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The Judges Once More
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H. ROSEL, has TeCeNntT. publications TeV1ıved the Old notion Oof
M, and other Scholars regarding the ex1ıstence Of fferent
POTficials? pre-monarchic Israel, popularly
'3udges’, SCT.. n1ıs CcCon‘  10N "neuer Ansatz”"

because he COMbiınes the offices the pPer’SON Of Jephtah“.
MUST, Ver;, stressed actually

Ormer 1y when Scholars trıiıed either TEduCEe the difference
the Cypes OT ]Judges T ress the difference, there-

Oore 1 15 dıiıfficult derstand WNY RÖSET,'s approach
considered partiı "new" Pay>S attentıon the
tıitles attached Jephtah, and RN p 1?XN) indicating
Jephtah g  ra  , whereas W marks hım 1ocal
ruler OT SOM kind, he consequent 1y *Iiculties

vilewing ep! the WNO combined Ooffices Being A
15 Cd derstand WhY Offices WTr included the tradı-
1ON under single heading, RN R

ROSFL,'s V,  nNnew" interpretation glives birth Several quest1ions,.
15 pOosSss1ible indicate Nnot. Tew 'adıtio-historica problems

which EAaves UNSOLV:  7 hOow Oold the Varı0ous adıtions CO

cerning eıther the "major" the ”"mincor.” udges  ? Why
sented wıth Ifferent kınds Of radıtions? Why LypeS

H.,RÖSEL, Jephtah un: das Problem der Richter, Biblica (1980)
251-255; Dıe ”Rıiıchter Israels”"” uüuckblıc und NSatz,

25 (1981) 180-203.
Bıblıca 61; C A 23 203
M .,NOTH, as des "Richter 1iSraels“" (1950})5 Gesammelte

Studien Z.U] Alten estamen E München 1969, 71-85, P D
Biblica 61 253-254, followin: n  7 especially hıs

charismatic Leadership 1N the O0k Öof the Judges, 1N F,M.CRO5SS;
W.E . LEMKE and Ba  E  ER , Magnalıa De1i,; The Miıghty Cts Ot God.
ESSaySs 1N EemMOrYV Otf G.E.WRIG  P New ork 1976 , 152-168

ROSEL, Bıblıca 255 65 20  W
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the Of Judges  ? FOT WL the dıtfferent
kınds OtT 'adıt10ns drafted? When WEr e thev col L1Lected? There al1so
exıst couple OT hıstorıica quest1ons whıch SayY>S nothıng
Of importance. these questions related h1ıs Cra-

ditio-historical Vviewpoint (or rather lLack OT viewpoint Y 1NCEe
ask whıch Was SOC1ety Oorganized whıch these

OT AcCaal belonged, 1.,e. descrıbe the SOC1al TrUC-

Or pre-monarchical Israe1? the the Old ‘Testament

nıstorıca documents the PIOPDECL SeI1sSEe OT the WOTd? ıt have

CONSCHUCNCECS for argument ROSEL'Ss PaperL S he dOoe:
NOT. refer the ypothesis Of *11 BDal eague? 8 have

CONSCHUCNCES TOr the of the period OT the ]Judges T the
SOUTCEeS WEr collected, arrangt edited perhaps 4-500 Cn

the period quest1ion, &VE 4n thev WT& UC|

Wriıting the early Of the nmarchy  2  $
th1ıs sShort coMmmuUNLCAtLıON gO1Ng a1ı
questions S, 4S foremost hope able

1S'| COoMprehensive study Of early Israel the DNeaTr

future, dealing with aIMONG Oother things the SOC1al Structure Of

pre-monarchic Israel, the Origins Ör the hiıstor1ıca "adıtıon
Old Testament , meth  l1ogica. quest1ions concern1ng the

study of the 1S OT Israel Ore the polity6 $ Second1y have
touched BT questions monOograph which

VCars ago ına a MuUuStT admitted there 15 SSCEVEeTLe

ge Of comprehensive ’aditio-historica analyses Of the
Oof ges, especlally because the notıon Oft the league OT the
ß  ]1ve more valid. Moreover, there z

satisfactorv this OT S0O-Ca.
storıcal books ın  Old Testament. On  Other hand  shall

attenti:« D  LE general problem concerning RÖSEL's
understanding Of the formation OT the lion, here

Prelimınary title, "Early Israel” nthropologica anı Hıstor1ı1-
cal Studies the Israelıte Society Before the onarchy,
especially the Second part chapter V. "The- Social tructure L1N
Pre-monarchic Israel” 1so the followin chapter, "The 'Pe-
10d the Judges ' and the 11-Israelite Tradıition"”".
Israel Dommertıden Israel ın the Perıod of the Judges) CO-
pénhagen S AAA 74-87, anı CO Jephtah Israel Dommertiden, 92£,



fınd the d e n1ıs ıinterpretatlion OT the office Or Judge and
the ©a WNVYV Hh1Ss revıval Of ol theses futıle.

