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The Non-mentıon ÖOt AmOS , osea and 21Ca
A the Deuteronomistiıc History

Chrıstopher Begg Washıngton, M

Introduction

Fititeen VeGaLS =[00 I the SEeCONd estschrift, F, CRUÜSEMANN called

attentıon, agaın, CUr1O0US fact, T O the Deuteronomistic LS
hereafter Dtr) espi 1ts ObyYV10us interest 1N prophets pPropheCYy, O

where, Isaıah excepted, mMment.ons the "classical prophe ö MOS
Te: ”"Diese Tatsache den Dıskuss1ıonen das D1ıSs Jjetz' LNe erstaun-

Lich geringe Rolle gespielt" ® E CRUÜSEMANN further affırms  ®
Die dahiıin:  sStehendtı iınd ıcher vielschicht1ig, wenlig eine

Einheit wıe die 'Schriftprophetie' S1iıe aufzuhellen 15 FÜr eiline Verhält-

Theologie uner 1äss lı:« für
'erständnis dieser Theologie

wOuld AaCCura: Say *B the eNSU1LNGg decade and half,
scholarship has heart CRUÜSEMANNS Just C1ited STAtenments Of

on.l1y ONeE subsequent study Ot the OQOvera. problematic ralised CRUÜSEMANN
1ts author, K. KOCH , SEMANNS remark about the "sicher vielschichtige da-
hinterstehende notwithstanding, presents 1S 1  y "mono-

Kritik AmOs 1M deuteronomıstischen Geschichtswerk, YO.  eme blıscher
heologie (Fs (3. VO:!  »3 ed,. H. LFF) , München: Kaiser, 1971, 57-63,
P. 57
IDı 57-58.
ID1C55 D- : Il

One eaAarlıer author wh:' dıd OtTe phenomenon 1S n DAY FOYr hım the NOMN-—
mention e)8 the Varıous classıcal prophets ln Kings provides conformatiıon
Of h1ıs V1LeW that the attributed CO them arXr! rather late, post-Ex1ilic,
pseudonymous Composit1ions. See his Varıous articles: with W. CHAPIN)
Ls the Book Öf AmOs Post-Exilic?, AJUSL 18 65-93, 68-69; The
Search fOr the rophets, The Monist 15 (1905) 386-397J; Ls BOoOk of
osea (  Ca  r SL, (1909-1910) 105-132, 108
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causal” explanation for the phenomenon Other authors AaVe ınterest:
themselves L1n the question have concentrated the ONe particular

Of the absenCe f Jerem.iah from
The problem has then vet reCelive the kind OT COMrehens1ive exploration

called fOor DV CRÜSEMANN More particularly, subsequen; scholars have NOT FfO1-

through CRUÜSEMANNS suggestion the Cadase Ot each OT the classical

ets should cONsidered fOor ın Ot the question: what fea-
the words/minis OT th1Ss figure might help aCCOunt fOr the DeutTte-

ronomist's nOoON-mMment.iıon Of V1LeW OT this state OT affairs, wısh LN
th1ıs PapelL examiıine the .dSe OT classical prophets NSP1L1CUOUSLY
sent from M Amos, O0sea

selecting thesı particular prophe Was Uuer! Several CcCONS1-
derations. LrSt, given the tenporal PrOXImLty ÖT the1ir miınıstrıes and
the Ooverall simiları OT their respective ‚I primarıly wOrds OT doom
for the natıon 1ts leadership, findings wıth regard the Deuteronomist's
NnOoON-mMmention OT ONE Of the might reasonably 19] al-

the Of the other CWwWO. Secondly, H+ ELE , the WOrdS OT each
Of thes! prophets do contaın elements which appear cohere quite well wıth
the PUL POSCS and theological emphases Ot the Deuteron  sr fact which q
kes h1ıs nonNn-mention t+hem all the MLE Matter callıng fOor explanation.

Das Profetenschweigen des deuteronomistischen Geschichtswerks, Die BOt.-
schaft und die en (Fs H. WOLFF , ed.: O JEREMIAS, Ta PERLITT), Neu-
kirchen-Vluyn: Neukirchener Verlag, 1981, 115-128. FOor ÖOCH the Deutero-
nomıst avo1ids mentioning the classıcal prophets primarily because,

Lrrevocable doom, they d1id netT cohere wıth n1ıs ( IW conceptlion
prophet 15 rather preacher GF repentence.

