.lt seems th5-t Ahab,b;y rea-

Eon ot his Phoenician af:f iliat ions, established. at the court a large 

grou~ri ot four hundred. :prophets, all supported by the king and there-

"lfi'ore bound to give him advice as he wished.,following the counsels 

of meh. l1Iicaia.h may originall;y have been a member of the group, tho 

this view seems rather impossible and there is no evidence to sup­
( 84} 

port it,which some au"'thorities,nevertheless,tak:e .This group 

of four hundred. prophets, though prophesying in the name of Jahweh, 

seems to have been a foreign importation, taken over from the l:'hoe-

nicians,just as were the prophets of Baal mentioned earlier in 

Ahab 1 s reign. At 2-ny rate the fo:1r hundred were practically worth-· 

less and. invariably predicted Nhat the lcing wished to hear • 

.Although from I Kings 22: 28 lii.icaiah seems to have had the 

power of predict ion,he diff'ered radically from them.ne realized 

that Ahab was not a moral man;tnat he hr_d violated i1is sacred 

agreement with his Goa and his religion by marrying a foreign 
'<-. 

wom~;that he was idolatrous.Thus at an early date in his pro-

phet ic career i.Ucaiah reproached Ahab for his wrongdoings and 

prophesied that evil would eventually befall him.For this reason 

he was shut up in prison,where he remained for the rest of his lifa 

At the time of Ahab's last W(lr he and Jehoshaphat deter-

mined to go up to J.amoth Gilead to wage war against the syr ia:.'ls. 

Ahab consulted the tour hundred prophets,and the:1 as usu.al pre-

dieted a brilliant success. Jehoshaphat ,however ,puts no trust in 

what these hirelings say,and asks whether-or not there is another, 



bO 

~ real _prophet ,and. .tlhab gru~Lgingl~: orders l.:icaiah to be brought 

from prd:ison.lLicaiah,on the ground. of Ahab's_ll.Iljust acts,pred.icts 

disaster for him, telling him. that the four hundred prophets have 

been deluded Dy a false spirit sent by God and therefore predict 

vr.congly.Nevertheless .li.hab determines to goand. leaves word that 

Micaiah is to be taken back to prison and fed with scanty rations 

of food awl water till he returns alive. Since Ahab was killed in 

the battle and nothing further is told of fo.icaiah,we may assume 

that he was left to die in prison,especially since Ahab's son, 

Ahaziah,who acced.ed to the throne,would not have been very liable 

to release from prison the man who had predicted the death of his 

father and whom he no doubt considered responsible for it. 

It will be noticed that Micaiah does not deny that the four 

hunB.red prophets prophesy in the name of Jahv1eh.ne freely admits 

that they are prophets of Jahweh but states that they are deluded, 

ani gannot be real prophets, since they.prophesy the words of man 

and not of God.Li.icaiah alone of the whole group stands out as the 

fearless champio.n of the cause of the 1ord,a cause for which fie 

sut1· ered imprisonment, torment, and a.eath.B'or many ;years he was a 

contemporary of Elijah, but Elijah seems to have outlived him by 

many years and had no relations .'.rith him.Aside from the fact th.at 

Micaiah had not advanced beyond the conception of the national 

God,he is the nearest approach to the great prophets,since from 

the passage which ae have just discussed none of the traits of hhe 

diviners is ascribed to him.In many respects he seems a little 

h~ than Zlijah,but in many other respects Elijal1 far out­

strippea_ him. ,fo have therefore thought it best to put Uicaiah 

before Elijah,even tbough ~lijah preceded him in point of time • 

.Another small and unimportant iJro phet is 2t ill to be men-



bl 

·tionec,Jonah,son o:t A'.Tiitt~:d,:·rora 'lath Hache:fer.3:e evidently was 

a co u:·t prophet s.t the time o i' Jeroboam II, a..D.d predicted that 

Jeroboam would win back a large portion oi the te:cTitory v-vhich 

Israel tormerly owned. but which had. ·been ta'.ren away by the foreign 

nations under the rule of the precec1 ing ·:reaker ldngs.At any rate 

Jonah• s character is very obscure and of little signitica..'lce.~iis 

tit le of lJabi is likewise complimentary .':Lhe prover.iJial Jonah who 

is oentioned 8Jnong the twelve minor prophets bears the name of 

Jonah ben Junittai and is commonly reputed to be the same man. We 

know,however,that the famous story of Jonah a:nd the destruction 

of Nineveh is not true or historical,and that it is a product 

of a period at least three or four hundred years later,written 

to further the idea of tolerance among the nations.no doubt when 

the person who wrote this story was casting about for a suitable 

name f11r hie hero Irom among the prophets who lived at the time 

of lHneveh's greatest era,a prophet v1ho was little known and 

in whose life the story he 'l'ras writing might fi t in without 

detection,he chose the character of Jonah ben .A.mittai(II Kings 

14:25) as very appropriate • 

.J!'or the sake of completeness we may mention the Ish Elohim 

vihO appeared to Ahab (I Kings 20:28) (I J.U.20:13 likewisehmd 

predicted that Ahab would de teat the ~;yrians.li.e appears to 

have been a member of the 9art;)-1 of Elijah,ana. it seems reasonable 

to suppose that hitherto he had been preaching against Ahab but 

now allows loJalty to his count~·y a.iJ.d his Jahweh to overbalance 

his opposi~ion to the king •• ~here is likewise a third prophet, 

a member likeTiise of the prophetic guild of Elijah( I ~i. 20:38), 

who approacl~ect Ahab t·or having ~:LLowed .tlen rtadad,t.i1e country's 

mortal enemy,:'.-'or having ei::uapeJ. rrith his lite. 



'.2he pd·ioc1 o:f t11e::,e eigr1t or nine grop:netic forerurE1ers is 

indeed a productive and fertile one.Little b~' little,as we !1a.ve 

seen,the prophets are becomin~ ~ore independent of the royal 

oower.'.i.'hey are graduall~1 thrmr1ing o:t'f traits of the diviners ap-
L 

parent in thernselv es, and slo'.vl;y but surely paving the way for the 

final rupture betYveen prophecy and divination.'.L'hey are becoa1ing 

fearless advocates of their n~tional G-od,of His laws of morality 

and justice,and have led up ~o the glorious gigure of 2lijah and 

· to the less resplendent ~lisha,whom we shall describe in the fol-

lowing chapter. 

!¥\l! •. ·j'·. ;' 
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Elijah was tne most prominent,the fo~emost,and,in fact,rea-

lly the only representative of the next step in true prophecy.E-

lijah maintained throughout his career, in private and in public, 

an attitude of unrelenting opposition to Ahab,a king whom he con-

sifrered displeasing to Jahweh.3lijah is the iirst example of the 

preaching prophet.It is not only because of the religious degen-

ere.cy of the times out mainl;;~ because of the genuinel;:; and po-

tentially ethical character ot his predecessors that a firm~r 

and more rigorous demand tor right(;ousness is made by :Slijah, 

as a champion of the type of re:torm, both religious and ethical, 

~hich he saw the land of Israel needed. 

3lijah was a a_evotee of the original a_esert and s'aepherd 

Jahw·eh .... hat he still retainecl the primitive concep;,;ion of Jahweh 

dwelling on 

Books o:t 

u. ::: esert mom1tain 
( 8 [!) 

is clec;.r Iroc:1 

::he earl;} prophets(i.:lijah ar:io::ig t.i:iem) ,over 

against the sensuousness ai1d luxury of the Baalistic civilization 

of Cana&n and_ -.?hoenicla, Eet the stern ideals of t:ie d.esert and 

the rmre worship of the deit;y.'.i_'his movement really began 7rith t.i:.e 

accession of Solomon to throne,ana. Ahij1::,h and his c:ontemporaries 

may be said to have been the toull':3-ers thereof.~he:,1 stood :f:'or the 

pure and u.nadLllterated worship of Ja1r.veh,fightL1g tooth sac1 r.:.ail 

:::gsinst the Daals · ani the :t·oreign ::1at ions and acting as char.ap-

ions of the pure ~nd true t:pe of religion.~his is one of the 

things they ':~ontr Lmt eel a_es.pit e their er ud.eness e.rni the pr imi-
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realized,they ~ere the conserving ~lement and laid the f0Qndation5 

for the loft~7 ethical a.-11d spiritual conce~0tion of 1;oa_.r;his is 

their @:'Teat advance O'jer the diviners,wilose si.iccessors they were. 

Elijah thus was the foremost representative of this school 

of thought and act ion.At his tiGle two religions of Jahwe.h had 

arisen in Canaan and existed siie by side:the pure religion of 

h~osaic Israel,and the debased and hybrid religion (23aalism) aris-

ing through amalgamation -.7ith the native populations • ..i....a the latter 

there was the assimilation of the worship of Jah'Neh to the ne.tive 

worship of Canaan ana_ to the vror r1hip imported from Phoenicia. Os-

tensibl;y and in name the people 710rshipped Jahv1eh and rega}~d.ed 

themselves as bona :tide Ja.hweh worshippers,but the conception the;y 

had of him and the service the;y renclered him were 2roper rather 

to the ~aals or the local nature gods. 

Elijah was one of the doughtiest champions of the old desert 

religion of J ahweh. ue wished to pllrge the national religion from 

all traces of foreigm 710rship.ne was the fearless protagonist 

of the moral law of the stern and j llst shep!"erd llod Jahweh • .l:ie did 

not hesitate ·to brave Ahab's wrath and Jezebel's scorn and per-

secution in reproving their unseemly acts.tlis chief pur ·ose,how-

ever,·,vas to arouse enthusiaEm for the cause of Jah\·veh' and to get 

rid of the Baalistic eleme.ats of the religion.It seems therefore 

that for this reason ~lijah reestablished the prophetic guilds 

'.rrhich Samuel had touni1ed •. ie read that Jezebel killed all but one 
( 86) 

hundred of these religious enti1llsi2sts Yrho had sworn eter-

nal enmity to .Daalism in Israel.There is no mention of "the ex-

istence ot these prophetic schools trom the tirn~ of the death of 

I: 
l 
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Samuel till the time of :'.:~lijah •. 1ith the death of .3e.ul and. Samuel 

'elf t -f·1-·' and t.ne ,_ e ea 0.L une PhilistLJes b~ David the need for these 

religious enthusiasts d.isappeared .... •ot un0 il the time of Elijah, 

'.vhen a great strug~le between Ja.hwism 2"."1.d Baalism took place ,and. 

it was deemed indispensible to have these zealous prophets of 

"'ahweh once more, was there any occasion for their reintroduction. 
( 87) 

In ~ddition we read that two prophetic schools were already 

in existence before .Elisha had become e. real prophet and the 

successor of Elijah,and he could therefore not have been their 

founder.A third reason,•.ve read that the prophet who appeared to 

Ahab in a passage already cited and predicted that his life 

would be forfeited for having allowed Ben rladad to escape with 

his life, uncovered his nead,and. Ahab thereby recognized. that he 

was " one of the prophets111tnthe .Nebiim, 11
) ,and this can mean only 

the prophetic guild which then existed. 

We must consequentl;:,' believe that from the time of Samuel to 

the time of Elijah the prophetic guila.E did not exist,and that ,;.;-

lijah ·'-·as the one who reorganized them u..11der the stress of the 

struggle against the Haalistic elements in Jahwism.~e are told 

little of the nature of these guilds in the time of Elijah,as is 

the case in the time. of Samuel. '.i..'hey hel~ed 3lijah in his work, 

many losing their lives due to the persecutions of Jezebel.In 

the latter part of his career Elijah seems to have had nothing to 

do with them,perhaps· due to the fact that they and he had not sue-

ceeded. in carrylil.ng 01:1-t their plans ;out in the first part of his 

life he was their leader,and con2tantly stood in close touch v.rith 

them.Since the heydey of the prop!1etic guilds was 2.t the time of 

El· isha ~e shall discuss them more frilly in the la:~er part of 

this chapter. 



Elijah's zreatest coup d'etat was the partial elimination of 

1 ' . ( ::i' ' " ' - t .oac. '.701- :::.rnp a11c.1 pert.ups t.:l.e co;np.Le e elimine.tion} at the time 

·of Ahab.For this he haa_ :)een striving ;tor many years,fighting con-

_stantly against the kingancl the queen.Finally a contest was held 

.a~ M.gunt Carmel between the J:)aalists and the prophet Elijah.Eli­

jah was vin\1icated 'by ;J'ahweh and. he forthwith seized. the opportun­

, i-cy to destroy the so-called prophets of naal.Elijah' s triumph was 

,. seemingly complete, but it wae, short lived.Though Ahab and the peo-

-~ple were convinced and resolved henceforth to worship only Jah~eh, 

r 

Jezebel upse~ all his plans.She killed the majority of Elijah's 

followers, forced Elijah to flee :for his life, and und.id all his 

work.Baal worship was just as prevalent as before the great con-. 
test .~he fic~le people reverted to it almost as soon as Elijah 

had descended ±ram the altar on ••r...:. Carmel.Elijah continued to 

struggle against Baal all the rest of his life, but he knew, or, at 

least it is now known,that it was a hopeless struggle. 

Elijah always remained a stauch devotee of the moral God 

fJahYveh. He rebuJ::ed the immoral Ahab 'tor having Naboth put to death, 

a.."ld. prophesied the death of both Ahab and Jezebel for this vio­
( 88) 

lation of Jahweh's moral code.He rebuked. Ahaziah ,Ahab 1 s son, 

for consulting foreign gods as to whether he would recover from 

his accicrent and for not consulting Jahweh,and prerlicted that he 

would die as a result of this disloyal and disreligious act.~inal-

ly,however,£~lijah,seeing his end drawing nigh without the attain-

ment of his goal,anointed ~liEha as his successor and gave over 

to him the realization o:f his purpose. it seems. that a_u:cing the 

latter 0art of his career ~lijah kept aloof from the prophetic 

guilds,'.'Jhich lJegan to flou::isf-1 agein immeiliately after Ahs.ziah' s 

o.ccession to the tilrone ,o.nd CJenterea_ all D.is hope in his ;young and 
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enthusiastlc siccessor :1isha • 

.:....1ijah is prese.:ited to us as a ;-res:t ;nirE.cle worker.It is a 

auestio:a. now man;y' of t.i:1ese liliraculous stories we r:iay actually 

believe • .1.~o doubt man;/ of theL'.l are legendary;the others would pie-

ture him as a magic healer and diviner.'.-'he fact that p:racticall;y· 

three !·ourths of the legends and miracles of Elijah are ia.en-

tical with those of Elisha is likewise a suspicious'circUffistamce. 

It is hardly in Keeping with the sublL~e character of Elijah that 

he should stoop to dubious means savoring of the hidden arts of 

the seers and diviners.These miracles,however,is a question which 

will be ever in doubt ,since so many stories were tola. about EliQ.ah 

and so many legends and narratives added by the la~er writers that 

his true nature and character will always be a little obscure. 

In at least three incidents,however,which we may accept as true, 

because Elijah undoubtedi;y ftaCl some divinatory characteristics, 

Elijah demonstrates traces of divination.He knovvs in advance,t.hru 

same m;ysterious means,though nobody had ever told him,that the mes­
(89) 

sengers of Ahaziah were e;oing to consult Baal Zebub ,the god. 

of Ekron.rte is able to have conswned by fire the ·cwo groups of 

fift~r men and their captains which Ahaziah sent to capture him , 
(90) 

and fincc~lly,he was able,after the denouement at 'Jarmel,to 

outrun the chariot of Ahab going at :full speed from larmel to Jez-
( 91) /' 

re~l .It is noteworthy that in one passage Elijah refers to 

himself twice as an Ish ~lohim,and not as a Rabi.~his is illus-

trative of the fact that the term 1~abi ha.a. not yet been accepted 

as a designation tor t.he great and real .Prophets ,that Elijah 

d.id not consider nimsel:f as an:; more than an Ish Zlihim and not 

as a great _p:::ophet ,arni thc:.t the term l~abi ·,7hich i::o cppliea. to him 

in almost ever;; other )l&ce ,as well as to 11is inc1ivid.u.al pred.ece-

, \ 'I 

! 
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ss.ors .1as '-:iven b;:,: the later ac;es wl;.o consiaered hiu a real pro-

phet on the strength of his achievements,far £bove the ordinary 

;roup prophets or propnet-cUvinE;rs of either .his or the prececlill§; 
( u ') ) 

"'-' 
t irne s • 

.At the most 1'..lijah was not a real,great prophet. He to iered 

head and. shoulders aboYe his conte;-;iporar ies ana. predecessors, but 

does not begin to approximate an .Amos or a Hosea.His primitive 

conception of the nationa~ God Zal0eh stamps as rar below the 

lottiness of the literary prophets.In many instances he had the 

power of predict ion anci .his ;010rds in variably caxne true. :r:et he 

lived and labored v-1ith might a.nd nain in the interests of Jahweh 

and morality,and is truly a subli:rne and. impressive character.·-,'e 

can readil;y see that :Slijah was a :fit torermmer of the great 

_prophets,because,if we taJre away his nationalism,his divinator;y 

traits,and his miracles,we could consider him a really great pro-

phet.'.i.'hollgh he pre2ched he did not write down his l"Jreachments,a:ad 

we cannot cons id.er bis moral sermons on a par with those of his 

successors.&l.d yet ·,7ithay he is the grandest character we have 

hitherto described • 

.Elisha,however,presents an entirel;y dif::'.:.erent picture.A big 

contrast exists between him and Elijah.He is recognized openly 

as a diviner Bnd predicter.ljen Hadad,king of :3yria,sends ~{~,zael 

to him 'to as?.: w!iether or not he 17ould. get well (II Ki. 8: 8-9) and 

evens sends with him a rich present which 'Nas to be given to Eli-

sha as his fee.~he miracles which he performs are uostly gro-

tesqlle and vulgar.'.2he @,'randeur and sublimity of Elijah are lack-

ing L1 his c.haracter.·_;_·he story of Elisha's suc11moning the bears to 

kill the children who 'Vere mocking i:1im oranos hi:c11 us infinitely 

inferior to 2lijah.For Elisha ~a2 not pri~arily a Moral leader like 
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·.:11s predecessor. He v1as a Qefriago;;ue, an List igator •. ;:1en ::1isha saw 

t11c=.t tbs :nors.l neans ad.opted 1J~; ~~~lije.h ~-jroduced no results and 

that "aalism still persisted in Israel in all its intensity,he 

adopted. forcible means aI1d stirred up a bloody revolution and. a 

political agitation to accomplish his ends.He a11d his prophetic 

guilds instigated. the rebellion of Jehu,whereby the reigning mon-

arch ot each kingdom was murclered,all the nobles and. leaders who 

inc lined. to7vard.s the Haalist ic J ud.aism were destro yea., and. Baal ism 

itself was thoroughly uprooted.. Elisha attained. his object, but he 

brought Israel to the verge of ruin by destroying the best part of 

the people.Even tlosea.£nalterably opposed. as he was to f·oreign ele­

ments in the worship,predicts ruin to the hollse of Jehu and. regards 

his rebellion as wanton murder and bloodshed • 

.ii:lisha and. his followers were very dangerous.' ... 'hey represent 

a reversion to questionable mea..'ls, a relapse trom the glory of E-

lijah,for Elijah was opposed to the violation of the laws of right 

governrnent,not to government itselg;Elijah was opposed to the im­

moral foreign vrnrship features which had. been introduced into 

the religiop,but he would not employ :::imilarly immoral means to 

eradicate them.Their dangerous spiri1i may be seen from the tact 

that Jehu and .his rabid partisans did. not stop at murdering the 

king of Israel but even murdered. the king ot Jud.ah who at the time 

was a visitor in the northern kingd.oin,an act which was entirely 

unnecessary and. hostile to the laws of ethics among the nations. 