ROS)  2 clearly Seecs the subs  ıal 1LTtTference between the

"ma7jor”" the MLNOTr  9 Judges the tradıtıons Te
each Ve. different the Cal Of Jephtah
The eal problem L however, er this only iıterarv iffe-

LEeNnCeE , whıch the OPINLON Oft Scholars including
HAUSER thıs author ) 1TSTOYT1Ca d1ifference

ROS)  E thınks? 1mse PayS trtentTıON the Tact
characterıstiıic tCralts Of the Panmnalıistic" 1 OT the M1LNOTLT Judges
also appCcar the narratıves INn  g the IMa ]Or Judges, but Chi1is
observatıon eal nothing. Nevertheless the real problem
er these features ely "originally"
there ex1ısted sıngle l1onger and coherent 145t including also the

Ma ]Or ]Judges WwhO WT& perhaps nOot vet CcOoNNECT:! wıth TtNe1lr narratıve
CONTEXT. the Ca to-day, SeEeCONdary harmon1ızatıon

place tryıng Ombine different Lypes OT tradıtion, the 15
and the narratıves? There consider the CS

possibility because their present shape the 1 Jud
1- 7-15 do NOT. comp.Ly well with the hıstorical, e,; the

leuteronomistic fictious TaMewWwOT| Cructur. the OT Judges,
According the deuteronomistic Israel onl1y l1oyal
Yahweh when rul« DV Judge, the Judges thev
practisized ıllegal cults the deuteronomistic Öotf

Judges there PE CCess1ı0on Ot Judges, ONeEe ]Judge SUPCI' —
Ssed1ing another Just 1ıkı king replaced DV h1ıs SUCCESSOT 3C

really the opinion Oof the 15 Oft the M1LNOTL Judges
terregn! 15 1Nnto aCcCount , according the

1ısts the ]Judges Iu. Israel unbroken SUCCEesSsS10N,. the
other this dOoe: NOt. explain WwhNY the IM ]O ]Judges

separate narratıves?

RICHTER Ziu den "Richtern Israels”", ZAW (1965) 40 71 ;
The Minor Judges Re-evaluation, JBL (1975)

190+-—-200, and Israel Dommertiden, 87 1so
Israel the Per1ıocd Oft the Judges The Tribal Leaqgue 1N Recent
Discussion (forthcoming).,
E Israel Dommertiden, 8"7

10 GT NI “”Richter Israels",



Fiırst foremost WE have cons1ıder the aım Ot the narratives
their deuteronomistic setting. 15 flagrant miısinter-

pretation Of the ıntent1ıon Of the deuteronomistic redactors
YS the collection Of narratıves attempt WL  INg
"history Oof Israe l the period Otf the Judges”, th1is intend

Say that narratıves do NOtT form chronolog1ical and hıstor1ı1-
cal SYNOPSIiS Of the OT TUNE: Of Israe l the 12th and 11th ‚entu-

r1les B, v1iously the COlLllectıon Of 'saviour'-narratives has
efined admon i1tory SCc, The redactors behind the cOollLectıon

the1ir contemporarlies against the danger emanat ıng from
the cult of the foreign er thev Oft Our.se L able

forward explanatıon the Ta  r ÖOf Israel the1ir

ag welil. The admonıt1ıon 155 illustrated DV CONCTEeTE "historical”

examples drawn £rOom the past whıiıch c l1udes the tradıtıona enem1es
Of Israe l preceeding centuries, Edomites (or 'ameans
Moabites, Canaanites, nomAdS f rom the desert Mid7janites) y Anmonites.
Each Oof them represent: potential threat Israel during ö  ST

Ot her EK and each Ot them 15 present on.l1y ONe narratıve,
ere were NO n  to repeat the warning the other  d we

also able explain the LESCNCE Of the NO} Cconcern1ıng
Shamgar Jud 32313 because Ot the aım Of the redaC-
OrSs. narratıve 15 MLSS1INg ONE f the MOST. important
foe: Of Israel, the Phılistine: ase the narratıves concerning

did NOTtT form OT the deuteronomistic Ot udges .
Cal thıs 15 acceptable explanation enigmatic NO

Shamgar Anath then the LESCNCE of th1ıs NO mıght interpre-
eVv1lidence Oof the pre-ex1istence Ot the SaVvV1lı0our-narratıves

