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the atiıonsh1ip Between

W1ST1LC the Deuteronamistic Hıstorles

Frederıck H. Aarhus

Anyone has followed reCcent velopments euchal CI EICIEM
E AaWAdLE th1ıs discipline exper1iencing great Otf

descr ıbed fruitful urmo1iL. Appear ıng almost Simultane-

ously, WOTkS by ] Irn THOMPSON — have 'adicated V11r-

tuallı all grounds E conf idence STOT1IC; basıs fOr patriarch-
WE narratıves. afterwards, H. PrOpOS! Deu-

teronaemist-like PASSAYCS Yahwistic strand Of Pentateuch Ser 10us-

ENZ, and glve Yahwiıist h1S aditio-historic. due , i a
ım1i versalism OT h1ıs theology n1Ss relationship prophetic OUuG]
concerned, per1iod Gr Ex1ile, IMOIE l1ess \g

LEMPOCALY wıth the Deu!  onamıst yYear later, Rol£f
SCE@Ile wıth sSpirited attempt ex1ıstence f

W1St1C such, favour Of broadly-bası aditic-historic:

(in Dr Überlieferungsgeschicht.  Lich) yVSis OT the Pen-

traditions . RENDTORFFT 's analysis arrıved the conclusıon
Pentateuch aAs: Bn A St OI

Deuteronomisti redactiıt LOCCSS . the Vear, earlier PFIOVOCA-
.1LVe article along ınes 1S. English

Respectively: The Hiscoricity OT the Patrıarchal Narratives. The ues
for the HKıstorical BZA| E 337 Berlin, 1974; L$LN Hıstorv

Tradı:tioeon; New aven London, 1975
Der sogenannte Jahwist. Beobachtungen und Fragen ZU. Pentateuchforsch-

ZUrich;, 1976
Das erliefer  gsgeschichtliche Problem des Pentateuch. BZA| 146, Ber-
Lın New OLK, 1977
"Der 'Jahwist' al Theologe? ZUmM Dilemma der Pentateuchkritiıkr ” 2SVT 28
(19753 158-166.



with replies DV B WHYBRAY, i SETERS, N.E.WAGNER, G.E.C!
The 1SSUe OT also contained LEeV1eW OT

RENDTORFF's 1977 R. CLEMENTS 1978 H. 'ORLÄNDER

inner-Biblical camparatıve Stux whıch Ca Of Pen-

t+ateuchal themes L1S found Biblical Liıtera: hich wıth CL

1981 M. ROSE attempted AaCCOUNTbe said predate Ex1iıle

for seem1ıng.ly uteron ents Yahwistic History by
assumpt1ion th1ıs StOriIC WICıtten interım between

phases OT Deuteronanmistic redactıon result, 144e le

accountıing TOLr seeming Ly Deuteronamistıc aspect Of

Pentateuchal PasSSageS . reOver, this V1LEW hım regard q

terjats Israel”’”s prehisto: (J) such

Deuteronamistıic materials Deut 1- Deuteronamistic
narratıve Ooshua, rather the arocund.

felt able fOr melding Of lexateuc. with \ —

1StC materials J whereas argued for integraticon f Tetra-

euC. with the Deuteronamistic StOY1CA. Wor'] DtrH)  10 ROS: couLl' l1aim

SENSC ‚, COTrTEeCT.

IMOLE UNCOAMPFCOMLS INIg 15 a h1ls recent 11
Havıng argued fOor substantial unıtv OI Yahwistic materilals

Pentateuch, construed everyvy e2uC] whıch C
cedes P ‚ he launches a similar argument on behalf of the unity of the
ONM ıiıSt1C materijals stretching freoem Judges Kings. Thus

SO'T E
SOT 19779 46-56.
Die Entstehungszeit des jehow1iıstischen Geschıchtswerkes Frankfurt
Maın, 1978
Deuteronomist und Jahwıst. Untersuchungen den Beruüuhrungspunkten be1l-
der Lıteraturvwerke.
Das ormgeschichtliche Problem des Hexateuchs, WANT 26 2867 ; utt-
GJart, 1938
Überlieferungsgeschichtlich Studien, ngen, 1943
In Search Of Historyv. ıstoriography LN the Ancıent World anı the Or1ı-
gıns ÖOf 1Ca History, New aven and London, 1983

er aham, 154-312
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1S able ar gu SCMEW! iNlOTLEe convincingly dOoes ROS. the Var ı-

OuSs YWßt-lüe passages ın Joshua ass1ıgned ıther

recently, able maıntaın wıiıth pLau-
sSibilıtyv JOs lang inexplicable (Suwperfluous, consider ıng
JOS 23) Deuteronaom1istic conclusıon aCCOUNT , L1S realitv
the Vahwistıc conclusim this aCCOUNT; Tact J1ater 14

FOorced recogn.ıze nevertheless materıials remaınıng
JOS 24 Mıch Irrefn  Ly Deuteronamistic, SHE'LTERS argues

these merely 1Loans ındertaken DV Yahwıst:;: thus h1ıs WCL  IIX
"Deuteronaomisti«  M lepen: uteronamıst, and "Yahwıst-

ic" when he is on hıs Own:.
th1ıs poınt the discussıon a pL early decıde

whether SETERS *’ V1EW W1ıL W1N day MAaY , and doubt.