~he entire line of prophet-seers mentioned in the preceding chap-
,. 
/ 

ter stood. immeasurably above Elisha and his company, since they 
.___.-----·-~---·--

were not demagogues but moral leaders,determined to lead the peo-

ple to the observance of the la71s of morality and order,and not 

to the :nurdering of innocent people 2nd. the llShering in of a reign 

" ·1' 
~%; ~ 1 

- -·~·-"'·'''j~ 



60 

of anarchy and ind.iscrirninate bloodshei. 

It was not .Slisha who ree st ab lishecl the prophetic guilds. J.'hi s 

had been done by E.Lijah,as we have already ex:9lained.Elisha mere-

ly continued to work in conju.'1.ction with them.Under his guidance 

they flourished as never before •• ve know that at least three of 

these prophetic schools existed at his time in Jericho,in J::lethel, 
( 93) 

and in G-ilgal. '.:.'he first two existed before Elisha became the 

successor of Elijah.r.rhe third one,at 
( 94) 

Gilgal, the one over 

which Elisha himself presided,was no doubt established by him. 

~erhaps there were other prophetic schools in addition to these 
(95) 

three .J:;lisha alwa:1s stood in the closest of relations with 

the prophetic guilds,especially with the one at Gilgal which he 

founded. In this respec.t he exceeded Elijah by far, because the lat-
------~--· -

ter always maintained a quasi attitude of reserve ta.wards tnem ~. 

But Elisha . assisted them in every possible way and was the 

one to whom all looked as their leader.For Elijah is rarely,if 

ever ,mentioned , as is Elisha, in connect ion with them • .fhen the 

guild was in danger of being poisoned it was Elisha who advised 

them what to do,and when one of the guild lost his axe it was E-

lisha to whom he turned for assistance.Helpless as these guilds 

seemed to be without the leadership of Elisha,with him they s~c-

ceeded in overthrowing J::laal and coronating Jehu. 
~-...... _ _, 7-·-,-----· 

Strangely enough almost all the evidence regarding these 

prophetic guilds deals with the ones flourishing at the time of 

Elisha,though some of it deals with those which existed at the 

time of Samuel and blijah •. Ve learn now that the members of the 

prophetic guild members were distinguished by a rough mantle of 

camel or goat hair,and that they hed certain marks or scars on 
( 96 ) 

their forehead ( self-imposed,of course) 77hich stamped. them 



as the property of .Jahweh and probably likewise enabled them to 

recognize one another.~he prophets lived from alms,presents,fees, 

and trom what they themselves could acquire, sometimes being actu-

ally forced to seek their subsistence in the fields ru1d living 
( 97 ) 

on what they could find, sometimes going hungry and. needy.They 

have fixed abodes, where they live; in colonies in great nurn·bers, 

under a sort of communistic system. Somet iff1es the prophets changed 

their abode if their former habitat could not support them.Uf 

course they indulged in ecstatic raving,arousing themselves for 

the purpose of stimulatifd enthusiasm !·or the cause of Jahweh. '.L'he 
...._,. 

ascetic and communistic life they lead reminds one of the Essenes 

and the later cloister or monastery orders,omitting only the ec­

static rites.Uther than these ecstatic exercises we are told no-

thing of the work they performed. 

Though Elisha was a fatherly superior to the prophetistic 

guild members by virtue of his anointment at the hand of Elijah, 

yet he occasionally participated in their rites.On one occasion, 

when he was requested by Jehoram and Jehoshaphat to give advice 

about the rebellion of I~Iesha, the king of I.:Ioab ,he demalilded a harp­

ist, and whe·n the harpist played, Elisha became inspired or excited 

and gave the required counsel.~he inference is that excitation 

was an essential and indispensable element of the prophetists, 

though the great prophets discarded it entirely.In addition,Eli­

sha lived with the prophetists,ate their food,and may therefore 

be considered one of them in all respects •• 'ie can now see that :;_-;-

lisha was !·ar below the stand2.rd of Lliijah • .1..1.e had a crasser God 

conception,adopted :tE:trce and not more.l persuasion,a:n.d perhaps. did 

more harm to Israel than good.Uertain it is that ~lisha did not 

advance the cause of true prophec;y. 



Pr o:phet i srn had to coe1e to &""1 en.i sooIJJ:r or L_ t er. It laclrn d 

the life giving moral :rorce.After all,the real antecessors of pro-

phecy were lllen like ;,i.icaiah, ;:Jamuel,Elijah, ancl Hatha.n. If Israel 

had had nothing better and 'hi5her than the i)ro1)het ic guilds pro-

uhecy wo Llla. never have developed. · ... 'he p·n~:s ical ent husiasrn of these 
"' 
raving prophetist s was a dangero LlS ell~' of spiritual fni th.Jehu• s 

revolution,set on 1·oot by 2lisha with the aid of the prophetic 

guilds,used means far removed from the loftiness of Elijah's tea-

chings.It was inevitable that they ahould eventually have degen-

erated into professionais,because their prophecy was artificial, 

while true prophecy ·was spontaneous. :.L'aken a~ a vrho le the;y can 

hardly have stooc1 :far above the soothsayers and the diviners. 

rhe prophetic guilds survived for a lon8 time after the reign 

of Jehu,·but their in:rluence was nothing and theJi ·accom_plished. no 

good. They soon sank to the depths of hypocrisy a...'IJ.d :formalism and 

became subservient to i:;he royal po·ner once more, even as J,_hab' s 

prophets '.7ere to him.ii.S soon as their leaders,Elijah,Elisha,and. 

Samuel,were gone,they lost any virtues which they may have pos-

sessed.hlicah states that the prophets divined solely ror money, 
( 98) 

.A.mos disclaims all relationship with them, and 3zekiel states 
( 9 9 ) 

that their consununate greed was one of their worst sins • 

~heir official power was finally btoken by the rise of the priest 

party • .Jhereas it was S2.m110l,Ahijah,and Eli2ha,all 2rophets,who 

set Saul and David,Jeroboai'TI,and Jehu respectivel,y on the thro~rn 

who set Joa.s.h on tbe throne not such a lone; ti!I1e ::..fter the :5eG.th 

of Elisha.From this time forth the power o! the prop~etic guilfs 

Was reduced to nothing,they were ::::orced. to make a living by accep-

ting money;they graaually degenerated,and left the field clear 

.,,. . m., 
11 I 
! 



for the arrivsl of tbe great in:ividual )ropnets o~ everlasting 

:lory ar::.d :tenown. 
'-

.. :b.e tec11rlical ne.:-ne :tor the prophetic guilds ..vas Bene B:a-::eb-

t
. . ' . iim, ne meaning oeing· 11 guilcls of the .;.!ebiim" or enthl.J..siasts,~-ro;n 

the general root Haba,to act like mad.,in the reflexive stern.B"ow 

this vrora_ 1;aoi,which originall~,; mean-c a. howling ecstatic,a member 

of ~he prophetic guilds,ca~e ~o oe applied to the great prophets 

and regarded. as a. fit term of encomiwn and complime~'1t even for 

the prophets like ii;lisha, Gad.,Uicaiah, and the others who came oe-

fore them,is an interesting stud~! in itself •. we have seen that the 

01.a_est designations tor the prophet-seers were Ish Elohim and ,Ei.o-

eh. i~ e have likewise seen that the terms were probably synonwmous, 

since Samuel is called both Ish Elohim a..~d ~oeh.Elijah,Elisha, 

and the unknowc prophet of I Ai. 13 are likewise called Ish Elo-

him frequently, so that we can see that the term was rather loose-

ly used.~he term for diviner before the ~oeh,i.e Uohen,the earliest 

designation of which we have any record, fell into disuse as a 

name for the diviners at an early date and was the11 applied spe-

cifically to the priests.A1ter 2oeh and lsh Elohim came the Cho-

zeh,the official court seers.Dut as time went on both Chozeh and 

Roeh :fell more and more into disfavor, especially at the time the 

boo~s of Kings were composed (after the period of the prophetic 

:forerunners,about or a little after 621 3.C.E.) .both terms sug·­

gested. ppysical means of divination which were incompatible -:vi th 

a spiritual :Jahwism.Already in the da~/S of .Amos the Chozeh was 

looked upon -;,;rith contempt ,and ~:oeh had long since disappeared.Arna-

ziah,the priest,contemptuously calls .Amos a :.;hozeh,a taunt which 
(100) 

Amos dlgnores, and i.ticah classes the Chozim with the K.osemim 
(101) 

and. contrasts them with the reul prophets , while Isaiah denies 
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Jrofession2l guild prophets 
~ ( 162) . 

divine revelation 

any po ssib ili ty of 

;[hat name, then ,should be applied to the true :Qrophets?'..:he 

word Haba,which formerly meant !Ito :i:ave 11 ,was given its plain and 

other meaning which was possible for it to have,i.e.n to declare", 

and the word. l:labi, which originally, as applied to the prophetic 

guilds,rneant "rabid declarer" or '1 eix:cited. speakern ,was given the 

meaning 11 speaker for Go~ ", 11 declarer in the name of Godn, the 

idea of excitation being thus abstracted t·rom it.When Isaiah un-

hesitatingly proclaimed himself a l~ab i the transformation of the 

name began.It gradually lost all trace of its original prophet-

istic meaning and was slowly enriched in meaning,supplanting 

Chozeh and ?.oeh which,as stated before,tell into disuse and dis-

favor because they suggested divination by mantic machinations 

distasteful to the spiritualistic Jahwist. Already in the 

days of Amos the r~abi is an exalted individual,the chosen mouth-

piece of Jahweh, and has thrown off those ecstatic traits which 

characte~ized the earlier ~ebiim. 

At the time that the life rtistory of Elijah and Idicaiah, 
I 

~athan,Ahijah,and the rest of the prophetic predecessors was vvxit-

ten down, the authors of Kings felt that these men were so far a­

head of their contemporaries that they deserved the honorary tit-

le l~abi.But the plural form of the word,1~ebiim,is always used to 

designa1ie the ecs1iut ic guilds and the profession2l prophets, and 

even the real prophets J.ike Isaiah,.i.•iicah, and Amos always refer to 

them as Hebiim. It is peculiar but true nevertheless that the sin-

gular of the vrnrd(.Nabi) denotes a real,~od-inspired prophet,while 

the plural of the same word still denotes,and ahrays has Cienoted, 

(euen before the days v1hen ''Habi 11 received its lofty meaning) 
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reving sn.d. ecstatic guild prophets, including talse prophets, seers, 

800
thsayers,and conjurers,who had no moral and intrinsic value, 

w:r..o were a hinilrar~ce rather than an aid to the religion of Is-

rael,and who contributed nothing to the. development of prophecy. 

i !' i 

·~ ! 

i 
J 
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Before considering the literary prophets we must first con­

sider the literary prophetic schools, institutions about which lit-

tle is known,but ot the existence of which we are posit:i,ve.'...'he 

first appearance of this century-long group of inspired prophets 

took place around. the year 900 B.C.E.,and their influence and 

existence lasted till,approximately,the year 621 B.c.E. and. no 

doubt even a tew years beyond this.These schools of writing pro­

phets have absolutely nothing in common with the .Lrnbiim. They are 

nowhere mentioned in the Hible, but we postulate their existence 

on the ground of definite facts and assert that they are the 

authors of many parts of the nible. 

They were deeply concerned with the development of the ~e­

ligion of Israel,with its puritication,and with the formulation, 

in writing,of the principles of Judaism as legal norms and standard3 

of laws.'l'hese prophets existed sid.e by side with the individual 

prophets mentioned in the two preceding chapters. '.L'hough none of 

its members are mentioned by name we may assume that some of the 

prophetic torerunners we have treated. of belonged to it,and the 

school vms continuous for practically three hundred years.'...'he wri­

tings which these prophetic schools left behind them indicate a 

great advance over the diviners and seers who left no writings 

end who did not even attempt to legislate :tor all the people. 

Our prophetic literary vvriters and legislators were supported. by 

the more righteous and Goel-fearing kings, tor otherwise the ':rork 



Ei 7 

which tiley did wollld have been impossible and. 'lrould have receiveri 

no sanction. 

~et us therefo2e briefly trace the history of theee liter-

a:ry prophetic schools. iVe read that upon the accession of .Asa to 
(103) 

the throne of Judah he carried on a sweeping religious re-

form.He removed the temple K:~shoth,the groves of Astarte,the 

sun-pillars ,and the images of every '.dnd which had crept into the 

religion of Israel from the surrounding heathen nations ,purged 

Israel of heathen divination (or,at least,tried to),and decreed 

that all divination henceforth was to be in the name of Jahweh 
{ 104) 

.The reforms of Asa were so sweeping that it is impossible 

to believe that he carried them out of his own accord and alone. 

ne must have been the ardent supporter of a prophetic party· which, 

realizing the necessity of cleansing Jua_aism from the me.ny foreign 

elements which had crept in,arose at this tirne,constituted itself 

as an official priest party,and then secured. Asa's sanction to 

carry out the above mentioned re:forrns.'l'hese prophets proceeded like-

wise to abolish divination as much as tney could and to clothe 

with the sanction of religion those features of it which could 

not be dispensed with,at the same time eliminating some of the 

most objectionable foreign elements • 

.J:iand in hand with this movement which vras of a prohibitory 

and negative character muet have gone a positive one,a fl8.t dec­

laration of the principles ot Jahwism,in which the doctrines and 

creeds in whose behalf the reiormation of Asa was undertaken were 

embodied in a small law code. ~his code is commonly referred to 

as the second code of the covenant or C 2,,and consists of Exodus 
(105) 

33: 12-34:26,a:.rid in addition a ::.ew V:;rses in 1:un1bers .~uch 

laws as 11 '~'hou she..lt not boVJ r10Hn 'to 3-notner g'odn a..."'lct 11 '.:.'hOLl 
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shalt not malre ;nolte:n iznE,ges·1 sre lJrinciples \7hich embod.;;,r 1.Jhe U...'1-

derl;:?ing puqJose of the reformation of .-i.sa.'.1..'he prophets who wrote 

dovr.a. this code were primaril;y s-caw::.ch ievotees of the desert r;od 

Jahweh;they hated the lianaanitic culture ancl corrupiion,ancl tried 

to cleanse the worship of Jahweh ot@ much aE this foreign dross 

as they c oula.. • .1..he;:,r therefore emb oa.i ed in writing tile ideals of ti:1e 

pure worship of Jahweh,and presented them in the form and charac-

ter of a covenant which Jahweh was making with the people. Uf 

course if they .had given out the covenant in their own name ti:ie 

chances are that their authority would have been questioned and 

the~t the people woula_ not have been impresses with it. ,j.t.ey tl:.ere-

rore seizeel upon the historical tigure of ~Ioses,represented him 

as the recipient of the covenant, an cl w-rot e a hist or- ical backgro and 

with him in the center so as to give sanction to their cod.e.So:;ie 

thirty years .later a similar literar~1 prophetic party from the 

kingdom of Israel took the code into the northern kingdom,ad.-

aptea_ it to tl.1eir own purpose,changing it in places to conform to 

the dif:terent conditions preveiling ti1ere,out leaving the motive 
( 106) 

intact,and produced C 1, the second code of ti1e covenant,for 

the pu_rpose of purifying the worship of J2hviei1 in the Northern 
( 107) 

lingdom • 

.i!'rom now on the :prophetic schools of this nature increased. in 

nurn~-:ier and in scope. ~·rom the yeax 800-740 the so-called first 

Jahwistic prophetic school (J 1) continued -che preceding literary 

and reformatory act iv it ie·s, '.'Ii th the counter-:i10veme~t o·f t£1e first 

Elohistic prophetic literar,</ school (E 1) in the northern kingdom 
"t/ 

at the same tirne.£:ach produced a lege,l code and wro~e certain por-
~--

tio:ns of the .Lora.h to regulate the life end conduct of .the people 

and to puri: y the religious vrorship.~ . .lore and more :Lcoreign religious 

.l 

I 
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customs and rites "vvere tl1ro..,.·m ofi,e.nd. tbe worsi1ip ot Jalr::eh pur-

ifiec. a. lit-cle iaore.:Ifrou '140 to •v9U in Judah the seconcl Jahwistic 

1 • • ( T >.) literary propnet1c school v ~ J c'ontinuecl its activity.?rophetic 

activity ceased in Israel with the year 722,but the northern pro-

phetic party trans:Ler1'ed itsel:t to Judah and continued its liter­

ary and propheti~ a.ctivities as the second :2lohistic school (3 2) 

in Judah tor a time.l!'r9m 690 to 640 the third Jahwistic school 

( J3) carried on its work ,making great strides in the purification 

of the worship and in the promulgation of a superior God concep-

tion.Each one of these successive prophetic literary schools ad-

ded a little to the enhancement of the importance and greatness 

of the power of Moses. 