Ore thev WL INCOrpOra’ the deuteronomistic COLPDUS ,
consequent. 1y the deuteronomistic redactors L the authors Oftf
these narratıves W& do know HOW Old the narratıiıves

11 Depending whether “Kushan-Rishataim"” Wa Kıng YTam
dom Jud 3.:8:10)5 B already CO nNn1ıs KE.MEYER, Die Israeliten
und ıhnre Nachbarstämme (1906), reprinted Darmstadt 196 7, A
who mentıons earlıer authors sharıng A1ıs opiınıon,

12 CO Israel Dommertıden, 87
13 iın Israel Dommertiden, B.1:; proposed RO Se: Jud 3 3

gloss epending mısinterpretation Of Jud 5I according CO
whıch Shamgar ust considered notor1ious highwayman. TEeSuUunm-
ably traditiıon concerning ars between Israel and the Phi-



t+hemse 1 ves the narratıves ex1ıst c .600 B
other this 15 S  Le 400 after the "even

themse.  S, might have protracted 1SCUSSINg form
of transmission, whether it oral the SCOUTLCES SUTV1Ved

written documents,. Vet this NOT. change the genera. s1ıtuatıon

Ca! WE period Ore 600 B iıt 1S Pare-

impossible check ınformatıions contained the
narratives. Time agalın neglect importance OT thıs t ıme

'aCcC“ for prec1ise transmissıon OT the narratıves concerning the
1Life OT Israel before polity. Frequent.l1y onl1y presented
wıth scholarly lescoping Oft the actual Of Vears
consequent. 1y concept OT tradition-historv 155 much

simple (even when the elabora: reconstruct.ions Of the i1Nndıv1ı-

dual  are taken into consideration). goes to say  as to
the ıstorıcal re.  LLL Of the the lapse Oof time

the pre-monarchic period and the date of the present text is of the
UtTMOST. importance (we speaking OT S1xteen tCwenty generations)
which s  st. Just 1SM1LS:! Of rationalıstic artı-

1Ces "positive con7jectures regarding the or
certain 'adıtıon and "interpretation OT event

14behind the 'ad1ıt1ıon

Accordingly 1R conc Luded 14 15 1rratıonal be-
leve Of Judges find 318t0r1Ca documents the

PrOPpeCI Of wOrd. This conclus1ion actually emanates f rom

the OT the hypothesis OT cComprehens1ive sraelı trıba

league (the ictyony D because the all-Israelite CONCE ‚aY1Ng
behind the present  pe of the sources in no case predates the

L1iıstınes Wä avaiılable CO the deuteronomıstic redactors, eXcept
* rom the days ÖOf King aul (following authors wnı CONS1L. der

Sam CO be deuteronomistic Least late narratiıive
without historical oundation).

already E,.,MEYER, Israeliten, H. ENGEL 1S totally USCL-
fıed ln stress1ing his axı1ıom Oftf MEYER's, cf. H.ENGEL, Dıe Vor-
FTahren Israels ın Agypten, Frankfurther Theologische Studien e F
Frankfurt a.M,. 1979, 77-78 As O the concept OT “historical
Sources L1n the ancıent ear ast and ln the Old Tes  ent, ct
the Varıous paperis DY M.LIVERANI, especially (to the ınforma-
10NS contained ı8el the Old Testament) h1lıs Le "origini  v A 'Israele
progetto irrealizzabile dı rıcerca etnogenetica, Rıv1iısta Biblıca
Italıana 28 (1980) 9—3  H>
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united Israel, 1 the notıon OT Israel Of the twelve 1S

hardlıy er the period Of the united mOoNaAarChY, The Tact that
Yradıtiıons which have transmitted From pre-historical tımes

COLleC and edited SOC1ety SOM time A ST 1 became
state 1S quite norma l and analogies cited, C. Greek
tradıtions (the Ot Homer) , (as contain the 1V
KS ÖT Livy's historyvy), (for exanp le the Nibelungen-
1ied) F other1 Cal! h1iıstorıans would adgreec CO -

S1ider these traditions relilıa. historica documents. 1S5
es  1ı1shed Fa such SOUTCESS 5 z Of all ontaın informa-
t1ons re levan the Ssocietv whıch thev W ed1ıited and only
wıth cautıon used iınformatıons OT uSt|  D when

W& study the pre-h1istory OT the SOC1ety question
1S Of es the narratıves concern1ing the ma ]Or ]Judges

well the 15 enumerat ıng the M1LNOLr Judges degree COM

£f1rm th1ıs notıon Of the 'adıiıtıons pertinen stateless SOC1ety
ROSELIL, himself draws attentiı« 1 unconsciouslvyv, AMONg the