W1ıll, argued Rose’'s uterorn!  E phases OT 3C al-

though favoured TOorm another both Sides Oft Atlantıc,
Simply conven.lıent solution pr OT ıuteronaoamıst VS .

Yahwıst Conversely, 4S W1LL doub: be hel« SETERS' protean
1s capable Of wonderfuLl Ot uteronanısStıCc style, 15

least equally art1ıf3cı exegetical cCONvenlenCce. respective
Ments 4: decıde Cası end, and JULCYV L1S

balloting. FOr PUurpPOSCSy, Owever , important wıder

plicatı OI theor1es for understanding SE present
OT Judges throw and perhaps Kings OS

ell known, EeVl later) Of DOCUMENTALY
thesis, INNUMEr: trace continuatıion Ot the

15 OtPentateuchal throughout STOLC1IC OO Ot

L3 See S pp.322-362.
"Joshuna 24 and the Problem OT Traditiıon L1N the OLd Testament”,
ed. W. BARRICK and C SPENCER, *A the Shadow Ar on. ESSaYs
Ancient Palestinian A ea and Liıterature 1N ON! Oft (3 AHLSTRÖOÖM.
Sheffield, 1984, 139-158

15 ee, for example, e The O4a estament. Introduction,
Yans. WE ACKROYD, New OYK and ‚ Vanscton, KD 1966, PPR.132-143;
S 1SO E. JENNI, "Zwei Jahrzehnte Forschung den Büchern Oosua
B1S Könige", DA (1961) 1-32; 7-1



these efforts able W1iN scholarly for e.  7 for
LeEeASCdl thev proved Ccomplicated; there SinMplLy

much present materials question strikinglyv recall
1ı1ther J'y E, P, hypothetically continuous Of

Oreover, SV MOST. determined attempts CONV1NCEe

repetitions whiıch Aases obviously DD
sent in  texts can  expla  by use of the documen‘ source hypo-
thesis. Thus re.  ıvelvy t1ime OT AL CONVINC1ING ars

subdiv1is1ions storical WOCkS from Joshua Kiıngs TE

drawn laterallyv, rather l1longitudinally  * single
pOse: artıstic redactıon Of wide varıety Of ındertaken
DV single v  eriasser afte: 562 BC. result, Of COUTSEC,

forty Vears whıch have elap INCe ıcatıon Of NOTH'Ss have
VO attempts test Limits Of nMA1s conceptıion Ot Deu-

Onamıistıc Hıstorical
indicatıion a NOtT as welilil wıth NOTH's hypo  S1Ss

might be L5 fact un1ity ÖT uteronomistıic storıcal

Work repeatedly Q  enged. Thus x  ingen Triumnvirat:e of
R, 16 W. DIETRICH 4 n VEIJOLA have found A NECESSALY
distinguish Of daifterent phases Ot Deuteronaomistıic
ıLOn because Of iterarv form critical considerations
because Of i1NncONS istencies CcOontents Deuteronomistiıic
1LVes themselves. Amer1ıica, H CROSS has Se1zZed themat ıc and Naria-

t1ive iıncoansıstencies Oof Kings order pOostulate
fold redactıon Of PIOGTIaNME COAMpOSeEd Onnex1ıon wıth
'eform Of Josiah, ex1ilic redaction whiıch goal Of explaining

"Das Gesetz un die Völker", 1%LN: ed. H. Probleme bı-E.G-. y
ıscher Theologie. Gerhard VON z un G gewidmet, Muüun-
chen, 1971 y PP-  94-50

E Prophetie Geschıchte, Göttingen, 1LE
Dıe ewlige Dynastıe. Davıd die Entstehung seiıiner Dynastie ach der
deuteronomistischen arstellung, Helsınki, 1945 ldem, Das Könıgtum
Ln der Beurteilung der Deuteronomıstiıschen Historiographie, Helsinkı.,
1977 ; Verheissung 1n der Kriıse, Helsinki, 1982.
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the PFr OGgIANME al. LESCILVE Judah her time OT trouble
inıtzatıve 1NCeEe follow2d WOLCkS Students

R,. and R. N‘.EI]ISC(\I21 s Where FRIEDMAN' s merely PL’O-—-
vVvoCatıve C5S5SAY , NELSON’' s full-Length Study, buttressed Fa

Of perspective h1StOrLV Of scholarship pertaining DtErH

particular, he 15 care: point Out least the notıon and the

arguments CONCEIFNING double redactı.on OT Deu:  cemıstıc materijals
BOOKS of Kings have impressive pedigree, der1vıng thev

do from all the way back to A. KUENEN
The DO1NT made her“ 1S NOTH'Ss thes1ıs OT Deut-«  Sr whoO

cOLlLlected reworked varıetyv Ot SUOULCES C at:  .1Ve because
1 rendered superfluous the demonstrate LECSEINCE Er the
Pentateuchal Ce: storical books OoOutside Otf Pentateuch.