About the year 621 another prophetic literary movement devel-

oped with the fixed object and the avowed purpose of abolishing 

all the various local shrines,of ridding the national worship of 

the constantly recurring elements of defilement,and of setting 

up again more firmly and more unmistakably the guiding principles 

of Judaism.~hese schools,as it seems,carried on their activities 

independently of the great literary prophets like Isaiah,Amos, 

ana.. l:iosea,who flourished at the time of the Jahv1istic schools. 
~ ,.,. . 

According this prophetic party of the year 621 wrote the original 

Parts of Deuteronomy (D 1 ) ,and. on the basis of this law be.ok 

which they represented as having been written by Moses,as then 

having -oeen lost e.nd :t'inally IOUild ·by themselves,they Ihnduced 

Josiah to carry out another sweepL1g reform. lt legislated more ana. 

more against all kinds of divinationand set up the prophecy of 

~oses as the acme of the prophetic revelation.~ secondary (D &) 

and even tertiary ( D 3) school of Deuteronomist prophets arose, 

modified and amplified the book,anCL finally redacted their work 
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-and all "the l)rec ed ing legi slB.t ion into a large c om9endium. Several 

references to the Deut ero::iomi stic prophetic school seem to appear 

in .Lings,which books \'.'ere written by the various .Deuteronomic an-

thors,l.e.II Ii.21:11 and II ::n.2;;;~;Tt seems to me that the pro-

phets here ment ionea. are those of the Deut eronomic school. 

Deuteronomy, together with the Hooks of Aings,the product of 

the srone school,of prophets,demonstrate the greatest headway in 

the reformation and spiritualization of a.ivination • .in fact Deut-

eronomy has the highest conception of prophecy next to the great 

prophets. ,~hereas the older sources of Samuel retain the henotheis-

tic conception,which renders such a reformation impossibble,the .ooo ~ ... 
of Deuteronomy has the one God, the one central sanctuary. Jorking 

on the basis of the prophets of the u and the E schools, both of 

which did a considerable amount of I'eformation and purification 

of the vrnrship, both 01· which legislated against divination,the 

.ueuteronomistic prophets demonstrate the ·strongest aversion to 

divination of all kinds.~t absolutely forbids any and every kind 
(108) 

of' divination • The prohibi t<ion of divination is mean.t to 

prepare the way for the commendation of prophecy,ana. the entire 

minds of the prophetic writers are influenced by their sense of 

the contrast between the respective functions of the prophet ani 

the diviner.Of course,as we have previously hinted, the advanced 

and lofty point of view of Deuteronomy regarding the absolute 

prohibition of divination was not reached until a:fter many prev­

ious stages had been traversed.~he distinction between divin­

ation and prophecy was not orizin2l in the religion of Israel • 

ln the early da;ys of the national religion and r1is"Gory divinat­

ion had been a popular and approved 9ractice.rteal prophecy had not 

Yet appeared on the scene,thoagh the predisposition to it kept 
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·manitest ing it self in t.ne inspired ch2r ac"t er s which followed. 

The Books of Swnuel contain evidences of a later-age truer 

spiritual monotheism. It is stated in extenuation of Saul's vi-

sit to the witch of :Lr1dor that Saul removed. from the land all the 
(109) 

6voth and Yid.onirn .It states likewise that there are only 

three legitima'te means' of divining ( i.e of consulting ,Jahwe:'l) ,as 

follmvs:d:ceams,sacred. lots,ana. prophets.While this view of the 

later portions of Samuel is preprophetic, it illustrates the ten-

dency to regard all the methods of divination as illegitimate. 

Deuteronomy and .Iings go still further in their ar:caignrnent of 

divination.~he Deuteronomic school admits that dreams are permit-

ted as a means of consulting Jahweh (but not the dreams of the 

diviners or false prophets) ,likewise the prophets(in the older 

sense.But neither Deuteronomy or Kings mentions the Urirn anct the 

Tummirn and never uses the term~ "Sha.al B~' ,which refers to 

divination by means o!'· the sacred lot .Hut they do use the term 

nDarash Badonoy"' ,which means consultation of the :Deity through 
~ 

the medium of a prophet. On the other .hand the great prophets use 

the. term Darash Badonoy to denote the seeking after God -;;ith the 

full conscience and the soul and not the consultation of -qim thru 

the prophet .by 11 seek Godll', Isaiah, tor example ,means that the peo-

ple should follow the teachings of God as revealed to them through 

their moral conscience. 

hemarkable as were t.r1ese literary prophetic sc.1ools a...'1.d great 

as were their achievements,they are a far cry from the moral puri-

ty and the lo±·ty ethical religion.sness of the great prophetf:.. ·.1e 

have no evid.ence that the great nrophets favored the 1.vork of t.he 

Jahvri::;,t ,.Zlohist ,or Deuteronomist ~nro~'"Jhetic schoole.On the con­

trary there is reason to believe that they had no sympathy for 



these pro1)hetic ,,10verne~Lt8 a..'1d literar~' activities.Jere;aiah,711-10 

lived an(l ln·eachect c.t the time of the Deut eronomic re:forme..t ion, 
(110) 

states that the l~inz pen of the scribes had written in vain 

refer:: ing clear 1;7 to the .)e ut eronomic prophet E and to their wor?:_. 

3ut we must li~~ewise remember that the great prophets were cen-

turies ahead of their contemi_Jor.aries in ;.:.ioral concept and in re­

ligious purity.r;:nfy themselves :treely statecl that the lJresent gen­

erations could not com_Drehend their words. '.:.1hey seemed to them snd 

perhaps even to us too radical in their denunci.:: t ion of every-

thing •. Ve may be sure that the Jahwist,Elohist,and l:Jeuterono;nist 

prophetic schools tried to deal with conditions they were and 

better the actually existing conditions as much as 

not to preach vainls tor the estt:Lb lishmen t of ideal conditions 

whicl1 have not yet and perhc:ps never will oe realized. :he~1 could 

not abolish all divination ~ith one Etroke of the pen:they there-

fore ilad to tem_porize,to compromise '.vith it.Each su,;ce,::ding sc_hool 

abolished a10re and more of d.ivination,of for(-;ign religious _p:cac-

tices,establis[rnd more and more o:f a spiritual God con;;eption,and 

indeed they were really sincere in their work.~hat they accom-

plished a great rleal is absolutely undeniable ,a.na. jt1dgea. from this 

stendard of actuality it 1as the pen of the great pro,hets w~ich 

seems to have written in ve,in.' ... 'hat the lit,rary prophetic school:.:: 

could ,:1ot a::id did not &tt;&in to the lleights reached by the liter-

e.ry _prophets is surely not their ±ault. Hence 7le cannot un0.e1'es-

tirnate t~1,=.ir importance in tl--ie hisL:o::y o:i tnt: clevelopwe11t of pro-

pf1ecy. 

Institutional prophec~ as evidenced in the ~eite~onoillistic 

sc:nool Jarne to '='D eno_ shortl~1 e.:'.:::er the pred_uction o:· the 3ook 
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the o pe:::1ir1g ·::hi ch the book it sel± g2ve to the _;r iest s. One of t i1e 

chief le~islstive ~oints of the abolition of the vnr-

ious local ;:,::cnctuarie::: arid the :neking of the temple 2.t JerLlsalem 

the central sanctuarJ1.~-iccordinglJ",it had. to legislate that the 

priests and levites -vvho had .hitherto officiated at these local 

shrines could. come to the temple at Jerusalem a:.1.d should. be s.ccer1-

ted as the equals of the Jerusalem 9riests.This,ho~ever,the Jeru-

salem priests refused to do.~hey thereby set aside the decree of 

the Jeuteronomist pro9hets,ignoring and scorning it~and consti-

tuted ther~1selves es a hiere.rc.h:y,cont:::·olling all _public -..vorst.ip and. 

the· regulation of the religious li:'- e of the people. '2he prophet.:::, 

their a.iota disregarder'.1.,haa. to make we~-:/ for the priests,and it is 

the priests who rule froo now on • . 
'.2he last great remaining co de of the Pent at each, the Priest l~' 

Coa.e,'ues written "f:,y the _priests,:1hereas C 1,8 8,J,E,and ::r:ieutc:ro-

nomy were written by the prophetic schools.~he first great prophet 

after this time,:Szekiel,is a priest,and. is more co11cerned. with tl1e 

glorious resurrection of tl"' ... e prie2thooa. and the restoration of the 

sanctuary than Hith the moral and. :=piritual regeners.tion ·7hich 

the great pro::ihets maae the bE,sis of their preacnments.=zeL:iel 

nimself is b;y no means to be con.siiJ. ered &. great lil; erar;/ _pro f)i1et. 

This is the end of the g~ea~ ~ovesent rrom divination to pro-

Phec;y,culminatins in the unpai·allelec~ lite:r:s,ry pro~')h(;ts.:.:'hey re;i-

resent the ne plus ultra,the ecme,of purity of God conception,of 

tmi ver sal m.or 2,l perfec;t ion. l:ot nine; cw be a'.idea. to them; nothing 
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b t .-.'~e-.-, '"""la" can. e a,·\, , •• :::-. , ., =-~~om them. '.::'he;y ur1ique as the 2roulest pro-

duct of Israel's reli~ious ~eniu~.~hey ~re Israel 1 s ans~ers to the 

questions it as~ed itself during each generation in the days of 

its eE~rliest develo·~·ment- '1 .Jh;y divin&.tion? ·1 .':l:he great prophets 

are the finished produ.ct,ano_ ·.ve shall now turn to a discussion of 

tb.eir li:e and rrork so as to demon2trate their absolute break wit.ll 

the past and the unfEtho;nab le distance TJhich · separa't es t he.n from 

the diviners,the 3o~n,the Chozim,the Nebiim,the prophetic fore-

runners,and the prophetic literary schools,all of whom i:vere their 

temporal and spiritual predecessors. 
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.::..ven a casual :perusal of tbe 1:rr it in.gs of the tsreat prop.i.;.et s 

will bring us race to face ~ith a great problem which we have 

.hither-to avoided uent ioning. Are the;; in a class by themselves, or 

are they the highest development, the crest, of the movement whicn 

began with Samuel t:md has its root in earl:,' a.ivination • .l"e,of course 

are incliD;ed to the latter view.Practically the only authority W'ho 

represents the first point ot view ie Professor lloses ·~1uttem·1ie-

ser.He admits -chat the institution of prophecy was com;non to Lll 

the religions of the Orient, that its origin lies far back in t:ne 

primitive stages of T'?ligious developmen-c,and that it was incU-

genous to Israel even as it was to all the other nations of the 

ancient orient .But he states likewise -che.t the literary or spir-

itual type of prophecy was from the very outset a distinct spe-

cies,in pronounced opposition to the popular and primitive pro-

phecy.'.l.'here is undoubtedly 2 great a_eal of truth in this view and 

we can t:wcept the greater part of .it -v7mtho11t impairing our own 

stanclpoint.Op:posed. to Prof. Buttenwieser' s point of view are the 

great scholars,Joyce,3udde, fuobel,and others,·aho,like ourselves, 

believe -Chat great prophecy is the highest develo_pr:rnnt of ec.rl;y 

prophecy,after a long rieriod of change and evolution, so t.hc::.t the 

startling rapidity with which prophecy seemingly emerged from 

the lower forms may be easily anclerstood on the ground o::e· this 

long period of nerpar~tion. 

be this as it may ,the qaestion,though an int0:cesting o:ne,is 



t o+· t.he ,_,,.·eates+ importc:1oe.:::b.e viewpoint of ::ir. JuttercrieEer nC .i.. , • Cc- · v 

cP.6illS th.e lee.st bit too ext:ce::ie •. :e a 0,J·ree ·.-rith hio "that tl1e spi-
uv 

rittis.l prophets were a ~mique species,but they certs.inly sere not 

ignorant of 'ilhat had preceded them.'.2he~1 iid not -.vork out t:neir 

exalted a_octrines on the S.fHU' of the rnon;.ent,out onl~' after a long 

and thoughtful proceBs.'...'ne~' must .have been acq_u2.in-ced. i,vith their 

pred.ecessors,with tne rirophet-seers who carne before them and -.-,ith 

those who were contemporaneous with them. Hence, while v:e freely 

admit that the great prophets ·,c.rere a unique class, we ca..'1 under-

stand that they were not cut off ent. irely from the past and that 

the;y came to op:pose and :t-ight e.gainst earl;;: prophecy and. clivin-

ation only after a thorough study ot the concUtions of the pre-

v ious ano. of the existing t irnes. 

~he great prophets were the living depositaries of the idea 

of the kingd.om of God.They cut themselves away entirely from div-

ination and the methods of early propilecy. l.'hey followed higher, 

religio-ethical tendencies.'.i.'heir task was to make tbe divine prac-

tical on earth and recognized by all. ;...:hey are in the service of 

God alone ana_ they recognize no human authority. 'i1hey work,not for 

their own benefit or s.dvantage, but for the sake of God and his 

peoples.~hey preach,not of secular,but of religious matters,not 

of private but 01· pu.blic concerns •. iherea8 ciivination seeks to dis-

cover the will of G-od ·o~r superna"tur.s.l raeans·, the prophet.s seek to 

tell the people the will of God ".7hich cannot and does not have to 

be discovered by supermundane methods but can be perceived in the 

moral conscience 01· each and e.ny·individue.1. 

'.:'he prophets realized the moral corruptness ot their people 

and trie:l to open their E;~1e;:; to the 21erception of the f'o.ct that 

Goa.. is the :7l.O:r al r alsr oi t.he Lilli verse snri, th0.t onl;y e. nation o uil t 
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would a."d could endure • .i.:ot so the c1iviners • .i..'11e;;/ had no d.ivine in-

spiration.' .. 'hey cared only tor hmnen a:::=cairs,vlith no higher :noral 

goal,with no loftier vision of the supreme moral law.~hey are in 

the service of human beings a:::i.a. are hire·i and p0id tor this p11r-

pose.Jhereas the diviner had hot risen be~ond the part of a sup-

ernatural advisor,ready to exercise his powers in the interests 

of the consultant,to supply only to the individual the reso11rc.es 

of supernatural power and knowledge, the prophet comes forward , 

not pr ima.rily in response to the peo ::ile 1 s inquiries ,but spontane-

ously impelled by the convict ion tD.at God. has p11t words into his 

mouth,a message which he had to deliver,eq_uivflent to a divine com~ 

mand. This ·.vas the prophets' ati:; it 11de toward their task and mis-

sion, immeasurably superior to the point of view of their pred.e-

cessors end to the conceptions of the multitude of their own 

day.'.l'heir d.octrine of the universality of the moral law was ab-

solutely new,because before their time real universal monotheism 

was un~movm. 

~hus the task of the prophets was to promulgate the doc-

trines tha"t l.fod 1 s government ai1d. interests were not merely nation­

al but universal;that righteousness is not merely tribaln,6r rac­

ial,but '.vorld-wid.e.'..L'hese ideas are not mere abstractions,but prin-

ciples of the divine government and of the right human life.Ab-

solute compliance with the will of Jahweh,absolutely faithful 

worship of rlim,the recognition of the community between iJOd and 

man in tne conscio11sD.ess of the people,ond the leading of a noble 

and God-fearing life,these ~ere the doctrines to ~he promulga-

t ion of 1Nhich they dedicated their lives •. Ji th the terrible weapon 

Of God.' s :retributive righteouenesE they sOUf.S.ht to coerce a:ncl curb 
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the iclolatro:.is an1 i!nmor,s,l leanings of their nation 2.nc1 to L~olc1 

their i1earts tru.e to the allesi2_·1ce of ti1e living "}od;00 oeat. a'c 

one with .dim.i.'his position of moral leaders.hip '<'iae ever ;aain­

ta.ined by the great prophets. ~'hey were never passive instrurnen0 s 

of divination,to say yes or no when the springs were touched by 

an inq_uiring hand,but they \lere active in tq;ing to arouse the 

people to a realization of their God-giYen opportuni"ties. Altha 

they came apparently to predict doo;n, they were essentially the pro­

phets of faith and hope. ~he nation may have been doomed,but they 

possessed the more glorious and the more comprehensive vision 

of the universal dominion of Uod.,of God:' s greater pr1rpose,and 

of" the conEequent and ultimate regeneration of Israel and,through 

Israel, of ~11 mankind. 

the early prophets and the diviners forwea a definite and a 

separate class or caste.·J.'he priest::: ana_ the levites all came 

from a certain trioe,ana the diviners and the early prophetic 

schools formed classes or trade groups. nut the great pro~het s 'work 

was a_one separately, and ttey did not work as memoers of an in­

st Iii.tut ion • .J'or them Jod reveals himscl1 not only to ti"u ti:CO) 13t 

bllt to ever~: individual,ar1d this revel2tion ta;rns place immed-

iately a::-1cl urn:1ista~:acly h1 ef;..ci1 :112.n' s moral conr:ciousness.:::ow 

this convict ion o:t" s pro ±Oll .. :nd sense of their divine mi s5ion &.nd 

the force· of ti18ir claim to spes.J: in the na;ne o:f :;od· establishe11 

itselt L1 the minds of the prophets is O:!.le of thfj nost fm1d2..i11sn-

tal :prolJ lerns in the pr, ycho log;:,r ot r eve lat ion. Years o:f" tho 11.ght ful 

brooding , of conscious pondering over the errors of their ~ec­

:ple, over the relc,t ion between iJocl and man, impe lleCl them to spea'!.c. 