Sav1ıocur-narratives depart with 'adıtrL1ıon Oof
Othniel CO  INg (and other 'holars) 1ı1Storıca.
.10N ex1ıists Of the 'adition 3,7=-11 Obv1ously he 15

quite Justified, ar allıl Othniel rather Ör FDa
clan lineage 1V1InNg the sSOuthern GT the

before 1ı1t Swa l Lowed the Oof Judah,
Othniel may have been one of the small tribes  combined to form
the great tribe of JI  in case the concept of R.DE VAUX as to

Of EMET’GENCE Ot the of Judah 15 VEra

15 GE 1so Israeliten, > Especially Ot the debate
relevant CO the question O the reliabiliıity OÖf Omer L1S
warding, ci. CO his <  4 The OT ÖOf Odysseus, 2.ed,.,
London 1977 AT but 1so ..  ‚K  4 The ONgS Of Oomer, (Cam-
bridge 1962, 23-39, 1n Opposition TO studies lıke D.L.,PAGE,
History., and the Homeric 1a Angeles 19355, A a
WEBSTER, OM Mycenae T Omer, London 1958, who maintaın the
basically historical reliability Of the SOC1O-CcCultural descr1p-
10N Mycenean TrTeece Lln the POCMS OÖf Omer .

16 Thus anı KLIRK (CI, the preceeding note) maıntaın that.
Omer 1S ua  y escribing the ocietyv 1N his age just
before

17 Biblica 61 ; 252
18 R.,D! VAUX, The Settlement Of the Israelites 1n Southern

Palestine anı the Origin ÖOf the Tribe Oof Judah, L1N Translatıng



nsequent 1y ONeEe O the characters WhNO the deuteronomistic
ıterature figures aIMONG the ma 7]or Judges raa only the

apıcal anCesSstor Of ertaın SOC1al IIOUD the South.
ıt 15 improber advocate that ECVEILV ma ]Or ]Judge originally

apıcal ancestor, OUGg] 15 emaıns possibıility because
ıt 15 NOT. UNCOMMON tribal CDONYMS ESVE)] clan iıneage e

CeSTtTOTrs t ıme TOCS inserted narratives praising aIONG
Oother things tHheir mlılıtary abılıty. the Other hand ı0 must

es: uch assertıion 1S con7Jecture. Bes1des Othniel
GQirters from the Other ma 7]or Judges because he belonged the
South whereas the other Wer e connect: wıth trıbes the North,
1ın au BenJjamin, Manasse, Naphtalı Shamgar Of COUT SE

has place thıs context, er all he was hardly sraelı
19all

nerally Sspe.  INg the Circle Gr trıbes 15 1LNVO LU when
tCurn attentıon the M1LNOT Judges belonged the trıbes

OT SSAaC|  7 lılead, yulon and Ephraım After all iıt 15 L

IV Ibzan Ot thlehen belonged on and NOT.
20Judah However , IOM the number OT M1LNOT ]Judges "cCharac-

vears” ıncluded the historicity Oof whom 15 Ve. doubtful, Tola

Pua, Jalr Elon. Tola and h1ıs ather, Pua, included
the 11s8t 2023 progen1ıtors of clans ineages
SSAaC! According th1ıs tact might quoted eVv1ldence
Of the ex1ıstence Ot lans Issachar WNO period Ot the Judges
'hOOSEe the Judge Tola Pua, h1s ather, their apical ancCce -

COTS H1ıs con7Jecture 1S, however , ‚;penden‘ h1is date of the
22comp1lation Oof the LE 26 which dOo NOt at all

You Just weil ar gu Tola and ö  Y originally
Oof belonging the OF Issachar who

anı Understanding the Old Testamen (H.G.MAY-Festschrift),
ashvılle 1970, 108-134, B and CD already 5 , MOWINCKEL,
"”Rachelstämme" und Leastaäamme  ” ZAW IFa Berlın 1958, 129-150,
SE

19 A above.
Israel Dommertiden, 84.

21 ”Richter Israels”", 77 S
272 hn1ıs Das System der ZWO Stamme Israels (1930), reprinted

armsta: 1966, 122-132, an finally Das viıerte uch OSse.
Numeri1, ATD 7' Göttingen 1966, 173-182 CO OW!] opınıon
ÖOft A1ıs 1L1iısSt ave to refer f Israel Dommertıden, 109£.