however, approxi  EeLY cCamplexi; has back ınto
discussion NOTH's CheOorvy intended V1a early, the 19]
Oft the d1sCcCuss1ıo0ons Ooft ROSE, possibili
presents e.  7 although OT present willing
dTraw CONS!  CcE OT h1s researches: namely,
single hich secondarily edited DV author (s Of Yahwıstıc

StOrLVY. understoocd th1ıs pOoIiNt aCcCk-

NOowledges COaMpOSEd Ort f prologue DtrH  3 Neverthe-

less, draws bac! from conclusion held 1N-
dıcatıions Of LESCHNCE Of CONt1iNULVOUS Pentateucha. "sources" his-
toricai MOTE profi re' 1Ndıicatıons Oof
editorial revisıon INOLE O the authors f Pentateucha. sSCONAL -

C6eS. 15 LeAasSoN LEVE they StTOP) £i-
n1S. wıth the ın  UCtOLV Ot ua,. Indeed,

Canaanıte My and Hebrew EP1LC, Cambriıdge, Mass. and London, 1973,
274-289

The Exile 1Ca Narrative, Chico, 9815 pp.1-43
21 The Double Redaction Of the Deuteronomistic Historyvy, Sheffield, 1981
P Redaction, pp.14-15; Se 1so pp:15=-22
P See e.9 In Search History, Da S61
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15 SCVECLY YEASUN believe POSSCSSCS shape
quite ımnm Like i posses 3E CaMmposed

dicatıons thıs CdS:! have starıng aCe
for time, but ascinatıon wıthn NOTH's laım Deuteronan-

187 ma 7]or figure responsible for the extensiıive revisıon Of 1° a

terılals hiıs h1istorv has prevented from see1ng this clearlvyv.
ODV1O0US po1iLNt Of departure 1435 whıch AasS5Sures rae.

MUOTLEe es with ılıstınes L1ong Samue L 1Vel note
imılar claim 15 CONCEFrNiINg Samuel's tenure Judge) LS

unquest 1:  1y Deuteronomistic, and OQONeEe has SV seriously tÄ1Ss
S1NCE 19 century Pr  em, however, L5 WwhyY the C  1St
sa 1 saomething nonsensical, cOons1ıder according NOTH's

mMuSt have whole Of the — StOrıes before

Nevertheless, Sscholars have resorted Nnumber Ot strategies, NOtT.

explain thıs eature, but explain A away

24 his Wa learlyvy recognızed already LH. S 6| C. J. Prolegome-
Z U: Geschichte Israels, Ausg. , Berlin, 1899, p.249 . @A 7

Dıiıe Bücher Samuel, Kurzer Hand-Commentar Z Un Alten estament,
Y I ingen and Leipzig, 1902, pp.4/-49, arded B Deuter-
onomıstıcally-reworked plece Ot earlıer tradıtıon (BUDDE's E-source).
M . NOTH, Überlieferungsgeschichtliche Studıen. ; en Die sammelnden
bearbeitenden Geschichtswerke LM Alten estament. alle, 1943,
(Jahresbande) B Observes the ole Of Sam I2 ln the - chronolo-

he 1so 5ee5s the function Sam and settiıng DÜ
rentheses aroun:ı ch.9-11 J SIOEBE, Das e uch Samuelis,Gütersloh, L9473,: DE I73, noOtes hat "Adas Werk des Deuteronomisten 1s
nıcht ın en e  n gleichmässig beurteilen; ennn ıler 1st*
1M Nnterschıed Kap:8f1; nıcht der earbeıiter eıner alteren Tradı-
CLON; sondern eın selbständiger BYS aDl e 1s0o 2 KO-
nigtum, pp.30-34.

25 (Prolegomena, pPp.250-251) attempted hiıs Dy escribing5am n Z MeIre rhetorical emphasis Samuel's SUCCESSy;- 18025
sential CO the' portrai OT .  eın eiliger ersten Ranges” DE 250)., -

pPproviıdes ıne contempOrary example the Same tendencyY 1n
claiming 5  at Samuel's extraordinaryvy SUCCEeSSsS refers NOT CO an y "rest-
ose Unterwerfung des Philister, sondern lediglich ıne zeitweiligeEr  C  a  ung ihrer Angriffsfähigkeit" (Das Königtum, D 753 Ot COULCSEe,
( ch clearly lashes wiıth the tche e. On the Dtr
nature the anqguage 1n Sam PF S5e:  D already BUDDE, Die Buüucher
amue  7 D 51



equally perplexing 15 agaln, Par back
26WELLHAUSEN 1r acknowLedged th1ıs chapter L1S5 Deuteroaonanistıic

ser1ously questioned thıs determination. Thus question
that sımply begs to be answered is how the Dtr could make such a hash of
n1ıs Sis magnalıa del 9—-1 The struggle agaıns Sısera