F,  HLMANN , Erwagungen Schlusskapitel des deuteronomistischen Ge-
schıchtswerkes. der: Warum W1ird der Prophet Jeremıiıa LN Kön 22=25 nıcht
erwähnt?, Textgemäß. Autfsätze Uun!| Beiträge a Hermeneutik des Alten 'Te-
Staments (Fs e WÜRTHWEIN; ed. T GUNNEWEG , ( KAISER), GöÖttingen:
andenhnoec. Ruprecht, 1979, 4-109, cC> 107-109; [ 5> BEGG, Biıb-
le Mystervy the Absence Oof Jeremıan LN the Deuteronomistic Hıstory, forth-
COMiINg lın Irısh 1Ca tudies.,
Yroughout this speak the Deuteronomist LN the singular.
In contras e MAanYy ContempOrFrary authors, contınue LO V1LeW M. IU'L" OOI

eption Of single maın Ex1ilıc Deuteronomistic redaction Deuteronomy-
IS the MOStT adequate @)el avalı  16 Recently, 1 has recelived IWECI-
F1 N  < ‚uppOrt OM Hı-D. HOFFMANN , Reform und Reformen. Untersuchungen

einem Grun:  ema der deuteronomistischen Geschichtsschreibung ATANT 66) ,
ZUTY1LCh: eologischer Verlag, 1980



Finally, there 1S the widespr' Ssuppos1tion 1N CONTEMpOFALY scholarship
the wOords Of Of thesı prophets undergone miLght called

"Deuteronomicizing” redaction This Ssupposition hi however, SsSeveral

significan implications. 1LISCT, ıt militates gaıns' the MOStT. ObV1O0US X

planation $ three prophets' absenCce Dtr, 1.e,. the teronomist

SsSimply ignoran' r them their words” , S1NCEe 1 entaıls ther': e,
ın fact, "Deuteronomists" whO kNnOw thesı igures. addition, this

Ssuppositions OF Deu:  St1IC circle, clearly rela that esponsible
FOr d1id pPOS1it.ive possibilities 1ın thes! prophe wOrds, C *

further UL’gENCYV the ques' WwhY the particular uteronom1is
failed TOr them. Thus Lın SsSeveral the problem Of

the nonNn-mention Of Just these prophets worthy Ö

consideration.
Prior considering the Cr prophet CUENn; however, wısh

sSeveral preliminary Tremarks help place the subsequen' PLESECN-
tation ; context:

1) indicated, working hypothesis th1is stn 15 that the DeuterOo-

NnOMLST omitted ment.ıon Of because he objectio: e
lematic FTOr A1ıs wider PUL DPOSCS Specific features OT their wOrds

known This ypothesis takes O! certaın antecedent probability L1N
V1LEW Of the procedure Of other ancıent €eWLS| wrıters. The Chronicler, C.

NLYy knew the uteronomist’'s aCccount Of the kings. Yet,
his rewr1ı Of his SOULCEC, he virtually Sse: this 1La His doing

eloquently testifies h1s CONV1LıCct.ıon that the renegade Northern I0Ma L -

Chy 15 simply unworthy Otf notice. Similarlyv, Jes Lal ar have
Of ach1ievemen: Ot EZra. vet, the segment Of his

”"Praise T the athers”" wher': he Cites the pOSt-Exilic NO
OS| Nehemiah Sir 49 ,11-13) y EZTra LS consp1cuously absent. The LeaAsSsSoaN

for th1ıs 1S mMmatter er SpUu but. ther: doubt that Ezra's

The ma jor contemporary exponent this V1LeW 1 H. WOLFF 56  D hıs COM -—

mentaries three prophets ın the iıblische Kommentar. See
1so I VERMEYLEN, Du prophete Isaie 1l’apocalyptique, Ta (EB) , Pariıis
Gabalda, 1978, 519-601 wh: distinguishes ”Deuteronomistic" redaction
Ln the OO AmOSs and Micah.
This Wa explanation Of the absence classıcalp 1n DUr
Put forward DY M. NO'TH , SsSe  D his Überlieferungsgeschichtliche Studien,
bingen Niemever, 31967, 97-98
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absence 15 due deliberate, deologically Va dec1ision the
Of the author  10. Thesı examp Les - prior1i inconceivable that also
the uteronom.1Lıs woul have chosen Le his disapprova. OF particular

figures (in ets Y holding them TOr CcOoNdem-
natıon does C.YJ. y wıth n1ıs "bad kings Y but Simply leavıng
unment 1oned

problem SUggeSTS here the OT investigation.
15 widely held SC}  arship that much Oft the material found ın
the Ks attrıbu the pi:ophefs StTtEMS, NOT. £rOom those igures
themselves, but from Varıous later redactors working contemporaneous 1y with,

later than, the Exilic uteronomist. But gıven thiıs SupposS1t.ion,
what SSULaANCE dOo have that thOose PaAaSSadeSs OT the three prophet”s bOOks

which poinNt CauS1ıng ffıculties Fr the Deuteront  st

PrOVOKiNg Leave the1ir "authors” unmMment.iONt di ın DE nst1ıtute
OT the col 1lection Bn the1ir S  rds avajilable In the AaACe OT th1ıs

difficulty, 4 18 obviously possible fOor wOrk Her personal
analyvsis Of the booOks 1N question, NOLr date the STrata tchat miıght d1i-

stinguished within them 1ın relation H do , however,
1S "minimalistic t1iNg point POT discussion, 1.6e. abstract,
1ın argumentation, from thosı! 1ın the DbOOks which widely
Viewed "inauthentic", e.T. 9 the 1vatıon Oracles the references