riıly D  T& }1ıst OVeL®L the SO-Called M1LNOT ]Judges and

ROSEL 1S presumablıy accordance wıth Ch1ıs V1LeW
aı OT Jaır FYrOM G1ilead who considered the ancestor Ot

the inhabıtants OT 17R nın Giılead Elon who urı;rı

Aj7jalon zebulon have underline the GE the

]Judge and O the City the Hebrew consonantıal spelling 1den-

tica4, 1127?N, and thıs applies also the rendering OT the MNallcs

LXX, ALAGULL, ALAGL, ALALL. Bes1ıdes according
26 ,26 uLONL clan Ca ELlon eX1Ss C1ty Oof the

Aj7jalon on 15 the other NOT. ment1ıoned elsewhere.
STAl £find Elon the OT C1ity ın the AAPFIC Gr
the South, and another Aj7jalon the reg1ıon

Presumably 15 AaCcCcordance wıth these observatı]ıons and
therefore he aug! have excl1uded the Nalllcs from the 15

enumeratıng kın OT n  OTT1C7a1s  “ belonging Israe| Oore the

monarchy he Obv1lously maıntaıns the historic1ity Ot the

mainıng characters belonging pre-historic tımes. though
ROSEL 195 dependent es  1shed 'adıtıon ()4e Testament

scholarshıp Ün 'annot PIOVE ertaın Yradition
wıthout hıstorical basıs ar 15 historyvy, hıs conclus1ion 1S

nevertheless NOt. legitiımate £rOom methodological point Ot V1leW.
The CONSEQUCNCE would the 15 Or the M1LNOT ]Judges Were

non-homogenous , Ot the belonging hıstorıical igures
Other clan SCPDONYMS CannoOt , however, SUur«t« Gr the hiıstor1-

City f the remainıng PEr SONS. The approach 15 100 FOr
COMIMON enominator fOr all the MNallkces the 15 and therefore

the MOStT. ObV10uUS CONC Lus1ıon 15 the the S: dOo NOt

ONg Ahıstorıcal characters all but the 1S contain "tra-
aan e nl E f rom Israels past, Nalcs pertinen (to
us) AaNnCeStTOTrTSsS WwhO onl1y remembered because S: the 'ad1ıtr10ons

concern1ing their place Ot urC1a. when the 15 WT drafted. Such
Yradıtions related Ot the kind, tradıtıona

28 RÖSEL, 25 190 n25
24 C Israel Dommertiıden, 85 referring CO R , sraeliten,

S5D7s against NO'TH , "Richter Israels”", 77-78,
25 (B JOSs 19,43; A and Jos 19,42

2 190 n625



ur1ıa. places Oft saınts comparable the tombs Of
„  ” the mMmodern observation 15 re Levant

pr presen the OT the Judges, then
entitled CONC 11 the 1]1ısts have bearıng at all

specifıic Offıce Iın pre-monarchıc ISrael . The RN whıch
cCONS1ders the designation OÖOf Of that. 1Ce L1S5 much

general and 15 OTtT sSeveral d1ıfferent levels ancıent
27srae SoC1iety and 15 exclusivelyv attached ON 1Ce 7

ına. have agaınst the ıntens1ıve SeAarch fOr SPC-
CATic and definable offıces Oft whıch the contr  10N
FOrM (and fact MOST. OT the es surveyed him) AC-—-

ua these eNndeavours emanate f 1rOom misapprehension Of
kind Oof society ex1ıstence a lestıne the stateless

per1ocd Ore( B, 5  Sst eLVY 146 15 NOT rea!  ‚ Le
OtTt1cas ımN Oftf the WOTrd eX1Ss5 all,.

Tact ÜL 1Ss much ely number OT ad 1O0ONS
ex1ıisted and Ö  D handled L& ess 1NTOrMa l1eaders mMmaın-
tained DV Old Testament Scholars ‚pending the SOoCiologist

AU S though n1ıs idea Oof the charısmatıc leadership
misunderstood charismatic leadership the

prerogatiıve OT the miıliıtary eAders 5 ma7]or ]udges) atfter the

trıumphal PLOGIECSS OTtT the amphictyonic ypothesis 1930 and
1960. the not1ion OT 1NLOrMAa. leadersh1ıp rele-

1ıliieren‘' eve the Stateless per1iod dOoe: NOT.

wıth the ’ad1ıC1O0 V1LEW Ot the ma7]or Judges, but the

quality Of charısma d1id NOT. onl1y app.ly the milıtaryv Jleaders, a
also 1NC the C1iv1ıl acminiıstrators well.

27 x 1Ss connected ith Several t1ımes and wıth 958
ell a 10)A' DW,