(Jdg 4-5) C1ited PÄrSt Of Tre Of Israel'’'s

epentanc: 12,9) Also, 31Sera L5 charac  1 2ed the "  COAM-
f DE Hazor”, whıch makes onl1y ®  st

COampared wıth the present Israel’s aıid have
the Phiılistines, whıch nOo refer Samson stor1ıes,

although reality there campelling OMn Dbellıeve H2
KNOW!  N Of Samson all The hilistines DV which,
again, NOtT refer JAg Ehud Eglon) MOST. INg
pr 1S HSE OT SaV1lOurs Of Yae advancı contaıns
the "Jerubba'e rather ;1deon (1) followed Bedan, whose

15 NO only lectıo Gifficifiseor,pBat also hiıch a well st-
ed Versıons S mentıons ep!] WNOSEe STOLV related

JAg 1725 followed DV Samuel Yet another fact al-

though Moses and, Considering 12728 32,7-
24 have Long held either by else UuenC:ı DV

ment.ıone| together WL reservatıon b ment ıon t_
OeVer 1S mun Joshua.

OWING caonfusion COrrespondences between "Sisera”"
JAg 4-5, "Philistines" JAg 13-16, JAg 3

thing Of "SaVvV1iours" T5 implies ®  st

26 See, again, WE Prolegomena, p.248. (Dıe Bücher Samuel,
D 773 assigns : Ü O hıs E-source, but acdmıits that D has extens1ıvelyv
edıted s& Likewise, 2 CORNILL Einleitung ın dıe Kanonischen Buü-
her des Alten Testaments, „neug.A:; übingen, 19135 regards
both Cn and D sStemming Xom Aıs - eSOQUL C® but ds hat "Adoch
1Lässt sıch beı der St1iıl- und Geıistesverwandtschaft VO)] } unı Deuter-
OoNnNOmM 1ı um die eli nıcht mıt ölliger Sicherheit geben  x See fur-
ther EIJOLA, Köniıgtum, pp.83-99, anı esp.p.92.

27 See STOEBE, Das erste uch Samuelıs, 5.255> OTe CO 15
Same Te AF



wıth Jerubba  Gideon, presumably
esser figures and Jephtah 7 and conc1uding with

onLy characterized udge-cum-dux-bellorum a The correspond-
Jdg 6-8; containing, 1 S, narratıve OT 'udge

who refused Offer Of kingsh1ip, P hich contaıns the

narratıve f last Judge , the SOr Of serlal V,  ring Ccamposition
OVEel Ör the uteronanıs29 earn s" 136r

plaus reflects the uteronaemistic iıntentıon iıllustrate Srae
weil there kıng, Dut on1y vinely appointed

udges
HOWeVeEeL, (MMLSS1LONS from both 15 INg SCOME  Ng

1S surely amiıss. mentıon f Joshua, whO Otherwise 1ead-

INg figure which claims O: 1ın LFOotOoO

DV Deuteronaom1ists. L5 nOot clearly mentioned, Splite Of the
Fact Judges he the ma ]Or sraeli 1 hero - OT

ference JAg 331 the agains Phiıl-

istines, and V 1eW OT continuation Dn struggle
contınuatıon have SCEENN , Deuteronanists

camletely SUCCEsSsf£ful 1E W have inperative for Deuteranan-
1Sts ment ıon the appPEAaTaNC' Of "Jerubba

INOLE® my ster1ous But above al ment ıon 15 f

Deborah , NOL reference ver internecıne struggles
Israelıtes emselves (e.g Jdg 127065 19-21) , the reign OT

ıme lec. Shechem (Jdg 15 passed OVt S1Lılience. COUL SC y mMOStT. Or
these sılentıo Pr  ‚emS , but they extens 1ve

gether, SUuggesSt the OT ges, pe:  PS Joshua well,
NOT present LOr Deutert £OrM have them.

tinal perplexing feature of 15 fact
claıms Israelıtes K1iNng OCCas1ıon OT the

attack f Anmnmonites under Nahash (V el event hich place

29 See K CARLSON, Davıd, The Chosen King. Tradiıtio-Historical
proach CO the Second OOQk GT Samuel , Uppsala, 1962, PPR32-33 et DaS-
S1Im.
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L3 Owever, according £fOorm Of the First
Israelite actuallı place earlier, wıth K

pletel}} different motıiıvatıon 8,1-9) cth1ıs discrepancvyV,
has countered NUNleTOUS WaYyYS Scholars y but

vet Ootffered CONVINCINIg explanation Of problem
Pas Sade cons1idered 14,47-52: Once again, there

L1S 13545 doubt. th1ıs AA 1e notice 15 Deuteronomıistic, mOost CCr

TtaAatOrs acknowledge, S1NCe phrases "he Oug]! against hiıs enenml1es

CVE. S1 (Vv 47) "he did valiantly SMO . @ and .lvereı
QOut Sın e those who them" clearly Deuteron-

omLSt1C, noticed already BUDDE and seem1ıNg.ly also DV s_
37 NOTH, however, the pıcture f contaıned these VeLrses