T Osea. Such pL  ure ers mMıinımal AdssSu_LaNnCe that
those whıch shall base mySse. the ONes eLvV Nave

actually the uteronom1s

Beyond the Sspecific CONTENT Ot particular wOrds OT the three prophets
whi: ME cCONsSs1derd below aCcC behind the uteronomist's L1

t1ıon Of them, referenCe shouLld her' SEVeral L general characte-
ristics Of their MECSSAGES overall which cOould 11 have Lessend the interest
the Deu:  St might otherwıse have 1ın them. S OT all, 1 15

Ng HOW 1N the royal per1iod Of Israel’s historyv, 1,e. the period Of the
three prophets' ministry, told Dy the Deu’  Oonomist prophets CcCONS1-

presen addressing the1lr WOTdS Ings  J 1ın Samue l Kings the

On the question, Se P, HÖFFKEN, Warum chwıeg esus Sırach über SrCra?,
ZAW 87 (1975) 184-202
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K1INg LS the addressee for the prophets have say:  11 The Of AMmOS ,
IO0sSea the Othe hand, r  Jle thev do casionally CONCeLN the

NeVeLr Yrectlyv addressı Rather, directed
the people whOole wider gLOUPD wiıthin F Thıs divergence

cCern1ng the addressee OT the prophetic wOrd could well have milita-

gaıns the uteronomist's incorporating PI into n1s DL
sentatıion. SeECcONd relevant general aCcC L1S the 'ather different fOCus
the presentation evaluation OT Israel's behavıor find 1n
the three prophe respectivelv. The uteronomLst, ın the C

OT the OT DeuterornX e CONCELNS himself almost exclusivelyv wıth
sraeli’s ty_ whether bad- 1ın the cultic sphere In Amos and

esser extent Oosea ' the other hand, the emphas1s L1S

clearly the Oing OT jJustice CIUNONG peLSONS nversely, these
lack pOS1t.ve interest ın the cult;: thev condem , NOT illegitimate cultıic

forms, but rather the cultı3:  Q SYStem such Lın Tar d attempts sub-
ute Ccamnpensate for Israel’s injustices, C.J .97 5,21-27 Such

divergence would, however, surely have worked, TrOmM the start, agains the
uteronomist's utılıiızatıon Of these 1lgures and the1ır wOrds

the Orego1ing remarks, LCurn cOonNsideration Of Of the

prophe begin wıth the Se f HOosea WwNOSe absenCe f rom L1S the

MOsSt. NO Ot the ee,

1< This eature 1S Tn ıne wıth the predominent attention gıven the 1nNgs
representatives Oof the1ir people throughout the uteronomist's

sentatıion Of the royal period
This point Supported several Observations: Kgs 23,4-25 the
Deuteronomist relates Josiah's implementation Of the cult:ı  a reqguirements
GT the Othe he nothing SV about

Josiah put 1nto the humanı  'Len provisions Ild-=-
ke significan portion P the uteronoam.l.c COode Again, while

Ot exception, the uteronomis take STO: e ECONOMLC and
Judicial Oppression 1N the Naboth narratıve Oof Kgs F ‚1-20, n1s
ONS StOo: 1ın 21,21-29 fOCus, that pOint, but rather

the idolatry OF ez
this theme, O2 SICRE, "Con 108 pobres de la Tierra”. Justi-

Cıa SOC1al 1Los profetas de Israel, Madrid; Cristiandad, 1984
14 NO  e whıle the uteronomis dOoe! introduce figure of Isalah 1N-

his work (see Kgs ,17-20, y he makes uti  zatıon Ör the "aAm-
Os-like" wOrds Of 1,10-20 5,11-30; 10,1-4.
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HoseaA;

OYrder pDUut Hosea's IX  i arLanO0c n *n perspective, begın
wıth sSeveral cons1ıderatıons WONL. Lead EXDECT mentıon OT hım

the Deuteronomist The ınf 1Luence Of Hosea OT Deuteronany , the

Deuteronomist's PCLMALYV inspıratıon, has ÖOften not.«ı reover,
whole Ser1ıes Of poLNtS (ant1ı-Baal ımage polemic, reservatıon towards

kıngsh1ıp, TrOLle OT prophets) p Hosea'’'s CONVECLIEC wıth those

Of the uteronomıist.,. addiıtıon, cıtatıon OT other OF Hosea's

agalinst the wouLld have enabled Deuteronomist. ONMe OT

his characterıstic "£41f111ment schemas  „ ecomMNEeCt1L.ON wıth h1ıs aCcCcOoumMm:

OT North’s demıse. Fınally, mLght recall the V1LEeW OT H.W, WOLLT for
wham Hosea, the author OT MNOMTYV the Deuteronoem1ist all pertained

rel1ıg1ıous MOvVeEemMent.