~hey had to anEwer ~he call whether they strove to resist it or 

not. l"t sw:u1on0c'" tl"1e::1 to tirn work of G-ocl 11.>:::e 8, fire i:J:;_r:ning irre-
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'.:.'he prophets disdained. to claim an;,1 ot.f.;.er aut:r1orit~; than the 

intense conviction .. l1ic:1 th.e~1 11ad. oi- their i)srsonal mi.ssion.Une 

cf the chief characteristics 01· the prophets is the vehe:i18nce and. 

the force .'lith which tlrny assert th;~ ir claim to speak in the name 

01· Jahv:en.Ho man,no men,could l1ave endured so severe ana so long 

continued a strain of opposition,of oclium,of persecution,and dan-

ger of deat11,had they not been upheld by the most .:_)rotou...YJ.d sense 

of tneir divine mission.lhey nad the invincible conviction of 

the realit,y 01· their d.ivi:ne com:nission.'.;_'beirs vms t.he invidious 

and mn:elcome task: of denouncing tl1e Vffath of God upon the 

immorE.lity and injustice of the nation the:y loved so much and 

of proclaiming that the divine punisl:1ment vvou.ld inevitably en-· 

sue,since they ~new that the people could never be moved to re-

pentance and to the alteration of their course of conduct. 

The diviners livea_, from their fees;the court prophets were 

supported by the king;the prophetistic guilds supported them-

selves from a.Lns,presents,and agriculture • .uot so the prophets. 

i:~ach of them had. a regular occupatio;1,and disdained the taking of 

money ±or prophesying the '.:ror d of God • .Amos, for exa;nple, v1as a shep-

herd and trimmer of sycanore trees. i/her eas the early prophets an..i 

diviners had to have signs ancl per:torm Eliracles , the prO.::"lhets 

discara_ed both of' thern • .r..ven :Deuteronomy states that the true pro-

phet can be distinguished from the false one onl~ in that the 

sign of the true pro9het ~ili come true. ~he prophets,however, 

abolished the sign altog·ether, since they ·.vere perfectl;; con-

vinced of the realization of their prophecies ~ni of the ieality 
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a-rid urger:.:;:; o~· tl18ir call. :2sL.h o~-iC'.C: a2. =ed -:::il:.g ~.;.haz to requ.eEt 
. ( lll) 

to hear!:en to hir:.1 a,n.5_ .vill a.a ~o if he )ron1i;:es a sign. !hereas 

were a:=~ecl to,Isaia.:n vola .. Yltaril~i o:t"ered .d.haz a sign so as to 

convL1ce th.e d.oubt:tul and wavering iuOnarcl:,.vhom he slread.y thought 

half impressed,of the earnestness of his speech.·i.'hus it ~1appens 

that one or tv'lO signs are :nentionec1- of the canonical prophets • 

.i:he great prophets abolisbed all intermediaries between God 

and man.Each man could have free access to God through his moral 

will and by freeing himself of his preconceptions and prejudices. 

~rophecy therefore discarded once and for all the apparatus of 

divination,Eome ot which,like the EpI::.ocl e.nd tne Urim and .;.'Wrnnim, 

had been taken over into the official religion.~hey threw aside 

e~ll seer et means and external appliances and machinery. iJod, they 

asserted, spea~rn directly and immediately to the mine_ of the pro-

phet and of <::ll men ·:.rithout the intervention of other or 1Jny 

means.The prophet thus _1Jecame the point at which ;od's revelation 

and will to Israel was open and tluent ,not congealed into dogmas, 

formulae,mechanical devices,and institutions:A±'ter the advent of 

the great prophets and through them a,ll other wc.,ys of knowing and. 

learning the will of J.od gradually were given up. 

de L-1eartily concur nith Dr • .l:luttenwieser in his belief :ee-

garding prophetic inspiration.ne states in ,art .~~he inspiration 

Of the literar;:J 'rophets and the rnantic possession of the older 

prophets are two distinct phenomena proceeding from radically 

diff'erent stat es of minrl and not, as it is nidely thought, from 

a common psychical oasis. inspiration, as tile great lite:crr~1 prophet 

Dr.i.derstooa it ,is the governing principle at the root oi' the new 
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fact literar;y prop;H::cy is tm1deJ11er1tall~1 '3._ifterent :troni. the _;;ire-

in :no sense 

be considerea the offs_:;:iring or the continu.ation of the older pro-

phec;y, out must be regarded as a movement essentially independent 

and of its own kinci..The more '.7e puzz.Le over the distinct ions 

and :iifterences between the li -cerary prophets and their 9rede-

cessors t11e more are we inclined to believe, with Prof. Butt en-

wieser,that their precedence is in time only,and not in essence 

and evolution,and that prophetic revelation must be accou..71.ted 

the spontaneous creation of the immediate product o:t· the 
(112t 

rational, intuitive l1w:nan mind_ • 

'.l:'he eqstasy of the older prophets is an entirely different 

thing from the inspiration of the literary prophets. The earlier 

prophets' ecstasy was subnormal;under its in:f:'luence the Uebiim 

talked incoherently;the subnormal acti"vity of the rilind was so 

intense that it was insensible to influences from without and 

lost control ot its own operations.•his ecstatic excitation was 

usually self induced most often by rabid forms of rausic among 

the Hebrew 11ebiim.'.i.'he l~abi saw ecsTa"Cic visions,he dreamed ecsta-

tic drea1ns,in this convulsed and exhausted condition in which he 

ab solut el;y lo st his normal consciousness a..-rid in -;•;hie h his or-

dinary mental functions were temporarily suspended. ~n this state ., 

the Nabi does not :cnow what he is to say and what his utterences 
(113) (114) 

v1ill be ,a state akin to insanity in which the deity ab-

2011-ltely possessea_ the prophet and forced him to d.o as he(ths 

deity) wishecl,the _prophet bei::-1g sirnpl;; the passive re-cipient of 

the deit;y1 s HJeSEage.:DreadiS,as well as visions,-.,vere,arnong the 

early _prophets,ascribed to intercourse ·with and _possession by the 



rleit;yt naving tl.te valt1e of 1ivi:..ric..tions and :.rernotlons. 

On the other hand the of the literary prophets 

h~d TIOthing in common ~ith this ecstasy of the proJhets of the 

older type,a state which could trn artificiall~7 :prorlucec. at will. 

lt is altogetl-1er cUstinc-c I:rom _Dro_rfr1etic possession,'.7nich ;lleD,YlS 

the absolute :.passivity ot the mind in orcier to beco1::ie the rnedium 

of divine revelation.~he characteristic of the true prophet is 

that he retains his consciousness and self-control lL.'1.der revel-
115} 

ation .Jith the early prophet the revelation was induced by ar-

titicial means a;icl was subject to the will of the agent,irres-

11ect iv e of his mar al stat as •. \Ii th the literary pro~)het s the revel-

ation came unsolicitedtirresti:stible,ana_ only to sunh individuals 

w110se moral 11atures g_ualitied them to i.:,erve as chan::iels of revel-

at ion. 

~he visions of the great literary prophets likewise are by 

no means related to the ecstatic &reams anrl visions of the iiivin­
( 116} 

er.~he visions of the literary prophets are in the nature of 

a spiritual e:x:;erience,and since these ca:nnot be ex:::iresses direct-

ly, the _prophets resort to an indirect method of description. i_;_•o 

them has come a divine moment 71hen they have beheld the mz.csters 

of life revealed,when they have pierced to the reality of things 

as though Dy a divine intuitiontwhen their individual illinr has 

stoorl face to face 111ith -Che in:tinite,universal rnind. as ::ealizecl 

itself the chosen instrwnent of God's purpose. Such spiritual 

experiences are the fruit,not of an inert,passive L1ind,b:it of 

a mincJ. consc5..oLrnly sount'iing the very <~epths of its oei:ng,a f11ina_ 

awakeneo to the fullest realization of its moral an.ct spiritual 

con:::.titu.tion. 



those of ~ilOE 8:1-2 ~na Jeremiah 1:11-14. 

impen1ing,and ever;thinz he eeeE serves but to recall that cne 

ket: of' tr·ui"'v reminds A.mos of· hie geo)le ripe for j .. vlsrnen-c;a bt1d-

~ing aLnona twig reminds Jeremiah oI his people flo~ering for 
( 117) 

clestr uct iou. .Similarly,a boiling pot ~ith its spout iacin~ 

the north reminis Jeremiah oi:' the seething ruin .... . navion 

tram tb.e north Uab;;rlonia) 'Nill bri:1g d0«'7:.'l U:)Ol1 Jud_n~.·~'his is the 

real e::.~planat ion of the 9rophetic vision. ln :zekiel we 2eern to 

;neet ~.~.-~t·n e ... n oc;=:s.EiC:c.~~J. ~:-,l:~~,lc."L.: 

( i1t:) 
pro.: 

.. J:ce J.1 the ~-:,,ile o:t· t:·:e o.lder 
( 119 ) 

• 

The diviners andt the court pro~hets,the Tiebiin Eni th~ 

see:::-s,re:naine·3. :Lait.hfal to the sta-se EcnClc to the recogrlizecl state 

religion.' . ..'.he re~d prothets 1 ideal,hov;rever,vrns the ulticrn.te -,-rnl-

fare of the state.~he propnet did not wholly ignore the indiv-

irlual,but !1is interest in him. «-ras d.etern1ine'3 ·b;;-his value and 

sie;nificance to the co,1r:iunity e.i.:; a ',7n9le .... 'he literary :r.-iropl:.ets 

,rnre opposed to the recognize~' 2ta't;e religion,1Hhereas the nebiira 

and court grophets 7Jho u~cle t.i1ei:r living- fro;J it lo~all;; Sll}!-

.:ported. it and 1:1ad. to su.p1)ort i~ .• '~lie ,;rea:t grop.he"'cs o_;;;posei tne 

n2tional ~orship jecause they felt that the }eo2le 02re not 

siacere;tnat they 70rship.:pei ]od ~bile guilty of the 30St im-

·~oc~er~.~he pro~hgts did not oppose reli~ion in itself;tjey iii 



lent 2~d rulers.:~eir gredictions 

300m ~oa~~s~ to their ~e~izhted auditors es tie ran~est t~eason. 

was 01ten forced to flee ror his life.~he )rophets ~ere impelled 

by their U:..1.flinchi::J.g sense of dut;;.r to set t:nemselves in clirect 

opposition to the curre~t of po9ular opinion,and t~ey nere there-

fore very often the objects of general suspicion and dislike, of-

ten of open enmity. 

Yet the real prophets were not aemagogues,~nd the thought of 

overturning the state never entered their minds. ~hey merely 

wishec'. to purifs the state, to make it realize its divi!le mission. 

Ofttimes it iM:..cl..e them counsellorf.~ of submission to foreign Domin­
( 12o·J 

ation,e.g.Isaiah, ... vh<b,in the fwr1ous passag·e , ur,;eE D.is people 

to have faith in God ,to repudiate their pernicious pact with 

Assyria ccrhich he foresll\-"l vvould eventually lead to their being 

involved in the meshes of international politics,and to purify 

their lives.Of course the king,pleased with the protection which 

his agreement with this powerful foreign po 0Ner afiora_ed hirn, and 

regarding this pact in the nature of a masterly st:coke,could not 

understa:ad -;r1hat Isaiah meant by this 2~clmonition • 

.i.'he prophets were tbe ri6~~:__!lpholders o:f the _:_)rinciples of 

theocratic lav.r ,never rnem!1er s of w unscr u_pulo u.s hierarchy. -.7here-

as the diviner alwa2s retained the possession of tbe ]ublic~~8-

cause he vvas in syrnpc.th;y- -rtith the gois of t~'1e oom.rnunit;y and l'1is 
", .. ,.-1"1)7 

work rs held to be wholl;y :i:rienclly,th.e literar;y prophet was io:r-

biacten to 2peak,waE :irancled. as c. traitor and a re0el,and his 

following ~as con~i~ed to but r few fait~ful disciples.Isaiah 



teronomist scn.ool, -i.eze~ds,.i.1. :aE u just ancl rigi-1teOLlS :Jan. It ca~-

even be lilrnly "that at firr~t l;:;.aiar.:. advised a::~d counselle6. l:::.ez-

e"ltiah, out that at the lat er .!_)er iod of ~ii s life he 'iesert ed_ :lim 

'.7hen he sew the.t his word_s ·,7ere unheeded ar~a- his counsels ~1ot 

follov.red.As a general rllle the _prophets treel;; gave co:J.r1::-el to 

tlv,ir ~-dngB, out they '.vere never [:;.eeded. 

The element of prediction pla;yed a ver;y important part with. 

the iliviners ancc the earl;>i prophe"ts. lt al)pears that Sa;nuel,Elijah, 

and ~lisha,and others,all predicted individual things and. that 
(121) 

they were tulfilled • Predict ion,however, is the least essential 

element ,in :tact no element a"t all,ot real prophee:;.'l'he propirnts' 

onl::,r :·:tear1s to force the people to :'..ollo7r tneir teg_ehi:::--1gs ·was b~1 

warnings, th.r eats, and pr edict ions of disaster which t r .. c;y saw would 

con:ie if their words ·7ere unheeded. '.i.'hey pr eC.icted,:not "to satisfy 

curiosity or "to reveal "the future in idle wa~,·s,out alwa~'S threat-

ening and promising. '.::hey resorted to predictions only occasionally 
(182) 

and only on moral grou..rids, to shake the people out of tl1eir 

snug complacency and self-center eel cont e11tLrnnt. ~'he pr edict ions of 

the prophet~ are rather their higbest ideals carried over into 

the resion of' the fLi_ture and visualized ,as ex_pres::;ions of their 

sublime faith in ~od. 

~he prophets laid no claim to ~ny supernatural occult powers. 

However author i tat i vel~,r the;y dee lared_ that tne j udg1:1en t ws.s near 

e.t hanrl,t!1e:v openly admitted the 1L~1i"'.iations of t~ieir .o.wnan in-

sight in regara_ to the attendant cire;urnstances,the how,the tir""1e, 

ani the oth8r details.~heir predictions of hope,of aestrQction, 

of ~mticipatio~1,are to oc co::--~::ia_ered,not prer.'iotioas,r;ut political 
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contemporaries po int ed taunt inelY i:;o trieir unful± illed_ pro ph­
( 123) 

ecies an::l sousi1t to r~1:;.ke light of t.i1eir propl1etic gifts 

~hey were serenely confident that the essence of their prophecies, 

the moral truths -.7hich under la;y ana anima tecL them, ::emaine d to rev er 

secure and u:rtassailab le. 

'J..'he li terar;y prophets themselves took great pains to deny and 

disclaim any connec'cion between their revelations and the CLivin-

ation of the official prophets of their day or the divination of 

the recognized prophetic guilds which was the same divination as 

was pr act iced by the older prophets. '.i..'hey had nothing but loathing 

and reproach tor the morbid and artificial vision of the diviner 

and the phrenet ic ravings of the soothsayer • .1. hey :never let one 

opportunit;y go by to bring out clearly the distinction between 

their owr.. prophecies and vaticination,and to repudiate vvith con-

tempt and scorn the belief that tney had anything in com.lllon with 

tte pr of essional prophets. Amos, for example, though per£iap.s res em-

bling the professional prophets of his da~ in mere dress and bear-

ing,as evidenced from the fact th~t .Amaziah addressed him as 
( 124) 

Ghozeh and seemingly co ala. not tell the dift·erence between 

i:1im and them,~Jet denies most emphaticall;>' that he is 2- prophEt of 

this type. rte states tb.at he is neitr.i..er a prophet nor s. mem.ber of 

t.he prophetic guilds , but only a plain sycasnor e trimmer '.'lhom the 

realization of God's divine beasaGe had impe~led to the declar-

at ion of these truths.In fOint of time knos was the nearest of 

all the li~erary prophets to those excited and frenzied prophetic 

gu.ilcls of the tLne of Sarrrnel and J~lir:h&., :1et he is opposed to all 

forms of cl iv inat ion a:cirl to the gui la_s o "' tne prophets, even tho ugh 

tirnre are ::io clec.r re:'.:erences to th.ii.I.} sef~t •. :ie defines his cor..ce.:;>-



as a trQe means of revelation. 