CONTFALYV 4B erstanding OT though he acmıts
influence 47-51 OTrC\ PLOVEN-

surely r1g] Far understan« Of contained
ın v 48 ıs concerned34 he V1iCctorıous SIn Israe1*s “"enemles

about" fashion OT Judge characterizes

30 (Die Bucher Samuel, p.80) describes , "eine GLOSSE Ge-
dankenlosigke  k hat "Überarbeiter" must Aave een responsible Or
S But why ear would alnıy lLater fıgure Wıtn ‚Ven mınımal NOW-
ge Oof the story-lıne ı8el 5am /7-12 Sa y IV  E sS111yvy? S'TOEBE
(Das erste uch Samuelıs, pPp.237-238 recogn1ızes that there 1 A
blem, but AaSSunNles hHat the euteronomısts arL'‘  D ere citing varıant
LYXadit3on; K ralses about the sanıty Ot the Deuteronomısts
LN questıion. an CCARTER CI Samuel. New Translatıon wıth NtCrOoO-
duction, Notes Commentarvy, Garden CLEv; 1980 , DIZ153 Il E 12)
acdmıts that the LS learly Deuteronomistic well problem-
atical; an vet claims hat 1ts author sSimply "made Yee iınterpre-
tatıon Oof the inauguration OE ngohship" ur5se, hıs 15 Ven
than BUDDE's suggest1ion, S1LıNCce ınstead makıng fool Ot BUDDE's
CONvenıen: "Überarbeiter" 1 makes £ooQ  K Oof the VELV author Ooft the

sectiıon!
31 Dıiıe Buücher Samuel, PP  5-1
37 Die Schriften des Alten estaments. Dıe alteste Geschichtsschreibung

un Prophetie Israels, AA Ausg., Göttıngen, 1921, D3
33 Überlieferungsgeschichtliche Studien, p<105
34 HE.  7 A'T’D 1 D.9 "Von aus AaUu! i1ist der Berıcht aul

freundlich gesinnt gewesen..
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e "deliverers Of Israel. should als

47 have "taken” the gSN1D, uS1ng Ot verb
lakad. ere C Samue l th1ıs igures on.Ly the N1-

pha. (ın 1 02021 14,41.42) CONNEeX1LON wiıth Ooracular de-
C1S1ıOns. Qal, however, L5 standard Deu:  "ONOMNLSTLC uSagec for Ck 1

quer1ng GALy (c£ JOS 620 G, 4921 E 25L 25
39.42; etc implication 15 Literallyv seızed the kingship.
G.Lven Deuteronoemistiıic editing authorship OT pasSSayec, I

quite astonishing this implication generally admiring
TCON! e uch S: contrast narratıves 1S, n ö S

Deuteronaomist(s) WNO edited these.,
Oother interesting not.ıces Ar clearly D  C 1E
Zn regnal notices OT Ishba'al, respectivelv.

himseltf recognized PasSSages HOwever, diısmiıisses

£fficult CWO-year reign Of K and
arrıves conclusıon the origınally contaıined all of

lacunae, whıch he explains DV assumpt1ion actual
formation these da for hıch LeaAsON Simply F C:
question blank Thus MOrON1C SCribe, perhaps SOI £frıend f
"Überarbeiter ( see NO above) , mMusSt have JSı ıts D

sad STATE. 18 however, OSS explain C have
much better informed sShba‘al}’s date. Z

10 Particularly the has gıven scholars PAusSC , 1INCeEe a

pPresent £form narratıve Suggest Davıd and Ish-
batzı Wert YOWNEed approximately Otherwise earı

wOouL« yet hiıle Ishba ”al religns FOr only
YVYCALS (2 2102 Davıd 1S5 saıd have reigned FOr VE YCaLS and 61X
months ( 41, either Davıd actually made King Mmıle

vet reigned, thus providing amplLe Lecasaen for e displeasure wıth

35 Überlieferungsgeschichtlich! Studıen, G65, anı 1045 See already
Prolegomena, p.242,.

Überlieferungsgeschichtliche Studien, p.066, -
37 Überlieferungsgeschichtliche Studien, p.104, n.8.



First O Samuel , ımattested 1se 1Ve
and halt Vears elapsed Ore elders Of Israel consented
Davıd KANg distressing EVenNn when apparently had

igures M, dOo NOt wiıth narratıves ave

Chem . L5 accordingly TEeASON rule wıth the VeCaLS
Of Saul’s reign Ya F3 but ther'! goOod ©3A! NOW thev
cohere with the narratıves.