VLEW Of these cons1ıderatıons, HOw then the Deuteronomıiıst's
noN-ment1iocn OT Hosea explaiıned? answer1ıng thıs quest1ion, WONUL. callı

partıcular attentıon the elucıdatıon gıven the Of Hosea's ını ral
SbO[l 12Hosea  A,  In order to put Hosea's non-appearance in Dtr in perspective, I begin  with several considerations which would lead one to expect mention of him  by the Deuteronomist: The influence of Hosea on the book of Deuteronamy, the  1  Deuteronomist's primary inspiration, has often been noted  . Moreover, in a  whole series of points (anti-Baal and image polemic, reservation towards  kingship, role of prophets), Hosea's emphases seem to converge with those  of the Deuteronamist., In addition, citation of one or other of Hosea's words  against the North would have enabled the Deuteronomist to construct one of  his characteristic "fulfillment schemas"  16  in connection with his account  Oof the North's demise. Finally, we might recall the view of H.W. WOLFF for  whom Hosea, the author of Deuteronomy and the Deuteronamist all pertained  to a conmon religious movement .  17  In view of all these considerations, how then can the Deuteronomist's  non-mention of Hosea be explained? In answering this question, I would call  particular attention to the elucidation given the name of Hosea's initial  son in Hos 1,4:  ... Call his name Jezreel; for yet a little while and I will punish the  house of Jehu for the blood of Jezreel, and I will put an end to the  kingdom of the house od Israel.  Yahweh's reference to the "house of Jehu" which is to be punished "for  the blood of Jezreel" here is clearly an allusion to Jehu's acts of violence  as known to us from 2 Kgs 9-10, Scholars disagree about which of Jehu's  slaughters is being cited here as well as about the grounds for Hosea's ob-  jections to Jehu's bloodletting. What is clear, however, is the contrast be-  tween the disapproval manifested towards Jehu in Hos 1,4 and the stance adop-  ted towards him throughout 2 Kgs 9-10 with its absence of any negative cam-  15  See most recently H.-J. ZOBEL, Hosea und das Deuteronomium. Erwägungen  eines Alttestamentlers zum Thema "Sprache und Theologie", ThLZ 110 (1985)  13=23%  16  On this feature in Dtr, see e.g., G. v. RAD, Studies in Deuteronomy  (SBT 9), London: SCM, 1953 74-91 and W. DIETRICH, Prophetie und Geschich-  te. Eine redaktionsgeschichtliche Untersuchung zum deuteronomistischen  Geschichtswerk (FRLANT 108), Göttingen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1972,  64-70,  17  Hoseas geistige Heimat, Gesammelte Studien zum Alten Testament (TB 22),  München: Kaiser, 21972, 232-250.  46Carı h1ıs Jezreel; TOr vet 1E le while wıll punısh the

house OT Jehn  n TOT the blLood O ezreel, wıll put
kıngdom Of house Israe .

referenCce the "house Or Jehu” 15 punıshed Or
the b 1Locd OT Jezree Nere 15 clearly allusıon u’s Otf v1ıolence

known from 9—- 107 OLATS disagree about Of u's

slaughters 15 be1ing c1ıted here el about the grounds fOor Hosea's

jections bloodletting. 15 clear, however, L1S the contrast be-

disapproval manıfested tcwards Jehn Hos „4 the TANCE adop-
throughout KOS 9—-10 wıth 1ts absence Of negatıve

15 See MOST recently H‚ı-J, r osea un das Deuteronoml1um,. Erwägungen
eines Alttestamentlers Thema "Sprache und Theologie” HM Z 110 (1985)
13-23,.
On *A1GS feature O} DErL; s S: e .0 . y G, RAD, Studies L1N euteronomy
SBT London SCM, 195 3 /74-91 an W, DIETRICH; Prophetie und Geschich-
te, L.ne redaktionsgeschichtliche Untersuchung Z.U deuteronomistischen
Geschichtswerk 108) , GOttingen: Van  OoeCck Ruprecht, IS
64-7/0,