Hosea S_Dec i:t ic ally denounces several torms of divination, 

and this attitllc1e ma;:.' be ta.Ken as chc:.r[~cteristic of bis attitu.de 
( 125) 

against c.11 :!:orr:1s of divination .nis pure and. uoral idea of 

the relation 7thich should preve,il between G-o d. a11d lsr ael st amps 

:cim as racUcally O_f)l'JOsea_ to the .:J_ivination and the lJe-biim of 

his days.Isaiah it was who attacked divination the most severely 
( 126) 

of all the great prophets ,daubing the divinatory pr2ctlbces 

v:hich appear to have been very '.'!icle-spread among the people of 

the time (740) as b.eathenish,and as theretore incornJ)atible with 

the religio::.'l of Jahvveh. ln Jeremiah, living an.ii working one hm1-

ired years after lsaiah,the movement against all forms of divin-

ation,legitimate as nell as ofticial,reaches its crest.he denies 

divination per se.~ossessing the highest possible conception of 

man 1 s spiritual relation to God,he robbed the idea of divina-

tion of s.11 content.rte states clearl;y ana_ unmistakably that man is 

uriable to ±athom God 1 s inscrutable will. .Lt is in the moral life 

onlJ th1:-.t man ;nay oe said to have conve1·se witb tne :;eit;y,-b~· at-

temptins to realize the moral ideals in life.rle rails atai~st 
( 1~7) 

all ~inds of diviners 

phetlsts,and aiviners alike,2nd denying catesoricall~ the ~ossi-

bility o:f re,?ela-'::ion ti1rou0h ,"reams or an~~ of these ot"-::.er we..;/s. 

ne defines clearly the nature ..f" _,_' 0 _i.. Ld1e true prophet,ana sta~e5 tnat 

true _:_oropirnc;y :_:annot .2'.0 hand. L1 i1and -.7ith e·:;zt.s,tic :'.'renz21 &'1.d 

gof;ses2ion •. ie rnay be si.1re tr~c.t tD.e t;-re2.t pro_phetE were a-:-;:ac~::-ing 
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~·.~i c o.11 a OfD.;_": l~l irl s 't ~--.. c~ t t _:r.:. e __ -,,::: o ~) J. e :: e;:: o r'c to i.L ~1 i:~ ~,_:OJ., ~1 }.JY c.c-

ticeE s .. :r1C. r0~~fl.ise to ~1i::aC. ti1e -~7la,t(:i.t1c:s o:: trL1e ~= 1 ro~1.-.1ec;,; 
( l~ ') ) 

{ 1;:;2 J 

• .lie lS 

.L ' 
Lilf:,ll 

calls the act o±· t!1e ... ,ebiim '1 Z::esem" ,and states that tl:e 
... ~ . . 
':l20l.C.C""V-

become clear tevideyitly censuring n.is :.ontem:ooraries fo:r tD.ei r 

blL1dnesl': in not being able to clistingL1ish the truG 1:Jrophet :::ro1;1 

tDe imitation one. 

Zachariah,living at ~ still later date,2taTss that the pro-

lJhets (l.Sebiim) ·:;il.L 'be Ci.riven out o± the ls.n.J. ~:reviou2ly to 

. . ·~ ' . 1 ' -11im .i....Ze.-: ie 1:..ad concter:m.ecl the JD.ozi111 a.nd. the ::ro2e;;1im,and attac·:-

ed. Eeriou.sly the L1stitutior1 of necromc.x1cy "N.nieh ]1ad. 11ec0Lie dee:p-

rooted in Israel's belief,perhags,as some scholars are incliDe~ 

to believe,due to the in:t'lllence of .uabylonia at ti1e time,altho 

it had previously existed in Israel.From 211 thi2 it will be clear 

th2t the lit:.::rary propl1etic schools of J,I:,a.n:l D,thougD. to D. 

certain e:xt ont they had :pur i :£ iect the institution and pr act ice of 

divination,nad not been able to purge the nation of it thor-

oug.hly • .ui v inat ion ot '"1any ~:in;ls ·and forms 

rJate,anc1 seems to have diS2-yyie2.red. entirel;y onl;y long 2.:f:ter the 

exile.lhe real proph0ts strove continuall~ against it,combatted 

it with all the t·ire of their tongues and ~::iens,and ss'.Y th8.t the 

people could not begin to accep~ their doctrines as true without. 

first getting rid of the~r divinatory practices.But despite all 

e:1tire instlti1tion clirectly s.ne. in their dG.ys. 

~ivination iinally 



Dii£.,_(1.·~1b.e e::·~B .. ct ::,i~·~·le o-f its (:'"iE::_~J:1?e[_raL1.ce 2c1 .... '.~1ct fJe clc:;_'iI1itely :le-

termined. Its tall -r12s 5.u.e tdl. tiie ;~rsc1ue.l :Jevelop1u1~nt of· tile idea 

of S]iritual monotheisn and to its gradQal infiltration into the 

Dinds of the people clu.ring,, the orucibls period of tirn ::..::xile. Its 

debacle was certain as soon as the prophets bad develo)ei their 

~reat doctrine of the ur1iversal moral God,and its absorption into c 

the belief of the people was from then on only 2 ~atter of ti~e. 

~he great postulates of the existence of the One God and that 

God's revelation requires no physical and material media under-

mined divination arter 2 long and bit~er struggle.Divination de-

clined concomitantly snd. pro:port ionet ely 'lli th the growth of this 

spiritual monotheism. ~1rom its ver~; begi:n.ning clivL1ation posited 

-po lytne ism ana. po 1~1d2errJ.onism, 17h i ch 'Here incom:pat i b le ·:ri th mono-

theism,even of a nation~listic ~ype.As a result of the opposition 

to divination lJrophec;y 5evelope~L more and more until the forrner 

was :ti:nall;y and completels abolished_. 

rolyt.heistic beliefs inevitabl~1 orougi1t the pr2ctice of c1iv-

ination into contempt and degredation.lne diviners,conceiving 

themselves to be the mouthpieces of' divinities to -.vhich ever-;; 

kind of evil '.·;es freely attribllted,felt it t!J.eir bou...""'ld.en cit1t~' 

not to interfere in the struggle of virtue against vice.The early 

a_ivi:ners were caught in the meshes of sorcery ,magic, and witch-

craft.~hey never dealt with the evils of the social order1~r pre-

sented. themselves as ardent chamsio~1s o:· the poor. and. O)pre.<::seCl.. 

£ few of Israel's diviners rose above the common herd and finally 

lea.. up to the cLevelopment of real prophecy,but the uajorit,y of 

the diviners oft:rn a:cid 0:tillingly p:::-ostituted w.hateYer gi:'ts 
..._. 
vr1ey 
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into the cleepest depths fu""'ld bec~.me the Ul18pe.red o-njects Q-f" a 

richly deserved cont~nptuous condemnation. 

Viewer. 'troffi a historical )erspective,1livinc.tion seems to aave 

been Bn elabo1'ate S~'stem of astute trickery. :1hether there was a:::i;-:/ 

real belief in it or not,the practice of divination encou.rac;ed 

talse methods ana_ ·turned men's mina_s away from immecliate eppeals 

to the deity and, in general,away from a spiritual conception of 

religion,which coula_ not developf until divination was abolished .• 

The people themselves may have believed in it,but the diviners 

themselves evia.ently vrere aware of the tric~s and the decep­
(131) 

tion they were practising. On the ethical side divination has 

been of no aa_vantage or benefit to society. It has out produced 

much deceit, llllCCnsc io us or conscious, ai."'1.d the res ult was b8.d. If 

the diviners did not believe in thei~ science they only fostered 

a Eystem of deceit rvhich did not bene:rit the world. Only in one 

respect,e.nd this a ver;1 dubious one,can divination be said to 

have been of the least benei'it.lt .helped to maintain t.he external 

apparatus o±· religion, which :for ancient life was an important 

thing,a.'ld fostered the observation of the nat11ral phenomena,es-

pecially the ~!_evelopmen-r; of" astronomy and anatomy • .3ut divination 

in its entirety belonged to a lower stage of hwnan thought,and had 

to disappea,r gre..a_ually before enlightenment. 
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?alse prophecy is a very ai~ficult phenomenon to describe • 

. :e ma.~r aE)sert al.most withom; ·che reax of cont:racliction that fe.lse 

prophecy did not exist as far as the people themselves went,and 

vre may be aLrnost as certain th&t the ±·a1se prophets t.LJ.emselves, 

while perhs.ps rege.rd.ing themselves as a little deceitful,still 

conceived of themselves as inspired oy the c1eity and may have 

even persuaded themselves to regard their self deception as the 

vrnrd of the cleity.For exarnple,the four hu.11dred prophets of iJ"lab 

who predicted to a ma.."1 that Ahab would. defeat the icing of S;yris. 
(1:52) 

·Here ab solut el;y sincere in their convict ion, i.ind_ e-v en if they 

were not absolutely sincere,they .had no intention of wilfully de-

ceiving the king.Zedekiah, the son of :.;anaanah,who ccnfic:l..ently 

predicted. by a oit of sympathetic magic tho.t Ahab would gore the 

Syrians with horns of iron, was certainly rao id.1~1 sine ere in his 
(133) 

pred,ict ion, 2.s -..vas Chananiah in his confident assertion that 

the fulfillment of his prediction ~ould follow before tno ~ears 

.!rnd passi!d.;dcaiah oen Yimlah for one moment never ctenies that 

these prophets vrere prophesying in the narne of Jahweh, 1Jut .he as-

serts that Jahweh nas puposely deceived them so as to lead. Ahab 

into ruin. 

rlence these so-called false prophets were not regaraed as 

false either r)y themselves or by the people. O'.Cll~i t~ie later gen-

er&tions,e;:;pecis,lly the great .orophets,considerec'. them as ±'s.lse 

prophete,because their psycaic experiences and ieclarations ~ere 



::wt the r::rn11ifestsTlons of 'c}1e spirit of God but onl;y oi- tne s_pi-

rit of the ~!eO)le of the times. :1.heir e2e2 v;ere blinde:l to the 

truth in the destinies of 

thsir :-1ation that they COllld not 'Jut ii1a'l.:e their s.T 1ient --1isl1 fa-

t!1er to the thought ,anct they therefore _pred.icted as real a::1d. 

sure to cotne that which their innermo8t beings and the inneriuost 

beings of their euditors desired, 3enue they paid more atten-

tior.. to the cou:..11sels of men ths_n to the cou..71.sel of God ;to the 

blinding a_eln.sions which sm'roana_ed tnen tb:m the inrn1oral con-

ditions and to the inevitable. reckoning which was bound. to corne. 

Of course many of these false prophets were really false,wil-

fully deceiving the people.Gorruption and degenerction crept in 

in many wass, es we shall shovv, 2.Ild as a result the real prophets 

bi~anded thern all ac false, as ::rnre mouthpieces of man and not of 

God.,as declarers of the prevailing i:1ooa of their liste.r1ers 211d. 

E,up"--:·orters,and not the advocates of God 1 s moral law. 

lt is thus onl~1 at a later do.te ,at the time of the real 

prophets,beginning with the ti:ne of .Arnos,thL:.t we have t.he so-

call ea :t"alse prophets. ~'here is ab E;Olut elJJr no m<~nt ion of false 

p:rophets 1)efore this time (740).Even the ones of Aliab cannot as 

yet be called 1alse propi1ets,for ~iicaiah recognizes tfiem cs ~'}ro-

phets of Jahweh,c:.nd at this ti.ae ti1ere ·;;ere J.10 :cee..l propi1sts to 

bra:a.d them as false.Surely the l~ebiim -uhom Jezebel lrilled ,the 

one hundred -.vhom Ooacli2.h hi1i in 2_ ce.ve, end the pro}?het ic guilds 

.Pe&.reG. c;.1 the sce11e \17as tl1Gre e.ria could. t~12r cc: ' ' r; 8 81.1 E LJ.Cil 8. 



.:;::,po':esrnen of the bac~cv.rard psople o:t t!H::i:c times.r::'.he cou.:rt pro2h-

e·:;s at tb.e ti~11e ot .Amos, Isaiah,Jeremiah,.':Wsea,r~ni.5 .. :Iica!l,of l.=al-

a.chi and ;!,schariah,these '.7ere the actual :talse .~Z-OIJiiets,and t.!.1e 

reasons for their c1egeneration vre s.i:rnll 11071 stu,1~1 • 

':2he false prophets began to lose t~1eir holo.. u~;on divine 

gui6 .. ance b~,,- making concessions to the.lr a .. esire ::·or ·'opnlL.r·it~1,cr 

tf'.e accep"tar.:.ce o::· s;i±"ts a:r1d bril:es,a::i.a likev1ise becau.se of ti:eir 

greea. and arnbition.r,;;he~' 1;ere a.e2endent :f:'cr their living on gifts 

a:nd on -che court,21H1 they .'.'ere thus temptec1 to give a:c1 s.nswer 

fa.vor2ble to the inquirer v:r:no '.'.JU: at the sa.rne time their oehe-

factor. '~'hey Ge,y he .. ve start ea.. out thinking themselves prophet:-: of 

.Jahweh,but the prophet who ne.ct once tarnrjered witl: the tr~:th £1ad 

committed. himself to a downward c ou.rse leading eventuall;'l to the 

lowest depths of hypocris~ and trickery.in the earlier stages of 

the life history of the false prophet ~elusions no doubt played 

a le.rger part than c onsc io us fraud. 

In the second place the false prophet was cleceivecl and mis-

led bv the oeoule whom he addres2ea.~hey were ~illing to ~ccept as 
~ - ... . - -

true the :talsehoods uttered to them in the name of :;::irophecy.·:'ne 

vitiated atmosphere proa.uced .. b:; the t,s,inted religiouE life of the 

people must al;::o 'be hela .. p2,rtl;y accountable i'oi- the i:nctivid .. ual 

failure of the false prophet Tiho,seeing that it was the line of 

leaf3t resist2.nce to tell t:Crn }Jeorile e.nd. the ralers '.7hGt they wa....ri-

throu3h progressive stages of s2iritual blind-

uecs ana_ pars.l::,isi::: L::1to u .. oono.ition of total inability to distin-
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guish truth irom tsl2ehood .... his i2 the '.7orst sta-;:;e,-,·;hen unco:asciou E 

self deceit ar:d. consciou:::. Ce<Je2tior: of others are so inter·,_;oven 

as to ·ba.f±.Le all BX1a1J·sis.':Lhe prophet's gradual deterioration 

from his nigh encLowrnents,the slac~cenin[:· ot his moral fibre,the 
(134) ' 

loss of moral vision,self-deception ,deception of others, 

the following of the winds of the times,the consequent adulter-

ation o"i:- his message,with base elements,this is the :process which 

false prophecy unclerwent • 

Viewed from the real prophetic point of view, even the pro-

phets of Ahab ,the :prophets of .::iaal,Zedekiah ben Canae..nah,Ghan-

aniah, ana. the others ·,vere all :talse prophets. Though .Ahab's pro­
( 135) 

phets were nominally adherents of the national religion and 

not in a conscious plot to deceive the king,the issue showed that 

they were false prophets,and that they deluded themselves and o-

thers to themr ruin.vhananiah and Zeclekiah,though they would have 

looked with horror upon the assertion or the insinuation that they 

were false prophets,were really :talse when we consider the out-

come.The prophets of tiaal against whom Elijah struggled were re-

ally Jahweh worshippers who worshipped a Jah-rreh whom they had 

endowed with some ot the attributes of .Daal. Elijah does not q_trns-

tion their sincerity,but tries to show them the real JahYrnh aI1d 

the ·real Jahvrnh worship.And yet ,in the light of the later pro-

phecy,we may consider them false,for even Elijah 1·vould have no 

such compromise b et-.vee_n Baal and Jahweh, not to mention the later 

prophets. 

'.J..'he dif: erence between false and true prophecy is never more 

clearly manifested. than in the person of Jeremiah 1iim;:,elf. Suf-

fering,mental,spiritual,and ph~,Jsical,a constru1t terrible trial, 

perEecution,and continual dan~::e:c of death,e;_ll these sufferings of 



ones.Conceivabl~',sor:ie of t!J.e fg,lse .fLophets,like,say,Ghananiah 
(136) 

or Zede~iah,had sterted their career by realizing in theit 

heart the absolute need for national repentance a.~d reformation 

in orO..er to aYoia_ "the 112t ional catast ro~1he. ':1he~/ too may have one e 

had visions of tD.e oncoming destruct ion ·which should purge the 

nation of its manifest falllts and eventually produce a better one, 

one in which morality and justice \-rould. prevail,the dream of the 

real prophets.3ut it was ~ery easy for one who lacked courage 

or was ~eficient in the realization of the obligations which his 

calling impose1 upon him to soften his preachments, to restrain 

the words he may have wishe d to utter under compulsion, to change 

his views under the threat of death,to modify them so that they 

conformed to tb.e st~;;.,rd public opinion. Ris fall vvas thus due to 

the contact -oetween his own moral -:.veakness and the spiritual 

dllllness a21d 7rorthlessness ot the people emong whom he lived,and 

he preferred to use the higher knowledge he possessed to curry 

favor vrith them rather than to adrninister to them the d.eserved 

adrnonis:mnent and rebuke. 