Yet another FfOor cons ideratioqm the £famous remark

7I J hich claims „ have NOt. cdwelled house S1NCEe
the dav OT Tae. from (NCce agaln, d TOCS W1ıth-
QOut Say ıng Deuteronamistic CampOsSiLtEIiON, has

phasized strongly 'ecent VeaLs IN OUS SChoOoLlars
FOr th71= Te6ASOQUON a distressing SECEMS have

knowledge whatsoever OT narratıves 1- whıch LoOocate
and the "wwrd Ot Yahweh" (CL S20 (®) T 3S 15 all

the when cons1ider these narratıves contaın X —

cellent examp Le OT Deuteroncmistic" prophecv, namely the ]Judgement
the house OT FT 3: 2.27-=36. Moreover, Suspicıon the Deuter-
Oonamists NOT. KNOW Samuel’s bırth legend becanmes certainty
CUAMDALE Chronologic notice 7I’ aCCOr' whiıch

st.icated for VeaLrs iriath-Jearim, wıth Tact Samuel ,
prev1ıiously eNCcCONTtET! YVOU Y

L1S su  enly aged the brınk Of ILAVE (1 8153 (nce

agaın, chronolog1ic not.ıice leads into trontal collısıon ntch

the narratıves have Chem; thus CannOot have amı L1ar wıith
1-

Surprisingly, WELLHAUSEN (Prolegomena, Da ZUS er 1ese Betrachtungs-
weise der e’ des Köonigtums fur dıe Geschıchte des Kultus 1T
nıcht die des Verfassers der Königsbucher”)., was nOt. of the Dtr
character Dn Sam In Modern tımes, A (Davıd, The Chosen
King, DD 97=-128) F. 'RO: Canaanite Myth anı Hebrew EPiC. ESSavVYs
ı1n the Religion anı History Or Israel, Cambrıdge (Mass. ) and London,
IS pp.241-261), J= SETERS (Orientalıa 50 (1981) 52-156), an
R (Dıe ewige Dynastie, ppP.72-79; 1ıdem Verheissung LN der Kriı-

pp.62-65) ave amply substantiıated the Dtr nature r Sam



Before concLuding Study, ;Be worthwhile consider

Deuteronamic /Deuteronaomistic aWw f kingship” Deut 17,14-20: This
sect1ıon. coames naturally attent!: since, have SE(
and 12 COMpPC1iSeE parenthesis arocund accaımts OT the
introduction Of the monarchy 1nto maa L1ong noted
reference the king who "multiplies W1lves for”

ashıon refer SoOLamon39 HOWever, B ia 1S , put SE mlıldly,
narratıve Of Solamon's ING: onLy pr\ Of foreign

W1lves 15 expresslvy Sing. en Cr1ıtıcısm (1 Kgs 11 S1NCEe Deut

1G also protests agains king who accumılates horses, hıle K EB
against collects gold. This C be

aCCOuNtT OT 1amon's rule NOT. SULV1ved 1ts OC 19.
form ına.  Vı another feature Oof aW OL ingship  N which has
attracted attentıion, namely the PrOVv1sıon 1 wnhnıch states

"one from brethren king VOU
NOT. foreigner L5 NOt VOUL rother" GlLlLven the fact
Davıd's Liıne for 400 yYcars the Of Judah WL interruption,
ONeE wonders earth Deuteronaomists protesting about. The
erence could conce1ivably Absalam, whOose mother Geshurite, and
WNOSEe Materna. dditi foreign king (O£ 3II
3 383 and Wn srae. Judah king
19) Alternativelv, + could VeL. usıqm the myS  10uUS x  son
OT Ta na \ e ] whom the sraeliıtes and Aramaeans attempted king

40F T ıden: Ot figure question 15 NOtT 18SSP@e,
15 1SSue ramt uteroanı polemicize "Law
Of gship  » agaıns es whic not elsewhere made specıfic
the1ır storıical narratıves,. Th1is e entirelyv remar]  e, Ccons1ıder
the extent OT uteronomistıic prophecy-and-fulfi.  E Mıch
Otherw1ls! invarıably emphasıze Fn f BCYV.,

ASs ue: amONng others, R CLEMENTS, O“ s Chosen People, LOn-
don, 1968, pp.40-42

PE Jesaja 1-12, A'T'D p.7/4, who SUSPEeCTS the Nnalle CO De
ÄAramaean 1N Oorlgın.

69



FOor IMNOTLEe specific camparison, has merely CUAMWDALE tnhe refer-
SNCESsS ace whıch Yahweh will hoose" Deut Wwıth &,

F KgS B Kgs 22-23, Ps 432 Ps Although t0O, 155

sılentıo indication, ı alsO SUggeSt Deuteronomist-
1E aCcCount of INg:! preserve: Samue L Kings Adit-
ferent form and Content Case,

brıef when examıne TYaMewOTr. Sage5S, ES:;
which intended emAarca: important per Lods Israe61's

vuıch the Of Oft the Judges ıntroducti.on OE

monarchy, dynastıc promise Davıd, V@eNn the CresSumMEs Of
aLecers Of and Is| diScover looks FTOorward

(1 F3 15) 15 Furthermore, he 155 ess ErITOLr

he trlıes reca. the Ccontents OT BoOk Judges (1 1
9-11) Finaily;, he attempts cross-reter EeVenNntSsS wiıthın First