S Hoseas geistige Helimat, Gesammelte Studien Z U Alten estament ('TB ZEXE
München: Kaiser, 1972, 232-250.,.



u's killiıng-streak, This cOonNntrast has, Of COUTSC,
18 ‚ To our knowledge, however, no one has yet adduced ıt as an explanatıon

fOor Hosea's absence £fom DEt': That, ver, WOTd \ cCOuUL| have
ınfluenced DeuteronomLst agaınst mentıon Of prophet plau-
s1iıb considerıng role sign1ıfiıcance Of ehu-segmen!
whole. Deuteronomist , ınıtlallyv, devotes rather CONSLI ä
© a LWO whole chapters- Jehu, Hıs do1ng 15 readıly understandable ban

ıng u’s on1y extended Northern para.
Varıous Judean royal reforms TEeCL1VEe much attentiıon
Noteworthy insertıons the De! YONCMLS wıthın DIe-eX
stıng ehu-account Thus , 7-10a the orıgınal briıef ad-
dress Of BAa prophetic x  rot Jehn (9 ‚6b) wıth chara:  YLST1C
formulatıon GT hıs Open1ng „  'and chall the hous! Of

ı1n ’  a he CONC account OT do1ng wıth A1vıne word
1S qguLte unpreceden‘ TOr Northern kings praiıse

ıt SCc5  :
Because have done well ın carrying out 15 rıcght CVE: ha-

ve done to the house of Ahab according to all that was ın my heart, your
Otf fourth generatıon S1it Otf srael,.

(Keep ın mınd  the praıse  promise of thıs word are evoked prec1ıse-
1y bloody elımınatıon er all those assoc1ıated wıth 15, ot

COULCLSC, true Deuteronomist "£rames diıvıne WOTd OT 10 , 30 wıth
qualifyıng not1ices 10,29 31 bearıng u's (culpable) faılure
elımınate calves Ör Jeroboam. Ta  Q remaıns, however, Deute-

ronoamıst clearly Wants tO understand that, went,
deeds- Of DLOOd- OX pleasıng and
Ya. then, Jehu, for Northern king, OFT remarkablıy well

Dtr,hıs on 1y ete| be1ing h1ıs faılure equally strong NMeasures agaınst

18 See ©.0-. 94 the representative remark Of Y N, Profezia rivoluzı-
ON nell "'antico estamento. L'’opera Elıa Eliseo ne valutazı-
ONe AL Osea, Yrotestantesimo 25 (1970) 1-1 D- 13: W: colpo dı

Jehu. vıene valuato 1n manıera sSsOostanziıalmente dıversa dal redatto-
d1 ! Re dal profeta Osea!'  s

19 On theme ÖOf Cultic reform L$LN DÜr, S!  4N the wOrk Of HOFFMANN cited n
I and H. SPIECKERMANN, Juda unter Assur L1n de r Sargonidenzeit ( FRLANT
129) D iıngen: andenhoeck Ruprecht, 1982, 17-22
FOor the analysis Kgs 9-10, ß the commentarıies.
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calf-cult against B:;wal-*worship2 VLEW Of these CONS1de-

ratıons, 17 SEECIIS iınconNCceLlLvable HOs 174 mL.ght have SutL-

ficıently dısturbed uteronomLs avo1ı1d mentionıng
prophet This Ssuppos1tions TECE1ve further confırmatıon T rom remarks

to whnose case we n@&w turn,

B:

Jus with HOsea, Of Fır sight, er
Deu:  st m1Lght welil OE C. J. 7 n1s ai110uUu1cCE-—

Of Israel’'s end, h1ıs denunc1ıatıons OT Bethel, arch-rıval

Of Deuteronomist's 'avor! Jerusa lem (see 4,4-5; 5,95-6; 7II Cr

12,25-31) 7,10-17 15 Ot prophetic confrontatıone

t1ive which  appear very much at home in DUr  many Suc narratıves

related. 15 1ıt Deuteranaomiıst rela

reım Of Jeroboam king ımder whom prea' D
4,23-29, mentıon Of AmoOs, ınstead, E NOTres p

'ıtes salvatıon oracle Of prophet (14,25) Ffound Ffulfıll-

mLılıtary arch1ıevements Of Jert SımLlarlyv, long
noted, StOLYV O name less Of TrOom”

number Of tantalızıing account Sr %. 10175° wnat

prompted OMMLS incorpora! OLIMer aCCOUNT , under Jero-

rather than the latter wıth ıts lınk to Jeroboam II?
LESPU1SC questions, wısh TOCUS prec1ısely

narratıve Oof 7, 10=-177, 7348 Amazıah reports Jeroboam that. "AmOosSs

721 More Nn general Lt be noted that the Deuteronomist eviıdences qualms
about violence 1n good Cause , whether that be Israeli’s CC

PY1Ng and retaining control OÖf 1S Land campalgns cultic DUr  ca
tlon, sSel . J. y h1ıs relatıng- with suggestion ÖT lısapproval- the I1a -

SaCTres Canaaniıiıtes by Joshua, Jos1iıah's slau:  er Ot Northern
prlests (2 Kgs and the prophe condematıons Of Saul S am 15)
and ( Kgs 20) TOYr paring D' SNECITY Kings.