'.i.'he prophets whom .Amos and his successors denounced as !"alse 

must have been the greatest of all hindrances to the introd.uct ion 

of higher religious conceptions.~hey opposed the real prophets 

bitterly,contradicting their lofty principles and therefore merit-

ing the merciless censure and bitter attacks vV:nich the literary 
( 137 J 

prophets heaped upon thera •· .... 'hey proved a danger to the state 

and to the religion of the nation,giving ruinously false aclvice 

at critical moments of the nation's fortune ancl offering irr-econ-

cilable opposition to the higber tee.chings of the true spol~es:.aen 
of the ryill of God,deluding the people with false hopes(as did 
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-,, . . ) .. vflanan lah .... ney hel~ed,the development of' real 

prophec;:,-,anci ·,7ere a continuall:,r rets.r~i:J.§; factor in its his-

t ory. Lucl:y for Israel the ctay upon '.7hich the pr edict ions of 

disaster made by the great prol:Jhets were realized.3y means of 

the ful:fillment thereof the people 7rere led to ponder care:tully 

over their words,to gain a new idea of their purpose in the world, 

to obtain an entirely ddfferent conception of the reason tor 

their existence as a nation.As soon as the people after the des-

truction begr~n to reaa_ i·or the tirst time and to hear within 

themselves 1·or the first time the words ot the great prophets , 

from this time Judaism became a reality •. Jithout the lofty id-eals 

and concepts of the great prophets,without their sublime faith 

and purity,we may be sure that Jude.ism would have been swallowed 

up in the jaws of des_pair,of gloom,of impure rvorship •. Ve therefore 

o·ne our cont inuea. existence as a people ancL as a religion to the 

great literary prophets, the culmination of a period of prophecy 

which lasted for over six hundred years and carried the nation 

from the depths of polytheism and immorality to the sublime 

height of universal monotheism and the most glorious religious 

conceptions which the mind of man has yet been able to evolve. 
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'.;;here remains but; one more phase o:f propi-.cecy to cliscuss, a 

pl12se 17hic.ij, though in the main it a_oes not aftect the develop-

ment of p" ophecy,we have still deemed it best to include for the 

sake of completeless. '.L'his phase is the question regarding the 

woman prophets and_ diviners in Israel • ..:tegerding woman :prophets 

we may state e_t once the:t there were none.'.I'he literaFy prophets 

1Yere all men;the Jahwistic,Elohistic,and ~euteronorn.isticr scD.ools 

of literary prophets were composed entirely of mem1rnrs of the 

male sex, Even the prophetic guila_s d.ict not admit v1omen to their 

ranks and we have no record whicb ',7ill confir;n the belief to the 

contrary.~f course the tradition exists that there -,7ere severe.1 

prophetesses, for example ,i;liriam and .J..Jeborah, who are commonly 

supposea_ to ho,ve been real and actual prophetesses.H.owever,we 

2hall now tr;y to i')rove that the;y 71ere :fe,r removed :from th'~ pro-

phets • 

.Je :need not be surprised at this lac'.: oi" vvor::ian pYophets in 

Israel • .Lt 1:1as a comr:ion 0.ccuTrence amLng all nations 'Nherever _pro-

phecy of some :dncl or other ~)revailed. '..1..'he Orient commonly looked 

upon '.7ornen as il1!·initely in1erior to men; they _prevented_ them from 

-::nterint,~ into any of the occupations or sctivities in ~:;hich men 

oy nature '.vere not hol~: enough -co corne into communion ::i:.D. the 

'Hvine ~pirit.·.che;',T ree;ardecl ·rornen 2,E:. es:::-,entiall" j.u_pure,ancl D.ad 
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l::.cw 0:1 .=t. Sin2.itLe;:,: ·.7ere co1.nc1an·5..el. to :retrsin ~:rot:1 all :cel8.­
{ 1~52) 

tions ~ith tb2ir ~ives .~he i~ea was that contact with ~o~en 

-.-;ornen bef'ore re1;el2.tion,:ie can imc:.gi::1e i10-.'1 :nuch mo:ce _)r001et::c of 

all ~inds would consider it their duty to have as little rela-

tion 2s possible 7rith ;,7orne:;:1 daring tr.Leir pro2hetic career.·.._'aZ:e 

ti1e case o:t the sanctLl&ry li 1.revvise •. /omen were not <:-<.llc,7ecl to play 

a:n~: 22 . .rt at all in the conctuct O! tbe o::t:icic..l religion.?riests 

2.:na. had to be of the Qale 

b. The temple ::s c.:::-~L)iating :tLmctionaries -.:9.S pro!::.ibited. 

.i e ctocn theretore see i:.o-:r elmost imyJ03sible :±:"or 

rie6,though in one passage,~hich I believe is the only one, in 

II Zi. 4:1,it is stated that some of the ~ebiim had wives.~he 

rnajority,hovrever,especiall;; those ;.7ho lived at the tcir:ie of Sam-

uel,lived apart irom -;romen in separate settlements an.a_ ;iever :nar-

ried • .wlijah and i-:lisha never marriect,because the;y 2.rHl the .:::ebiirn 

felt that they could not devote their full energies to their 

9ressi:a.g religio11s duties if they bur'.lened themselves with wives. 

l:'rom this &lone it ·:multi be eviient that the existence of ',7omen 
( 1:-59). 

prophe"cs in Israel is a rn;yth. 

Iar as ~omen divinGrs go,ho~ever,there seeu to have been 

several in 3,sr2el,ever.:. as there ir:ere among the other na:.-ions. 

:Oelphi,the _priestess of the deit~1 '.7l10i~1 \'ircil me~'1tion2 in the 



e.J"'e ·:re ll ob-

ers seem to have ~een overruled in the few cases of women ~~o ~ere 

1rnen lJ:'CO_phets or a.iviners in Israel nnd try to analyze their real 

signi:f:.ica;r1ce a..nd value. 
(140) 

(1) .i1iiria.m. She is called a llE:biah or prophetess.~he 

same pB.ssage sta-r;es that she anci all the womert-. of Israel took 

~1aryis and timbrels and <1anced while they sang the refrain of 
( 141) 

t~e Song of the Sea.A second passage 

a sort of revealer ot revelations and that Jahweh spoke thru 

her.'.:.'hat she was a real prophet is ot course entirely out of 

the qu.estion.Even ;:,J:oses was not E. prophet in the real sense of 

the word.He is called a l~abi only as a complimentary term oes-

towed upon him by the lat er generations • .le have aLf'eacly showed. 

the t not until the time of Isaiah a id. the word l!ab i c orne into 

vogue as designating a real prophet, the.t up to Isaiah's t irne 

the terms ordinarily used were .:.;~oeh,Chozeh,and Ish .Elohirn,and that 

any mention of a lfabi in the preceding tLnes ·;ia8 to be u:_.--1d.erstood 

as a compliment given to several extraordinary ~ersons by the 

later 7rriters <.7ho considered them 2. little above the ordinary 

riiviners of their day.Hence from a histor-ical stand_point I.iir-

iam 
~~ ! -if';'.."(/"' (.t' l ~· 

coula. not have )een a nroohetess. She :1¥as ilowever a diviner, 
~ L -

and what was more natural than that,when the suo2equent pro-

phetic literary schools tra..11sf"orrneo. i.=oses into a g1·eat tradi-

tional prophet, they should. tra.."ls~~·orm his sister :;;:iriaxn :from a 

com:non d.i-r i:crnr into .9. prophetes2 or l'-iebiah. lt is like·,,;ise po :::s_. 



the olo_ bs,ttle maidens of antiqllit;:; -7hose dLlt;J' it 11as to go out 

before the soldiers playing stirring masic and inE]iring them to 

c~eeds of valor.~.=irisrn' s l)laying o:;:- tne musical instrwnentE: cer-

-::ainly reminds llS ot tne old Lebiim • .:5ut o:::· cour;::,e it is entire-

ly out of the question the,t ?.,J:irian could have been a prophetess. 

(2J Deborah. '.L'he sa.'Ile argument regarding the discre__;ancy 

as tG. time may be applied to Deborah too.~hough she too is called 
( 142) 

a l"Jebiah ,we may regard this in the nature of s. compliment 

given to her by the later writers as recognition for her great 

military services to the nation.Lt appears from the passage just 

quoted that Deborah was nothing more than a sort of tree di-

viner (cf. Ju.9:37,the oak of the Lleonenim),rendering decisions 

before the people. i'hough she is called a judge \7e imow that the 

functions exercised by the so-called judges do not correspond 

to those of the modern t~mes.by reason of her splendid victory 

over Sisera later '.'iTiters :torgot or ig.aored the fact that ,at the 

most,she was a woman diviner,and bestovrnd upon her the lo:tty 

title of prophetess. 
(146) 

(3) The witch of Endor. 8he was purely a diviner,her spe-

cialty being the conjuring up of the spirits of the departed. 

That she practiced deception is of course a matter of common 

sense.~otice that in the passage above cited Saul does not see 

the spirit of Samuel. Saul is u..-..iab le to see, and he asks the witch 

to tell him what she sees, and she thereupon proceerled to des-

cribe the general characteristics of any old oan,though she was 

probably familiar 'Hi th the appear an.ce of Sarnue:Jl: anyway. Jhile Saul 

is boYved to the grouna_ in abject fear the person (acco,nplice of 

the witch)who too}:: tile po..rt of Samuel speaks to hirn • .L•aturally this 
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speal:ing 11 Samuelrr ·.vas the accomplice 01" the ·,?itch who;u Saul clicl 

~j_ot :iare see,for ti:is .·roLild have laid bare the dece:ption • .Dy 2::eep-

i.::1g th.e room u:..rilightea. (it ·.vas night) she could easil;y corlceal her 

conI ed. era te fro;n the eyes of tile ~dng. Dark pla.c es ·.vere alwa~,rs cho 

sen for such acts of calling up the dead(Is.65:4). ~his is the on 

ly logical and i~ational explanation of the scene. 'lhe diviner of 

~dor has no other significance :for the development of prophecy. 
( 144) 

(4) Hulda.She is called a prophetess in two places. 

She appears to be a theocratically minded woman who received cli-

vine revelation like a prophet in the earlier sense.She seems 

likewise to have been,if not a member of,at least in league with, 

the Deut eronomic prophets ;7ho w-.cote the book of Deuteronomy and 

pretended to have :tound it , that they might induce Josiah to car-

ry out the reforms they wanted.. '.:.'hough if this be true she would 

seem to contradict our previotrn statement that no 1vornen be-

longed to ti1e literary prophetic schools,-.·:e may take it that she 

was rather well known at the tt:ne,with a reputation as a sort 

of prophetess,her word being recognized even by the king,and 

that for this reason the Deuteronomic 9rophets easily persua-

ded her to give the answer to the king's inquiries and to play 

the pa.rt they w·anted of ii.er, so as to impress the Jdng with the 

,sravit,:.r of the situation ana. the necessity f·or the immediate exe-

cut ion and enforcement of the la'r/S of the book which the Deut-

eronomic prophets wished to see done.We can scarcely believe that 

she was a prophetess,:tor nothine else is ever .heard ofher. She 

played her part v:ell and thci. t ';Jas all. J.'hat she was a div in er is 

e.lrno st entirely out of the question, b ecan.se the :clellt eronomic 

school o:f:· ~)rophe'ts 1:1ere inalterably op0osed to divination of £:11 

~dnds 2.nct they \70uld Yieve:: l1ave ap_pealec1 to 2. vrnll 1::no 1.T;.1 -:·er:1inine 
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to aivirtation.ner character really constitutes ~ great puzzle, 

sLice it is alto5ether impossible to determine e::::c.ctl;t' rihat Eb.e 

( 145) 
,Us) .'.l:'he '.'lise -doman of Telma • She is called an !shah 

Chacb.2Jnah,a wis.e vmrnan,though it is nowhere sta"ted that she is a 

a_iviner.ferhaps the al_)l)licatio21 to her Of the adjective Gb.ao~1.22n-

ah may indicate that she was regarded as possessed of divinatory 

9o~ers.2t any rate the story in which she ~igures has nothing to 

a_o vYith d.ivination,and it seems entirely problematical and im-

material whether she was a diviner or not. 

FroCT the foregoing brief analysis '.7e have seen 

were several vmmaJ1 ~liviners in Israel but no woman 

that there 
( 146) 

prophets. 

'.._'he nun1ber is so small that we may tJe sure that legitimate s.nd 

of:ticially recognizecJ vrnmsn &iviners were a rarity.1;evertheless 

vre have evia..ence that many unofficial and illegitimate >::omen 

diviners existed among the Israelites at later ti:1rns.All the 

:previously ment ionecl -:.1oman 11i viners , with the excej_Jt ion of -,:ul-

da,who ·;vas not & diviner,livect Defore the time of the establish-

ment of the kingrlom,v7hen divination ,;as still rego.rdea_ as leg-

itLnate •. dowever,as soon as the war against :J.ivination W[.~8 be-

,3·un,vrnm8-n aiviners,o:t -:c:nom there seem to ht?ve !)een quite & fev;, 

were likewise Drohibitei. J and E 

:::ho·,7ing t.L:Et \-:Oman diviners ;;~ust 
( 148) 

0

690.Lze~iel like·.vise rails 

( 147) 
legislated agai11Et them, 

( l<;,9) 
against them.Leviticus too 

pro~ioits woman diviners,showing thet they must have persisted 

till the :Ly-:ile,t.he ti.Te r.rnen Leviticus,a pai·t of the J?riestl~ 
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. .5) ..i.he s:..or,y CI ~.ose911 seems more ..LL~e 8 (>-rar.na 
&.nd not a i1istoric reccrd •.. :ost scholars are L1L:li11ed 
it as su.c<1 a.vicl to state that Jof:',e11h never existed. 

cf :f ic­
to re-

(4) cf.iz.21:21,~·.'l1e:(e ITebuchaCinezzar is re:presented as cte 
termi:::iing o;y means of divination t:C~e roao_ v:1ich ~1e ls to ta'.i"e. 

( t) c:t.:::it.6 :4, ,' 1 
.• ~e2r Ch Israel,Jahwer1 Olli'.' }oct i::: Cne ,JE.h­

';1eh'1,i,n)lying the.t ~;reviousl:' l-1e hac~ been c.10re than one,i.e. 
t !1a-c tile pee ple ho.d lli therto i,7or ship;-ec1 mere then one. ·:his )as­
eage is a prod~ct of t~e secon&ary Deuteronomic writer. 

llr~- \ 0-r-~ :~ ..,,....1e. • o 0.Q •1 r-. j '..:.. •l'A• T OJ _:_o-Jel~ ::=,].,_, ::.,...,._._c,_c.~..,,_.. 2am.4:G;the worc1 ::lohim;the 
story of the golaen calr,etc. 

(?) Saul is regrese;1ted as ~~e.vi:ng b3.-.YJ.ished. anc1 sracilc&­
ted. all divine:rs ·ana_ witchcra:tt workers,ti-.Lough it is evident th"tt 
iie retained ti1e legitim2.te ones.Perhaps at 'ni2 time it was oe­
gun to draw tf1e ·.tine betv1een t(~e legitimate and t_h_e illet:;iti~nat,e 
cl iv inei s and. cU v i:nat ion. 

(b) I Sam. 14 :41,reconstruoted teyt. 

(8a) cf Jo;;7ce,''Inq)iration of Prophec;;; 1t-'.:'he conce2tion. of 
., k · ., a ·1 ' it· t' i b i l 1 1 see. ine.,· 'JO~· o;y consu ... ing ne orac e e o:r.1.~'.S to a ovver eve 
of religious thought,w!16n tlle 1)resence of Goel was uonceived. o.s 
r! or.:.nect ed 71ith the i"iol~' ).lace ancl ·;;i th the minis_ rat ions of t.:1e 
seer in some mysterious way. 

(g) Ju • .L8:b-6 

( 10 ) Ju. ? : '.) : lb 

(11) Likewise runong the Greeks.~he oracle at ~elfhi was 
}resiled over ~y a priestess. 

(l~) Ju.7:4-b 

{13) It is a matter of ~ispute whether the original p 
source recognized th.e U:rim a:c.c_ tJ.1e '.:.'wnmim as legitlL:tate c1ea:::.s of 
consulti~g the Deity.If it is true that t~ese references are not 
a :cart of the ori::;inal i- out cf a ls.ter re~.action,it \70u.lcl be en­
tirely in ~ec:[:'i.c.f:r 7li til-.i. 1?' 2 att it Ll.08 Of a.enial Of d_ivinat ion. )llt 
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it is like~ise ~ossible thet the priestlJ code ~oil[ :~boo all 
other ~oaes of divination while retainin[ such c s)eci~iccll~ 
~)rie2tl~1 one :;_~:, cor1SLlltL:1; t'.1e orscle. 

( 14 ) :Jt .18 : 10-11 • :'his )ci.:~ :::.2c::e, c crn:Cernning ·U v i.::u"'t ion, is 
likewise the produat o~ ~pnroximately the year b2l 3.C.3. 

(lE) ct •. :;en.2U: lC t:::; ~-Iomer, Iliaa., I ,i.~~) 

(lb) ~=ose:nim at ::irEt 0110.s llsed 2E s de::.ig·!'-iation for a 
specific kind of diviner.Other types or special nruJes are Yid­
ol1iJ ,Baal. ~v , .. ienache sh. ,LJ.eonen • :ne lit erar~; pr~pr1et ~ sub suinerl 
8,lfl the diviners tJ.nder tne categoric al term Lo seu:nm, which ma;,' 
therefore .have been the general term applied to all diviners • .An 
exact oarallel of this is the fact that while the Canaanites 
were o;ly one of the seven nations of ?ale.stine which the :!:ieb­
rews 1vere suppo :::.ed to c1estroy,nevertheless the general name Ca­
naanites in a different sense included tnem all.As such the term 
2oeh would have followed logically u)on the term zosem. 

( 17 ) In Arabic the \'70r d Cohen mean E seer. ?rob ably at 
first the seer ana_ tile 2riest in Semitic peo:ples vrnre identical, 
cf.Samuel,though a seer,_performed priestly functions (I Sam. 
9: 12) and. must therefore be regarded as both a seer amid_ a ~1r iest • 
.rl!nong the Greeks _;;ir ie sts and pro pnet f3 are not so far apart. :::1he 
priestess to whom Virgil refers in the sixth boo~ of the Aeneid 
is sometimes called vat es ( propi1etess) and other t irnes sne is · 
called. Sacerdos (oriestess).It is the priestess at Del9hi who 
divines a:a.d makes renown the will of the god.s.::::;ither we are to be­
lieve that the priests anteceded tile seers and had slightl~ dif­
ferent characteristics,or that formerl;y 'the;y were identical a...YJ.d 
later on became dif:ferentiated.At any rate it cahnot be gainsaid 
that among the Hebrews the .Prophet is a development out of the 
old r'liviner(not out of the priest ) who knows the ·vill of the 
god and is thuB o.ble to answer questions and to predict the COLTI­

ing events,which "7as certainly one of the characteristics of tr1e 
seer. i.fowever, the 3ebrew prophet, originally a seer, rose [.;.igher an cl 
higiler ana_ in the course of time lJecame a preacher of ethical 
religion. 