Of SamueL , agaın SLTIOTr 12712 131
4,47-48) 1S5 extremely mystifying when CAONPDALE h1is notıices wıth

actual narratıves pOsSsession, Just h1S ProspeCct £from

Jerusalem has neglected  w  O temple OT (2 7..6)
addıtıon arr Of thıs the exanples whıch po1int Deuter-

onoMmM.LSt1C "knowledge Of ASs which QiEters considerably
£from Wiıth hıch Famı ıar such exanples miıght

explainable bvV siımple SCYribal slioppiness, but
IC central uch things Deuteronamistıc

presen  ‚ON Of the monarchy, OYC®El conclude Deuter-
ONamıisSt SsSimply OT ges CcCamplex Oft StOrles about Saniuel e
Sa Davıd which remarkabl from the have them

COday
th1ıs canclusıon T might ob7jected the SECONd thırd

Deuteron  t1ic redactor NOT have aware OT intentıons Of h1ıs

pr  essor, CX these SrLLOLS and ancma l ies have Crept
DV accretim, 1S, assunmptıion PasSSadges CreiIierT!

above are to be distributed among as many as three redactors. To thıs the
ODV1O0US n} 1S 1onger have wıth uteronomistıic
redacti« envisaged DV 1S5, Systematıc



era Campıilation Of qgqulte heterogeneOus ınt-« extensıve

"historic: WOTL] have chosen examples wıth sıngle exception
Ot Deut 17714-20 from the OT SamuelL deliberately, 1NCeEe

felt there Little uteronaomistıic influence present
Acdmittedly, E has attempted demonstrate Le: Ot

all Of SUuppOsed Deuteronanistic redactions Samuel  41 y but SV

he forced acmı: there few S1gns Of (1:@, Hh1ıs

"nemistic“” redactor SamueL. This least,
Deuteronomists NOT speak sSignificant extent abou! law, |
clusion whıch annyonec who SV evVen Ccursorıily read these DBOOKS

probably suspected advance,. Thus have ®  st contend with
redactions the uteronomists. Accordingly, Oof these EL have
dered materials, E  le OÖöther campleted this process. However, gıven

OT contradictions, ambiguities, direct have po1iNted
'e,; Second "Deuteronaomist" whoOo arıses from th1ıs pıicture 1S

WNOSeEe Jeft NOTtT wha: h1ıs letr doing Thus, -
should pers1s claiming the ‚econd ON y„, which, have

PrCO: CONSESTUENCES FAr CONtTtENTS STrUCTLUrE Of

whole, Deuteronomistic, wWwOuLL: least be OC DB

ude the "Deuteronamistic" redact ı« LOCESS much ess cohesım

continulty have hıtherto SUPPOS!
Adssulle uteron  tT1IC history

Suffered extens1ıve editorial revislion, revısıon whıch preserved all f
the Deuteronamistic speeches notices, b and but whıch
NOT. particularly CONCEerNed retaın Deuteronomistic ımnders  INg Ot

Ourse Ot Eevents. 155 NOtT question f1 provident..: "Über-
arbeiter”" Gr NOTH's imagined MOTrON1C SCY1DeEe.,. NOT. have dOo wıth
M1NOTr addıtioas the insertion OT OuS "Schicht"
'Ooumter Deuteronomistic hisStorv. Deuter-
OnNnOomist simply WIL’ON: mıS  INg PETErs WwOrCk

has been  after him; thus  is work cannot now have the form and con-

41 Dıe ew1lıge Dynastie, Das Königtum, passım.
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tents K when assı D: extent OT 1i1fferences
between uteronamistic collectıon l1ead MLG-
fer hypothesis f distinctivelv non-Deuteronomistic redactı.on.

fact Of such pPurpOS1Vve, —encampassing revısıon
the figures ımder took » ‚L Sagreemen' Wiıth

Deuteronamist The 1SSUes whiıch LE OppOSed wıll natura
NOT wiıth here, but subsequent lcatıons. However ,
examnple, should Lik! po1iNt Success1ion Narratıve 9—-20

KgS 1-2  X has argued Tr t ıme the Success1on Narrative

re: tendenC1ous work which L1S highly critical C David and

Solamon, alı Of which conflicts wıiıth Deuteronaomıstic picture OT David

saiıintly king alls pareıl the esent, onl1y
drawn appropr1iate canclusıon, namely also TOorm Of
Successıion Narrative post-Deuteronaomistic 16S entirety4 ; Thıs last
observation offers for and additionally brings

OC1Gg. poıNt O departure, namely Pentateuchal
CCriticısm, S1NCEe a has for t ıme author OT
Success1ion Narratıve fact 1s closely

44FO-ATS Naturally, these suggestions Y NOT. originally VE
seriouslyv, OW1Ng, ONC| agaın, assıumpt.1ion COI DUS questı1ion

merely OT Of material Deu:  SS 1N-

COrpora 1ınto WOLCKk. Now , however, nn pOssible Aarrıve
different apprais Of this Sıtuatı.on. S1ızable COTPUS