DD Judgment Narrative between Kiıngs and Chronıcles? PPrOaC) CO AMmMOS
9-17, anon Authority, ESSavyYs n OLld Testament elıgıon anı Heo-

10Ggy, Philadelphia Ortress, VLL, /1-87, 7879 ,
2 One the relationship between the LCWO exXts, Se! ©e.0To 94 s CRENSHAW, Pro-

phetic CBOANTILICEt: LTS Effect UuPpOIN Israelite Religıon 124) Berlın-
New York: de Gruyter, 1971, 41-42,
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Conspir ga1ns YVOoUu the m1ds CÖr the house Ör srael” while ın f
(Ccf F he reports Amos' word Of dOocm fOor the KiIn "TJeroboam chall die DV
the SWOL|  ”" 15 th1s presentation Ot agiıtating against
Jeroboam whose Vv1ıolent death he ann0unces 15 NOT. 1Ne with the P1' OT

that ng's reign- INOU0LE generally the whole period OT Northern s  7
Jen]  3 his great-gr:  son Jeroboam 1I1- the Deu:  Oncmist W1S.

COIIVEV . With regard that p1iC  e, have already the remarkably
S1t1ve epiction Otf Jehu whıch the uteronomlis ers Kgs 9-10 Here,
reference might made additiona 'es the Deuteronomist's

presentation OT u's Kgs 13-14. first Of all where-

the Deu:  OnomLStTt hımself formulates prophetic WOTds Of doom against each
OT the three northern dynasties which precC Jeroboam E KgsS
S 1 14-16; Baasha, KgS 16,1-4; L Kgs 24-26) ; Kgs
9,7-10a p he nowherTre relates uch wWwOrd CONCErNING ine-
'ather the qualified cdynastic promise Of Kgs 10,30. Similarlyv, while 62 15

that, Just with Jehu himseltf (2 Kgs 10,29, S45 the uteronom1ıs

remark with disapproval the contiınuatıon Ot the calf-cult each

OT h1is immediate SUuX (Jehoahaz, Kgs 1372, © Joash, Kgs
137713 Jeroboam E KgsS 1 247ı he pains cOoOunter-balance these
not1ices with IMNOIe pOS1itive all instances. Thus, he tells Of
Jehoahaz's SUCCEsSsSful appeal res 1ın VYahweh's dispatching
r A repulses the Syrian aggression (2 Kgs 13,4=5)°2, Just he

NOTEeSs the divine COMpAaSS1ON which the remembrance Ot the patriarchal COVenant

eEeVOkes during thıs ing’'s reign 82-237)0 grandson tCurn,
15 the recipient of salvatıon Ooracle £rOom the prophet Elisha ProM1LSINg
repeated tr1ıumphs the Syrians Kgs 13,14-19), 1Likewise viıctor OVte

Amaziah Ot Judah (2 Kgs 4,8-14) h1ıs whole presentation Yreaches 1ts high
point precisely with Jeroboam i® Jeroboam rules long, fortv-one VeaLSs
KgS 15 the "savior”" CONSC1OUS Of Israel’s 1CAaA-
t1ıon (14,26) and accordance wıth h1s promise blot OuUt Israel's

"  Name  ” 14,27) enables W1N back Israel’'s 105 terrıtories 14,25a) the-

reby fulfilling wOrd Of the prophet Jonah 14 ,25b)

24 On this text, S€ B MCCAÄARIHYX, Kings 13,4-6, Bıblıca (1973) 409-—
410



V1LeW OT the Observatıons, Y Lear that tche Deu:  e

does wan: the period £rom Jen Jeroboam L} period OT esS-

pite the downward SPDiLral of Israel's es, this notwiıthstanding the
continuatıon Or repro| calf-cult ( compare the CasSı OT the kings  AA
ın the South whaom the Deuteronomist nevertheless wıiıth NIg WOL —

sh1p the hiıgh places) particular, the per1iod 1S ON OT dynastic Aa

(in MOStT OT Ar predecessors UCCESSOTLT: all TOUr

1Ngs die peacefully) Y Of epe Uurnıngs DV h1ıs S

people who therebv enabled repulse oreign aggressions. 155 er

period when the prophets nger formenting rebeilion (as theyv wELILe

under the 1des., KgsS Y when the divine WOTd the 1NgSs 1S

cons1istently- ÜL SCMEtTiMES qualifiedly- Ssupportive, SE KgsS 9,6-10; 160..30;
134141419 14,25. noted, all these features Ot the per1iod reach the1ir
culmiınatıon wıth