(18) Hence impl;:/ing prediction in a certain sense,or the 
telling· and foretelling o:f:' events not too fE_r o:f:f,which seemE 
to have been one of the serd's traits.cf following note. 

(19) I Sam.9:6. '2he corn_::lanion of Saul states that ever~; 
thing which the seer says will come to pass.~erha9s this is to 
be taken as a naive statewent on the p2rt of the lad;perbaps the 
people of the time actually believed it.How the seer could fore­
tell these things we do not ~now. 

( 20) It is exceedingly di:fi.icult to incl.icate the bou.-.'.16.­
ars lines between divL'lation and early prophecy. The epoch-­
making tre:nsiorrnation,the great criGis,·n.£1en the a.iviner :iw.de 
wa,y for the first and. earliest '.)rophet s vras accom~')lished '.7ithin 
the compass of a t·evv- years,bLJ.t the chanc.e .irnd b~~en lo:r.i.g in 
~r ep~-r at io£1. 
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(21) I .3am. <J:'i.'::he u2e ot the te~:1n IE.h i..:lol1itn Le.:. ·this 
ver2.e s.s like:.'1is'e in the rjreced ing- verse , E;'i'l1on:7.:1cus '.7ith :'.oe11, 
ind.ica:ce2 t~:..&t tlle 2~:f;r ':7or'rn6. in the i12:1e of the loce,l G.eity. 

(22) II Z:i. S:lb 

( 23) I 3am. 9: 9 

(24) e.g • .A.B.David.so:i in "Old 7estamen.t iP:co:pi~ec;:/ 1 • 

( 2 5 ) I Sam. 9 : 6; I Ki. 12. : 2,2,; 17 : 18 ; I I Zi. 4. 

(26) II 8hron.10:7-10.~he ~hronicler retains it out of 
his love tor archaisms.At the time the Books of Ch:conicles 71ere 
v;ritten the term i:abi hai entirely sur.lplanted it,cf. I Sarn.9:9 
which was written long before Jhronicles. 

(2'7) I Sam.9-10:10 

(28) I Sat11.10:ti;l0:11;10:12 etc. 

(29) Because of' the :freqt1eL1.cy o:t tr1e use of tirn vvord. in 
I Sam.10 it seems best to believe t.O.at the term existed coevally 
with the ter~n :{oeh,at least for .a few ;;ears before the time of 
Saul's meeti:ag with. Sa:nuel,and that it designated tb.e ecstatic 
prophets. See Jhapter III for further discussion of this point. 

(30) Joshua,of course,is but & later legend and so ac­
cepted by modern 3iblical critics.~he Book of Joshua was ~ritten 
at the time when Israel wo.s alread;:,1 a nation possessing national 
traa.itionE ancL a national consciousness.'.L'he true sto:q; of the 
entrance into Canaan is t.here:'.:·ore to be found in t.he first ctap­
t er of Judges and in the fierce struggles 0.epict ed thro ugi10 ut 
the ent ire 1) ook. 

(31) cf. Ju.3:3 

(32) I 8arn. 10:5 

( 33) ~he ~ssyrian, Dabylonien prophet,diviner,or s0oth­
sayer 'NEJ,S a.Lwa;;s of the J:;riestl:1 class ru1d con:n.ectecl with the 
shrine.In this respect he diftere :tror.J. rnen like Arnos and I.=i-
cah hut furnishes a.G exact l)arallel to a seer like Samuel w.C.i.o 
combinecl in hLisel± tne :tunctions o:f: sec::r 1 1Jriest,and prophet. 

(34) It is ;:Jracticall:; irnnossiole to :::ive o..n s.c~;urG.te 
a.0count of the c£1ar~cter o±· Swnuel( and 2.li::co of Zlijai1) .r;:ihe nar­
ratives concerning hL1 are few in YlLJ.inber,coG1paratively late in 
date,:::ull oi ~;rntual conti8.dictions,and t1:..erefore o:f :'louotful 
·yorth. Cur c[.:.aracterization o:f tl1e :a2.n xras made only after a 
caretul stua.~1 anc1 consideration of every ver2e in ··1hich J.ie is 
:;1erit io:1eCL. 

( :.J5) I 3a:11. 9: G-10 

( "' ~ \ 
:;u ' 



~:e '71l2.2 i:~:.Lri;·~tl~~rl;- j~·ree :frOlTI f{\:ru_::iue ti ~rJ_ ~~,i:1l)ition,,ylc~eG £:;0 uoJ1-
111on ~-1~Gri2· t!1e :·rco:~ee.sio::1ul ,=-.i1.1 i:1eYs (I 2cJ11.12:3).·:~e ~,?.ras s&tls-
:-ied to f .. t2-~'~'3. &f:.icle a~1:~ le~ 3n.u: i-·:_;~}e, ellu\.ri110 tJ.~o.t ~-.i.~; I-1i~1-
E.eli cOLll'i accoifl )li~~:11 _1ore a~ i1is reli~ic.,a:::: ;:;u .. ~:cor~cer·. i.s 2-et 
i·ortl1 t,b.e l::el1 01· s. .. c:-~eoar[.::ic ::il.~-b"_lc)~i1,i~1 -.:?~1icl1 t.:1e ~-:ll:12' ~'?as ::.u_:J­
jecJt to Jod.;.~e ~~iB.'~~e ·.:.:Q.u.1 ::ealize ~1i:.: r-e2~")0:1~'.)1-~JilitieE c~s ti1e D...-'1-­

c1i:: .. teJ of~ tl1e ~-crC_.:~:~u.1D_el,0£· co:.lr~e;,\vas a.:.L:··:iorts to lJo.~-~e :3&L~l TI.18 

l"Lller.·;ne stc .. -L8~~1eI1t Ui:[.~°t t11e a.nui11t;i:15· of e_ :-:ir1cj .7aE '3_is;ileasi.c10 
bot~ to lad 8lld to 28~Uel and t.h.at S~jUGl COLl~lie~ ~itn t~e je0-

1 I ' ' , l 1 ' _,_, . ' . . ~ • " .L l) es v·,,isn un..L.y uric.er cot1J_)Ll s1011 is 0:1e jUClt/ne11"t J)u;~se 1~"- o~·, .la\..er 
·Hr i -rers a:·ter tl1e ~:i:r1g<lo1fl .f-'-a~l De8n f"ir·rnl~l esto .. Olir:·1i1ed a.l1Ci t.f1e 
e,:.u.·'~i'~ors 11ar1 vvitneE,Eecl the reigi-is of· E0;~1e of t.i.1e -7ort.L-.:.less ':i;.._c;f:J. 
:;ertain it is ti1at t.h.e eo,:.)le at ti"e 'time of 3&.Lrncl jo~·:'.:u.ll;y 
ac2epted 3aul as their ~ing and lecder. 

(;:57) ,Jeremiah cou_Jles 3a'iI~:i.el '.7ith _o;~es 211d. ti1en:.<ore 
:ossibl;; there belon2~s to ilira the honor of ·being "'.:11e savior of 
t.he reli,:sion -rrhich :~osr::;::: founo.ed.. Samuel injeotec. into ·ths :~:co­
phets oi' his tchmP. -:he Ja:nweh ele·.wnt, the idea ths.t t.i1e~7 :.:ere 

(38 ) I 3ru~-1. , 1 
.L~ :l-11 

(39) I 3a.Li. 11:7 

(40 ) I 3ar~1. ll:Hj 

( 41) L. .Jut -ce:::1';; ir::ser c..if':te:r s l' c..d.ioo.ll~' :'.:ro~11 t i:i.is o Lit 
o=~· \'ie-17.cf. '~1:1a2tc~r -\TI,-:.711er·e tllis c1~J~c,stio:.1 is 5..iEct12sei at .-re;at­
er lP.r15tL-1. 

(42) I Srun. 10:11-12 

(44) Judcle, ;iilO ::.ta-:: es t.i:1at tl1e 7.rords ''Ufflf 
ti1e::_; are E)tro.~"· vag·abo11d_s ';.7.itl101..1t pecligree. 

( ·'' ·:;) TT ''.t:',,_; ...a.....J.. ~i. ~: b 
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(-:_~.?) I~~--~. 1·3:le-~c.:L.e -:::·c1 er ~cF;~_:_«°i. o~· t:~c:· -,~.,.o:.'"'(l i~ 
~~avoth,m10. riot .1.-.~2..ct:1,B.S tl:e ·:esiv· s it.~~e~1e.!·1 itE~-:l::f ~.--:2~ ttJ.e 
:1s-£ie o±" & cit~,-, a~1.d ii. -:7te tB-.~:e :~avotl1 li'.{ei·-:se -co ::u1\re bee11 c: oi·t~; 
~~J::e ::,e-:c1se ~aou.l:: tie ~1!1.L:1tel2-i:~:·i·b1e,~·or -.7s 7rou1a_ ~-i~~·viJ :o Q:.l(~erE:.ts.:;:1:l 

t~e }rofiete as dWelLin; in a clty ~ithi~ e city,sirel~ so~et~ins 
r:1aite icapo;;:.sible.-·li.e ·.-:ord ,,_;avoth i.'lee.Ds clee.rly 11 ·1'.vollir1gs 11 ,trora 
tl1e 2ine;L1la.r .t~a\"'"eh or lTs:val1,rude l1·~:rts i{i .. ,-".(nic;j:i so:.ne ~~·i·vc or te;·1 
E.:1d_ f>erlis.1J2 a :t'"r:;·\v HiO.re of· tl1e ~pro_:)!:e .. siEts d"'.7f;lt, t[1e er1:ii-·e c:ol­
lect ion of cot ':ages :·on11in;;: "~he ,:,ro.:::1etic coi.11nu.nit;y.:~ote 1Lre­
·7ise t.hs.t in I Sara.9:~2 sa'Ul, dines" ,7ith Sarnuel a::1d a group o:f 
thirt;;i guests(unc1oubtedl7 :1emL)e1·s. o:f: the ,:·uilc1 ·7[10 '.7ere "'chere at 
3a:nuel' 2 orc1ers for tlrn ~:;:irpose ot impressing 3aul) i::-1 the ch2m­
ber (Lish~ah) of the ~igh )lace,ad~itional evidence that t~e main 
;i.earlc1usrtsrs ot Sa:.nuel' s ;;rool:etic gailcl ·vaf) at the sanctue.ry in 
:{arne~h. 

(D8) :'he two men 1nho Sa.nrnel ~1redicted woD.ld meet saul 
~md. tell £i.im t:1c:.t his father's EEses ·,7ere :~ou:cid (I San. 10:2) 
th8 three ,J;n v1ho 32 .. rr!Lrnl yreclictecl '-'Ioult1 o:fter ~.:>i.al :!:"co-:1 (v .4); 
a.d the thirty ;uests with wnom Saal snJ ~a~uel dL1ei a~ t~e 
·.i.!:1..~"' ... 'l. "C~ (u·,,..,.? )4) ,. ...... ,..re :,-..,ri.,·-n.+~OY1'_;,l··· -.--,e·,·r·fJ-..,...,c.: r.1·~ ......,r-._•-·-1 1 el 1 e: il. CLJ.. ,_' ti t:; ._I ·~--...J-,..,J...::. '.'l/~ v ... ..L.J.Cd_--..U:;ov .l. .... .l.c_u ::_, .i..:.1 ~.:.~l· t;.J.. '-' v .)C;;:..J.1i:.A ...., 

,;uilc. 01.ho h:c:J.d received s2eci:nc instructio.ni:: 2s to the )s:c:'t the;;; 
were to pb.y. 

( D9) I 3run. 19: 18-26 

( bO) ,c,1enen ,/:raetzschmar ,Buttem7ii:;ser ,3at1Jen, 13uclde, Ino-
bel, Paton, etc. Davidson floes not adr,1it that it wa2 fOUI1clecl by 
Sar11uel a.s an erif pte:.t ion from the Canaanites.Joyce is ·ioubt ful, 
inclined a little towcrd both opinions.~uenen states that both 
its naxne ancl its features of abnorcal i:rnd. contegious excite:,1ent 
clearl:1 prove its (]a...11aanitic o:cigin,e:::x;;laining th,Jt such s;yr:12-
tomi:: (tor.c:-1,her '.7ith the ·Jorse ones 'Nhicll :')l'unuel elL11inttec1 ',vhen 
hs too~ ii ovsr ) wou11 more natu1ally arise in the worEhi~ o~ 
n2_tu~i1n:- n20,l i:i.nd .b.starte th2-n 1mcler the lDflu.ence of t.c1e 

. rs lits ion of ~~he severe and hol:r Jehweh. 

(bl) ~avidson 2nd ~ornill. 

(t;~) e.g. '.]ornill 2.::-1d ~aviflson.,)avL'lson r.::.ta~cE::s that 
i;:::·o gi1ecy was i otmcle1i by 2sn:.uel b u.t not tl:1e ~iro 9.het ic gu.ilds. 

(b3) ~he elders appointed by hoses (Nu. 11:25) are said 
to f'1ave _yrophesied 7ihen the E.l)irit of God reste6. lJ.)011 them,.:...1-
Claa~ &r1a --~edad .. J.i.i:e»7iEe in t11e sar~1e )&E·SE:..ge. ::he sa1-r1e -v'"iord (~.:is-
Dabi:n) is usecl s.s in 22r11uel snc: .:c::.ings .... he boo'.: of r:iI1bers,l10l'1-
ever,is a con:lpo::ite in~o5.uct of a psrioo lo.n~~:· E..:c~ter ti1e pro:;h­
etic Ecllool~ ss 2u.cl1 hB.'~- cease~t to +!i:1c~~ion,c11C_ t.he "T.TerE.e (!ai111ot 

oe te.':en at f'ace val'le ,to L:::::.'1icate 2c>.TC?.l r&.vine'., :ud e:,citec 
·~~e.riecr1or E11c1~~ :;_E; the ~:ro~·ib.~ti~~b of SCJ11u_el r::r.t~Efed in. ~he 
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_prorJi.1es:vi:c;.g r-:;ter:c8d. to in "tihese verses is re1J::::esentec~_ c:..s hav­
ing -che E,.fJl~roval ci" :.~o.ses,2.::id nn2;t tLr::,refore i;_a:ve "been or5.erly, 
,nore like the trfad_itional prop;iec;; ot :~02es hin2elf. 

(b4) J. J'. :..=cC:ir6.y (1:.rtl:::le 11 2ro_9he~_;s ar:cJ.. ?rophec:; ·t, 

Jewisl1 l£rj,c~rclopeclig,,E:,till takes tl1e traclitional ortl10:1ox vie-:.-... 
. 1e quote him, 11 =:he historic order of HeLlre11 .::;ro:-:ir1ecy oe6inf:. ·Hiti1 
.LJ.oses (12.00 B. C.) • .dis claim to be considered the first a.n.d 
great est ot tlle prophets is to w1ded on the fact that he intro­
duced the worship of Jahweh among his peor-ile arid gave them the 
ruclimen"ts of law and a new sense of jJ_stice wia_er and de0~,er thac. 
that of the tribal system.~11 later true prophets ~ept Israel in 
the same right course along the lines of relif·ious and inoral de­
velopr.:ient''. 

(b5) II 3am.24:ll;I Chron. Z9:29;II C.hron.29:2.5 

(66) II Chron.35:15 

(67) I Chron.25:b 

(bB) ibidem v.1-3 

(69) II Chron. 05:15 

( 7 O ) I San1. 2.2, : !J 

( r; 1 ) i b i a em 

('12) I Sam.25:1-:.J 

(73) II Sai11.12:l;II Chron.29:25;I :Ii. 1:8,and paEsim. 

( 74) In II Gil.ran. 29: 2.5 l~atha..11 the pro_phet and ~ad the 
seer ere mentioned together as h.aving joi11tl2 a:._pointecl the .Le­
vites ,with the sanction of David,to take charge of the house 
of the Lord,with harps,c;:lI11bals,a..YJ.d _psalteries.The tmhistorici­
ty of this passage is obvious. 

( ? 5 ) I Zi. 11 : 2 9 

(76) In I ... a. 12 :o it states, rr And they _se11t and called 
!1im (Jeroboam ) from :2:g~1pt fl •• foo is :deant by ''they a is doubt­
ful.Perhaps it means the JJartisans of .Ahijah,thougn nothing is 
certain &bou.t this.?erhaps it mean:::; the people 7.;J:10 .vere waiting 
for Solomon's death.11t any rate JlothL,g is certai.'.1 • ..Lt rouli seem 
hard.ls likely tllc:t at t.he time of Solor.o.on _&nd. .:theoboam tnere ex­
istei anything [)Ut individual cotnt _profi't1et-seers,thot.igh,ar:: ·ve 
have already stated,there may have existed a prophetic group at 
this thne. 

(77) I Zi. 11:29;14:2;14:13 

( 7 8' I Z:i. 14: 1-18 
,.... 