42 Jn DELEKAT, "Tendenz Theologie der Davıd-Salomo Erzäahlung”,
1N: ed.) F'. Das erne unı ahe Wort Fests. La Berlin,
1967, PPp. 26-36 O WUÜURTHWEIN, Dıe E  A  ung VO: der Thronfolge Davıds

heologische der poliıtische Geschichtsschreibung? Zurich, 1974, SeSP
PPD-19=319 dn Die ewıge Dynastie, D18;; - SETERS, ın
Search Or History, PPR-  77=-29

43 In Search Oof History, D
44 e.M- mMOST recen Sn BLENKINSOPP, "Theme and Motit ln the Succes-

10N Hiıstory 5 Sam 2FT) anı the Yahwıst Corpus”", (1965) 44-—
579 S 1so the parallels adduced W. Ln "Davıd and H1ıs
heologian”", CBO 30 (1968) 156-181 The urther parallels mentioned
K WHYBRAY, The Succession Narratıve, London, 1968, pp.6-7 and 76-78,
Adre 1s0o0 suggestive.

F



Success1: Narratıve, materıals therein sShouLld PILOVE
derıve from the circles those responsible fOor Yahwıstic

StOorv, A eLyv author OT 1al TeV1l-

S 10N of Deutero)]  1istic historv S whıch have speakıng
Simply IW1S' CO  gly, PI’OGI UE fOor uture investigatıon DV

SCHOLATCS MLE necessarıly extent O redactı« OT the
uWuteronaamıstıic StOory coNNeX1iON A WL naturally ınstruct-
1Ve examıne the works OT earlier 1iterarv Er Ies who attempted
DUr SUuC Pentateucha. C® tnhroughout STOTL1IC:; from
Joshua Kıngs, assumption the traces OL these SOULCESS whıch
C held present T NOT indıcatıons OT "continuous sources", but
OT OCCasıonal redaction interpolation.

Lik«e add dOo NOT. advance theorvy wıthout

trepidation, LO obstacles ügı The Fiser question
presents 15 ; WhY necessarily Yahwıst? This question

all acute inasmuch aAS , for example, has assign
46Chapters 14-19 Er Of plus Jdg 1=-2:5 J hence,

19} redactor RDtrH) sSinmply
47P, takıng SSsue with detal. I iclıent

45 Frar YOom B sSscholars ELV“ COoNvınced that there ‚Ven Wa.  n integral
Succession Narratıve T the eNnNvisioned DV ROST ; i C.UY . e
AG:  7 “GOUTtE Hiıstorv Successıon DOocument. of Sam 9— 2
and Kıngs 1-2" JBL 91 (1972) 172-181
In Search A History, D 3313 and 337=- 36727 respectivelyv.

4 / Although ON could easily do SO alıy comparıson Ot ST Jdg 2,1- wıtnh
the Pentateuchal SOUIXCEeeS SUu‘  es  S (ın SETERS' sense), rather
han D because er the malak yhwn lın 1° futher, the placename bok ım
LN 1' Malıy acholars ave held, L1S surely varıant ÖT baküt, Gen
Aa  ©O (JE 1l1N tradıtıonal tCerms, L1N ETERS!' wn). Also, general-
L' eschews the phrase karat berit  S (V LN favour of and natan.
Indeed, Ln Gen ET FS an elsewhere deliberately S65 the TLerm quite
d.  erently, amely CO ı1lgnify the “CHCELInG OFE oft transgressor.
Finally, A be as. just whvV D surely the rea exponent OT the
Jerusalem Temple, WONU. want CO locate the „  ange Oft vv at Bethel
LXX; but surely COTrrecCct exegesi1s of the aforementıoned bSökim)?
already HÖLSCHER, Die Anfänge der eb:  sche Geschichtsschreibung,
eidelberg, 1942, p.26, n. 2: T irklic  eı - Jos bıs Jud
alter jehovistischer Zusammenhang”.
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po1int QOutT 15 NOt ordinarily suspected Of be1ing narratıve SOULCE ,

such, and, uteronamıistıc discrepanclies revealed previously
ShOow, WNOEeVer responsible for rev1ısıon f cons1ıderatım

surelyvy Ccampositıon Oft narratiıves. COULSC , thıs
does NOT. rule Out possibility D, Later figure,
such redactor f recent.ly Proposed colleague, N.

(5IP) SIMpLY edit:  ® Or ready-to-)| narratıves

into EVE!  ess, ch2s suggestıon imply
1east WI1lıtıng J 1Sy, JP, responsible for MOST

AaCctE1ONE also raıse question SOUILCE Of such avaıil-
able narratıves. Thus, E  S +4+afttar pOsSsıbilities NOT empirically
OQOut Of question, A obv1iously prefer.  e keep hypothetical
ctıonal tıtıes MLNLITUM unt. hypothesis OT single Yahwıst-
U redactıon Of have PLOVEN ıwnable aCcCoun: fOr

phenomena have them

48 Chronology the SCOLYV OÖf the l1ood" SOT 18 (1980) 52-62.
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