But AmoOs, Temember': ONeEe "conspir agains Jeroboam
his "death DV the WwOuUlLd, v1ıously, NOT. i well

1ın such presentation. Accordingly, the Deuteronomist, OpOSEC, ın rela-

ting the reign Of Jeroboam 4E adduced, nOtT and h1ıs wWwOTrds Ot doom ,
but rather the prophe OT salvatıon Jonah WhOSEe MESSATGE coheres wıth his g

Oft Jer reign. Similarly, he the confron  on a
t1ve Of KgS associated wıth Jeroboam 5 rather than that OT T

Linked Jeroboam

then, SUggeStT wi HOsea, TT Amos' STan
wards the ıne Oof Jehn  C whiıch have OCCaAasioned the Deu:  ONOMLILST'’'S CM1LS-
10N Of

25 With this suggest1ion, proposing m  O certaın mMmod1iı_iıcatıiıion
planatıon fOr Amos ’ absence Ln Dtr proffered DYy CRÜSEMANN , Kr3ıtik;
61-63 FOor 1m, the Deuteronomıst passed VerLr ÄmOS because he OUN!
ceptable that prophet’'s radıcal claim, "+he en! has COME TOTr pPe
le Israel" 8:2) YOMmM readiıng Kgs 17= an the ollowing

Kgs 18-25 where nothiıng 1S reporte Of any revıval LN the territory
the North- 4 eeNs ALFEf1ILCcul howevyer TO malintain that the euteronO- 2 Wa 8 Oaı Sl n Ea aan

mıst Adid not, Ln Tact.; reckon wiıth the definitive dem1se Israel
people. Accordingly, uggestion L1Ss that what the Deuteronomist found
objectionable Amos ' words Wäa: NO much hıs al  Ouncement CONCerning
Israel'’s annıhılatıon- CO 1C| he COou. subscribe without much 1ffı-
tv- but rather his MOLE spec  C statements regarding Jeroboam :II.



Ca

This riNgs prophet, the Her  D agaılın,
NnOotinNng Several factors thiıs prophet’'s OMISSiON from
for surprise. First, the Deuteronomist have rela: CONCeErN1INg

the "classical prophet” COoN)’  raneOus wıth M1 Isaiah (see 18,17-
20,19) <6_ indication for the reign Of 1S, such,
period Of prophetic rention Judah's hiStery... on  E Micah's
famous announcement Of the desolation Of Jerusalem S 3.:4323 might

elil cohere with the uteronomist’s overarching PUTPOSE 1n the final

sSegment Of n1s WOICk ( Z Kgs 18-25 OT representing C1  ty's fall hap-
peN1Ng prophetically foretold long advance (see Kgs 20,18
21,10-15; 22,15-18; 23,26-27; 24,3-4) . the g  re 1S the ın

L1n the V1LEW OF several reCent authors, T precisely related)
nomistic whO introduced the C1itation OT this wWOTd into the

28Of Jeremiah'’'s "Tenple Sermon" Lın 26,18-19 then aCCOuUunNntT TOYT the

fact that uteronoamis mention Of Micah he Oof

aps, the Just Cited OI Jeremiah DrovVide clue here.

26,18-19 eads:
Micah Of Moresheth rophesized lın the davs OF ez KIng ÖT
said allı the people OF

'Thus SayYS the LOrd OT höOsts,
.1O0N shall plowed ield;
erusalem shall heap Oof rulns,
and the mountains Of the house a wooded height'

On this eNCE , SsSe e.4 R. CLEMENTS, Isaiah anı the Deliverance
of Jerusalem SUuppPp - Ser. 1324 Sheffield JSOT, 1980, 52-71

d OtTLe that Isaiah 19 the £1rst prophet actıve 1n the outh CO be Cited
the Deuteronomist S1ıNCe emlıah under Rehoboam 3 Kgs 12,21—;4) S OMe

LCWO hundred before.
28 Ön the e)8 Deuteronomistic redaction ın Jer 2 an pecifi-

ca L$LMN 6,18-19, Se:  D e.U .9 D NICHOLSON, Preaching the Ex1iles,
New Vork: Chocken Books, 1970, 52-55; e HOSSFELD an M MEYER, Der
Prophet VOLr dem Tribunal. euer Auslegungsyersuch VoNm Jer 2 ZAW
(1974) 30-50: R. YOomMm Chaos oyenan Prophecy ın the O0k
OI Jeremiah, New YO. Crossroad, 1981, 91-95,.
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19D1id Hezekiah king Of put death? Did he NOtT

fear the LOrd entreat the avor OT the Lord, and the LOTd
OT the errl he pronounNCed agaınst them? .