( 7 9) I Ai. 12: 2.1. In If ',;hron.12 :ti ,1:::, he ic ~alled ~.ab i. 
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11e ic. calleQ Isi~ :....lol~ir~~ ~ :i~e 
:~101~1ii.il is ~diE reel tit le • 

(BO) I ~i.13:1-32 

tit le ~. t.::f..1 i is 

(81) '.::he 'r10ra_s '1 Josic.h -7ill be hiE :cu:;.::ie' 1 :-luY be a 

not 

later insertion.'..:he len:_!th of ti1e stor;; a:..'1.d ite obscarit;v .ria;y 
in:licate tne.t it is authentic,it d.i:t'fi:::ult to LL1cier-sta.t1Cl.Per­
haps,as seems most likely,we uay recognize the Deateronomic 
nand in the st or~,: dtie to tne i.ient ion ot the na::rn of Josiah, a:ncl 
it would then aaoear that the Deuteronomic writer took over the 
old obscure lege~1d encl impregnated it with t1,e moral tea.chine it 
~-ww con ta ins. '.2nis Ish Elohii11 is the onl;y prophet ':tho is men­
tioned as having come from J uc1ah up till the time of the e;reat 
_pro pnet 12. 

, (82) I ~i. 16:1-4;II Chron.20:34;19:2;cf. II Chron.16:10. 
If we believe the statements of Chronicles Jehu ben Chansni seews 
to :Clave been a court i1istorian of Jehosb.aphat,as well as the coLU'~ 
prophet of both him encl Be.asha.,cf. II Chron.19:Z,wi1ere he is 
c&.lled the Ohozeh of Jebosria_9hat arnl gives him advice. 

(83) I ::\:i. 22 

(84) e.g. 3atten, 11 Hebrew ::?rop.hecy 11
• 

( 2 5) I '. .J.;..l. 19,especially verses 9: 14 

(BG) I Ii, 18:4 

( 87) II Z:i. 2:3-5 

(88) Il -·r • 
.tl.1.. 1:1-4 

( 8 9) II <Ii. 1:6 

(90) II 7' _ ... 1. 1:10-12 

(91) I Li. 18:46,cf.likewise I Zi. 17:17 18 

( 92.) '.2hat Elijah Wai:, commonly knovm as an Ish Slohim and 
not as a l: ab i is ~)roved likewise from I 'Ii. 17: 18, ;~4, where the 
'TlOman whose son he restorea. to life calls him Ish :nohim. 

(93) II Xi. 2:3,5 

( 94 ) I I Ii. 4 : :58 

(g5) cf. II ~i. 5:22,evidence of the existence of a pro­
phetic guild .st ,;.t. 2phr ai:n. 

(96) I Xi. 20:38 ff.:his verse is like~ise valuEble as 
in~ eating tte existence of 0:0Jhetic guilds at the time of 
:::.;ii &-11. 

(97) I ~i. 4:39;for 9resents see I ~i. 4:42 
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{ Ci b'' ) · ; 1° n '' \., ·~ • 1 1 \ ~) ......... v r'_.J.I. I'..-' • ..J..... 

( 100) .6Jl10S 7: 12; 1~5 

( 10 l) Liic ah 2 : 7 

( 102 ) Is. ~ 9 : 10 

( 10:5) I =n. 15: 11-15; II Chron. 14: 1-4 

(lo4) II Chron. 14:3. n And Asa gave orcters to consult 
tlj.e Lord ·JorJ of t.i:1eir fathersi',i.e~they vrnre to consult only Jah­
weh anc1 his oracles and not foreign 5E cods a:nd diviners.'.:;his is 
evidence of the gradual process of distinguishing between offi­
cial (legal) and m1ofticial (illegal) c1ivi:1.&.tio::.1.. 

(105) Nu. 10:G9-32. A few ~f the verses ln Zzodus 34 
ao not belong to the origin~l C a code ,or the firzt code of the 
covenant,btlt are a f>rod_uc.t o:L the later J scl.1001 (eg. Lx.34:1-5). 

{106) ~x. ~0:23-23:19 (omit~ing various later addenda) 
· and ITu. 10 :33-:.36 

(107) J:lija.b.. J2.Y hs.ve bee~1 2. member of this lite:::'t:;J'.','i 1)l'O­

IJl-1et ic scl1ool. 

(108) Dt. 18:10-ll;cf. II Zi. 17:17 

( 10 9 ) I Sa:~1. ,.; 8 : 3 

( 110) J er. 8: S 

·(111) Is. 7 :11 

(112.) :Jr. Buttenwieser expati.s.tes on his theory in l:is 
r•asnirablr; booir:,n '.2he Prophets o:i I2nrnl 11 ,as :tollons,'' ::'he reli­
gious aa_vance mar:ced. ·b~' t:uch &. conceotion of insoirstion (of t.l.:.e 
lit'-'"''.'r'' orophotc; ) ';1 1,"'t ceoi-·1-1· ·::11 tI'l-8 'na·r·P. ·mrrvell0'.1"- .,_,'r,,::.-n i"·!~ 1°'-' ...... ..._,,.i-..__,._ t1 ..:.• --~ ... ~..J "-. - ;.A,,..... ....., ..._,, L- ..... .... ~ ...!' ...... ,_,_ ...... •, ..... -~ ....... _, .... ..1. ~ ._,, 

re:membered that even :Z:lato,2, cou_:..1le of cer~turies later,hs .. i not 
ou_t5ro-a1 the prLnitive pagan conc0_ytion of revel.3.tion iHJ."'.:. con­
ceiverl of it as 2. necef,saril·'" ir:rstiono.l and s1J.1mor•.c.l .!,J"c-1c~:L10:1er~-
011 • .tletvveen th,, religioui:o belie:t'::o whici1 rrevcilec1 in I2r~~e1 llp 
to ti:.e tirue ot tt1e liteI·2.~:i ·.~>ro 8""CE: o:..:..d the reliclo 1..is ·viev11,_E! of 
tb.e IJrop}1~=--tE tf1Are if:,~ §;&l) ~?:l1Loh car1r10t lJe ::.:ridg·e~l 1JJ;,- s.r1~y log·­
ical oroc· :::s.:'i1e idea of '.J-ot'1. ';r~_ich :1eld :::;;ve_.;'' in Is:.·e.el at t?1e '~i:.:1,_, - ~ 

o:t .c~noe' a.J~pe8.T8-llQ8 did l10t 8 1•7 81]. re; .. 1Vtel~y C!)fJYC::ZiE18.te & r.:10l1if::-

tic; conc8!Ytior1 oi· tiJ.e ~;_r1i,..rt.=;rce.~I1e ~jeoi;le beli~:,.1re.d.. i:~ 011e _;.o'.;_, 
t1'1e ~od. cf lsrs.el,T.:11.t t!-~e::- ~~rc,htec1 t:le ~:;:_ister1(.;e OJ~ ctl"1el"' ccd .. s 
tor o~, ~r:;r ~~.lc.t ions If 
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,_,~,,,:__~l __ e:;·t ~::C;:.·c: ~-:c._:; ___ ... ziei_;_, 2-"----~- ~-~:_:_,:_i~:::>s ~.~lr_:_.' l'.:, _:.ri_c---~eE::c;. .• -:~_e 

r ::1 :~ ~,.. :~--~~ .:_ ~ ~l.-_l , ~~·Sy 2. ,:-; C 'X1 (~. :2. -~-. ;)~_.: (:: J_l"~ d -~:.:. _:· i ;,; S. ~ E~ t .'..-ic:z. t ~.l~-.:_ ~-Gr -l-:: CS-

~.ef::_~ic:i IJ~' "cl:.e .~~-i:__-it~ t i:I i13~·.ts~~,1~, ::·:cu~:.:'lS'_~: 2-~. t.:._·:j LlC1l.J_t . .i,_..:.er 
'-:2-"'G~.Et2 ~·;.ec_\~e~- co::11"'ule:.i•.7el~ ,£.:1-:_ s~:e ::-~c::J. (;l·!.ts:rei i~1 ... :o :: .::-~1:..te 
cf r:; o~ll 4_;l cl: e ,_-, o :2 i l~ e :<i::.2. u .. s t iuYl. 

\llS~) c~:=-. II ~i. 9:11,-:· .. ~fie:re t{1e i~·j_'o_p:iet ··7to ::c .. 1e2 to 
~) 2c1tl i ;3 c all.e~ t1:1i s 1 'r:1l1cL~1~ __ 11 r 

(11~5) :.:nE:::1e~1 Eta~es t.''.1at t{'Le _):.."c_;_-1l1et ~-~u.cl ~Jo ;:_11_ccr2:1~~.t;_iral 
~~ u :~ i:.o r .it~' , o.t1l ~~ ti: e i:1:f1 ~1e11c e _:Jo 2 ss · E, e 6. u y a11J in 2..T1 o =- ":; o .. :::~J 2~r-1~- i:~c 
genius.lie reccrieJ the ;ro)hets aE no mars than [reat ~cr2l tea­
:;~1srE c:;ith 8. .JOI'3-l anJ. ~JrGfOUZ11 00.::J.Vic"':~i0::.1 of the :;10rc.cl j) r-
;)C~e u.1.d. ;:,~01.rerrrrner~t of- tl'.1.e ~~vor-lcl,2 .. 1~:._Q. }~1e at 8_,cl:.ec: little l1J_por-
tance to their nar~ atives o: supernatural vi2itatio11s. Jo~}ce,110-,v<.::Y­
er, stoQtl~ asserts th2: the ins~ired insi~ht of the 9ro2het is 
tl-1e ::.1c'.turs_l .:_)O'Ner of E_;_~iritual vibiOL :r2L:,ec3. to ·::. !1idi1 inten~i'cy 
~:11d oeerc_tin;z i~1 a 1·ea.ln1 \Yl1ithsr tl1e ordirrc~~~- ~ililil i1e.,t:. no e,..:;ceEE .• 
JO"CP.- c:+recc,:::s th"' e·ler,·)"'J."1t Of the "l108l''·)C;t>rri::l ::or1r:l Pt~t>=>.S t'~st el ..., ;._) ..... 1-..J I-- ...., - ~ ~ 'J .... - )-.,. .· ... .J;; .... .1.......... '··--· ._,., ---- __, ....... ....,, ,_.,_ 

the ~~ole prophetic process cannot be reiucea to the level of a 
nat1J.r2.l event.-1or;ever,he rnai.:1t2ins tI1~t visionE '.7ere ecn;:;lo;,'ed 
1ior:tl;;; o~' t1:1e earli0r prop.i:1ets and trH:t they )l12y but 2 ~ms.11 
part in the revelation of the literary pro2bets.~~e view quotea 
in the te::t is ti1.:1t o:' l?rof • .JuttenwieEer, in '.~rhich I fully concur. 

( 116) re are ouoting Rlcwst verbatim from ?~tof. '3utten-
-,"i" ec,er "l.,..,Ce ,.,e bell""°V·~ ·ne ,:;OUl-1 Y1Qi' 8"-',-'Tesc. onrc"::.lye<::. 0-,-' >1" 1 lc: r i...: t ,._, J..i..,, ,., '- J 1'r v •.,.._ - ... '-.i .... _.J....-..1 i....... v.. )-· ,,,_. -- 1...1 ...... ;,,i ..i. .._, 

:oint,-.-,'l1ieh coincL1es e::ractl31 with 11is,an~1 nore beautifully 
a.n::t su.cci::'.lctl~: 'thai1 1:"e .hr~s done. 

(117~ i:erhap::. one o:f the ]oints o::· Jer.1:11-12 is the 
pl8;y on worr'ts eviclent in tl~e 'f:Ier:irew but whicn cannot i:..e regro­
CLuced ir1to :L::ngllt~h.Shaka~d. rneans,aG a noun,almoncl •. is c. vr:::rr:i tl1e 
root ;:1eans 'tc he eag,er er -aatchiril. 

(118) e.g. ::..:zek. 11724.In forn:.er i)rophetic tL1es tr~e 
people sssig~ed great importance to ~he 9ouer of the vision. 
All revelation was at first conceived to take Dlace in a tr~nce 
or vision,~:n:3 even a.i'ter the :wro.s '..:hozeh and i~oeh fell i11to 
disLrne the '7ord ]hazon is still trned in pro!)hetic '·i:citir .. gs -co 
denote a vision,tllou.c:l o:t the hig.her t,';'i~',a2 we have explainee .• 
Visi.ons in general :;e.rne to i:zekiel the .'Jost frequ.e:atly. 

(119) ~vision is ocdasion~ll~ mention~~ in !saiah(vis­
io:.rJ.S a_oart · rom t1:1e COIL:.ecration vision o± .;£:2-1::~'. u) otJ.t ti::.ese 
passages are generall~ accepted as late glos~es.Ev~n the traces 
of prophetic ecstas:,1 -,vlJ.ich iilOst autnorities :ony are to foLmd. 
~itt =zekiel do not corresJOnd in any raf ical sense to t~e un­
conscious frenz~ of the early :ebiim. 

(120) Is. 't : 9; 88 : 15 

(121) I 3am. 9:6-lO;II ~Ci. 8:1:::,,,l'.~·;I Li. 17:1;18:1,41; 
II ~i. 4:1L;~:l-2.0f the earlier days of ~ebrew D~O~hecy it is 
e.e,f~j "tc 2ts:te t.r~e:.t t!1eir c.::-1.ief co:J.~; ~r,:1 ~ ... I2~. '.~.ritf-i t~·1·2 f'!.1t_1_re. 
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(1:..:2) ~-2~1~; ::c-r:;alls~ yl'O)~-·.:::tL:al 3'.:;,j_ictions :;,_:re ::wt :Ce.s.l 
ones,c~. Is. ~4:28;4o:l.~be 2re~ictio~ 2bout ~yrus is really 
th·2 utter.s1~e o=r:· a co~1t£nn~~·ore.:c:1 (JeLlter·o-- Ic:a.i~~<n). 

(123) 12. ~:l9;Jer. l?:lt:. 

( LA J l:JTlO 8 z : 1:2 

(125) iiosea ~:l~ 

(1~6J Is. 2:6;~:2 

(127) Jer. 27:9 

(128) ~licah 2,:6;3:8,11 

(129) ~icah 3:7-11 

(130) kicah ~:5-8 

(131) For example,tske the case of the ~itch of Bndor, 
in I Sam. 28.It is evident that the ,,7itch,.-:ith the a;:0sistance of 
e.11 accomplice ·nho took the ps.rt of 3anrnel, :tooled Saul into be­
lieving that the spirit of :SBJnLrnl ?1as actually being sw-nmone6-
up.A suitable '.lark s}Jot was chosen as tbe scene of' the farce aJi 
the cren ulous and_ tre:;rnlo us Saul was actually hw11u ugged into 
believing that it was a bona :fia_e resurrection. I have expati­
ated at greater length on thG.s _;_-;oint in Chapter ~:-L1e,under 11 ..1.'he 
.-Jitoh Of Endor 11 .L11y other explanation cannot explain the llllnsu.o.l 
phenomenon.c.f.likewise the deception practiced by the Greek or­
acles in their system of ambiguous answer5,·,vhich showed clearly 
th:;,t the oracle a:::id its atten:1c:,nt imevr as little abou.t the 
supernatural anc1 :future matters as the inquirer. 

(132) I =n. 22 

(133) Jer. 2E3 

(lj4) ruicaiah's 2tatement that the prophets were de­
ceived by Jahweh and ~zekiel's statement to the smne ef~ect 
( 14: 19) are to l_;e ez_:lainea. ratio'nally as due ~co t!1e _proces~ 
of degeneration refer:ced to above.As the results showed,it was 
really God liiuself who in both cases uEec•_ the t2lse yro_~;het 2 
f'S an instruffisnt to p!ini!:',h tj·,e 2eople ::t'aithless to .f:1irn. 

( 13 b ) I Ai • ~ 2 : 12 

(136) ~hu.s we ma~ consider' there to have been t~o kinds 
of ta.lse prophets: ( l) the ty~!e of Ahab's four hunclrec1,cou:ct rro­
pl18ts,_r1ropnesying ·.vh;::t ~'ill.ab -aanted to hear,c10t preaching,existing-
. b d - ( 2 \ .... . + f" .,, . • . • ' i · in s o y,a:nCL . ; 1,,11e '-'.YIJe o :....I1anan1at1,giving puo ic _rJroi1012nce-
~ents,thoroughly Eincere in his belief,but ieluded,afnaid to sa~ 
the truth. lest h(: inctn~ oclium and punishraent ,recognized as u 
prophet,c~lled a il8bi eve!1 li~;:e JAre::-1iah,~et Lrnking the 1noral 
courage -cc see t.i'1incs in t1:1eir trae and ::;:irorJer lifht ox1a_ to 
procl2,im them fearlessl~;.liiE )rophecy is nothing lmt hlaEphem;y 



( 13 7 ) = ... i c a{1 ~:- : S ; I s • .-~ 8 : 7 ; J er . o : ~:) l ; 14 : 14 ; ~~ ; 5 : ~ 3 ; 8 S : 9 

~x. lJ:lb. ?~op~ecy itEel± or livin~tion iii not 

(140) E:x. 15: 2..0 

( 141) liu. 12:2 

( 142) Ju. 4:4 

(143) I 
,., 

28:7 ff. 0arn. 

(144) II Xi. 22:14 ff;Il Chron. 34:22,the second pass­
age bei:::ig practicall;y a verbatim repetition of the tirst. 

( 145) Il :3am. 14: 1-5 

(146) In iJeh. 6:14 mention iE rn~~de of a v1or.1cn prophet 
Noadyah.lhat she was not a prophetess in t~e real sense of the 
wora_ is clear, tor real prophecy had_ ceased b ef ore ll errnmiah_' s 
ti::1e.She no r}ou.ot 'Nss a member o:t i:eherniah's _party,to see t.cu::.t 
the law ""¥Vas obe~~/ed_ 211d tl1at the reicr;ne of· i~e.:.-1e111iai1 -:yere ca.rrieCt 
out. 

(147) 3x.;:;;2:17 

( l-±8) ~zek.1:5 :7-23 

(149) Lev. 20:27 