The referenCe 1Lın 26219 Hezek i "fearing the ” and "antrea-

ting A1S RIO spontaneous 1y EeVvokes the uteronomist's AaCCOUN: Ot eEezZzeK1-
reform Lın KgsS 16

TEeMOved high places, the pillars, down the Ashe-
rah. he CO| pleces the bronze serpent that MoOses had e,

15 now . striking about Chis "reform notice" 15 1ts EXTTrEMeEe breviıty,
particularly when wıth the Deu:  ONOML.: elabora: aCCOuUnNT. OX

osiah's reform KgS 22-23, the Chronicier 's extended report OT Heze-

Xa 'eform MNMeasurtes ın Chron 29—-31 the past, scholars have general-
1y the ıne that, Kgs 18,4 woul« Suggest, Hez reform

quite 1ow-key affaır, Tar ess CcComprehensive than that. Ot OsSL1. and that
the Chronicler has retrojected elements Of Kgs 22-23 (e.g the Passover

er VaNCce the extensıon OT the INEAdSULESS also the terr1itory Of the

North) 1Nto h1ıs presen  ‚on O Hezeki: reforms Out Of desire Magn1ı-
figure Vı however, ROSENBAUM has put OTWar PEeL SPCC-

tive the relationship = 119 @)910| the 1n ques the ONE he

aQVers that the uteronamıs himself free OT tendentiousness ın n1ıs

presentation OT Hezeki.: reform, E he e.  a  1y miniıimaliızes 1tSs CX —

significance detract from the Yrole O0S1. refor-

King excellance. nversely, ROSENBAUM advances arguments for aAasCr1ı-

bing basıc StOrC1C1L varıous Oof the features of the chronicler's vu

COUN: Ööf ezekiah's Teform which uniqgue Here, wiısh the
1Lrs Of thes affirmations Or starting point Keep1ing that af-
£1rmation mind, that, the presen Of Kgs 22-23, the
uteronamıs Josiah h1is reform Neasutres on.lLy upO] 1D OT

the prophetic wOord Of Huldah Lın 22,15-20, wOord 1n ıts CoONtent, 15
different from Mic K S But 1 IX aVeGLS, the uteronomist's

ing Of ezekiah's eform guided the CONCeLN NOT have "steal
Oosiah's„ AdSs reformer, then ONE understand his UnNwWL.  x \  ingness

29 Hezekiah's Reform and the Deuteronomistic Tradition, #F2 (1979) 23-44

52



ez already undertaking h1is LESPONSE prophetic
word, 1a 26,18-19 Such representation 15 reserved for Of
Josiah.

Another aCc also have ınto play here, however . Taken
le, the reign OT Hezeklah, 1N the uteronomist's presentation (2 Kgs 18-20)
stands OUt period Of speclal secur1ıty divine protection FOT Jerusa-
L1em SUl presen  On, however, mention Of whO, 26 ,18-
19 indicates, TEemMmemMber ' e  CX  V for A1s radically negative un-

CEMenNtT CONCEFrNING erusalem's fate, wouLl« He  S introduced Jarringly d1SCOr-
dant note, nullifying the whole Stinmung the Deuteronamis evelop

ezekiah's reign. F'COomM th1ıs perspective then understands that
the Deu:  ONOMLST have hıs fOr leaving UNMeNT1ON

Conclusıon

In concluding, much OT the hypothetical and IM
character Of the above suggestions. Thev wıll, however, whatever their 1N-—

adequacies, have SEerved PUL POSE d tchev help stimulate further reLrlectıon
the prO) whıch has Vet reCelve due sufficiently erent1ia:

attentıon from scholarship- Ot the Deuteronomist's Prophetenschweigen.

1S Tue that the aCcCCcount closes wıth word doom essed Tto He-
Ze. LOr hiıs inyolvement wıth the Babylonian enyOoYS , Kgs 2018 This
WwWwOrd eaks, however, Oof despoilation/depeopling of Jerusalem, COMPaA-
rable CO SsSiımılar ıncıdents LN 1Lt: earlier hıstory (see Kgs 4,25-26 15,18;

Kgs 12183 16,8; 18,15-16) P rather than actual destructioön ÖT the
CLEV Note LOO Hezekiah's LN 20,19 articulating his CONV1ıction
that, whatever awalits Jerusalem L1n the future, hıs OW'  3 1me wiıll De O!  D
Öoft "peace anı security

» 3


