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The TIHNVIOLASDTILLIUV Of 10N Pre-Israelite 7 adı 10n  D  .

BOyYO G Ockinga Sydney

A1s Study Isalıah the Deliverance Ot erusalem R, BED
SEeNTS V1EeW the origin OT the 'adition OT the iolability Of 10N.

he SüSCce TE, the on 15 WAY develorment OT the cult lLe-

i reflected u33 the .10N psalms, S  Q, VS alem the dwelling
place OT the ‚CcCene OT the great Fınaı
the natıons Sımiılarly, questions the suggestion that this tradi-
t1ıon TOCS back pre-Israeli Canaan1ıte-Jebusiıte Instead, he
wOu Ld the moti: OT the with the nations aVing 1ts LOO

the Davıdıc royal ideology whıch intimatelyv wıth the erusalem
C141T The actual "LnNe Of the inviolability Of 10N 15 interpreted
INg further development OT the n£f£lict mOotiı the Davıdıc eOL0-

SEES the MO WV1INg DV the prophet Isaıah,
then further developed 9 the redactors who edited the E

phet's Saylıngs uring the reıgn Ot Josıanh. The Ot the inviolability
OT 10N SI T L5 the product OT these later WIL1lıters, whO specificallyv Linked
the mMmOti1if wiıth the EeVvents surrounding Sennacherib's s1ıege Ot —

salem, when the CL miraculously spared the fate the other
cCcities Of Judah. According this theology, HMN spared then, and AA}

similarly spared the uture, because sn L1S the City Of David;:
15s inviolability Or the sake Dn ahweh's ervant Davı

the Oollowing Lik« re-examiıne the possibilı that.

the idea OT the inviolability OF 10N antecedents pre-Israelite times

DA CLEMENI’S , Isaıah and the Deliıverance OT Jerusalenm. ‚UdV ÖOf the
Prophecy 1n the Old estament, JSOT upp Serles, 13Interpretation Ar

(Sheffield,
An interpretation C Wa PITST. put OYrward by c E:  M CLE-
MENTS OIı TORF-

A SA
CLEMEN'TI'S presents n1ıs thesis Ln Chapter ÖOI hA1ıs book
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possible plece Of EeV1ıdenCe whıch points 1ın th1ıs direction, whıch,
far l aware NOT. iınto the discussion, 15 the

5,6-10 Ör capture Of Jerusalem. Although the ın CR
t1ıon 15 TI FE problematical, ONe possible interpretation OT the mM

ÖTr the Jebusi1ites 1S5 that 1Ss unassal.  ‚ lLe that 1 de-
fended DV the bLınd the this SUggeSt that Velnn Jebu-
S1itTe T 1Mes ther‘ ÖT Jerusalem’s inviolability? OWEeVer the
eVvidence wOould partıcularly 1Lik:  (D draw attentıon from SVl

GAaT Her period, name y the erusa Lem OT the Age.
The Ot Abdu-Heba, KINg f Jerusalem, hıs SUuzZeraın the K1INg 5T

EOgypt, 287 288) have Ooften discussed ın the NTEX OT the Deu-

teronomistic "name theo1logy" wıth the1ir reference the king Of Egypt
having "set h1s name" the OT Jerusalem 287.60£.) the Xr1ı-

SINg setting OT the 206553 / however the implication OT these
referenCe FÖr the OT the inviolability OT 10N has NOTtT CcCONsS1-
dered

In 287 .60-63, Abdu-Heba WI1L.tes the gyptian ruler: "Behold, the king
has SEet H1Ss *n the OT erusalem TOTr GVL he CannOt abandon the

OT erusalenm. . appreciate the import OT this STAteMenNnNtT

bear in mind the gener: CONTEXT ın which ä 15 e, Abdu-Heba WI 1-

TCes EOYPT 1ts assıstance agaılıns the "Apiru threate-

N1INg Nım; the lLetter OT actıvıtıes OT the latter the help
tchev have receiving Tr OM Lab ' ayu Of Shechem TOCS complaın r
the W1L  awal Of the Egyptian garrıson whıch had station: Iın Jerusa-

1em ıne request1ing that Egyptian LLOOPS SeNtT agaın ıne
Ther then the Statement, quoted e, which 195 obviously intended

See .09 BA McCARTER, Samuel, The Anchor Biıble Vö1: (New YOTK ;
D- T

See e.0 R, de VAUX, "Le L1Lieu que vahve cho1s1ı DOUL Stablir SO nom  .
ın Das ferne unı das nahe Wort, Festschrıfit ir ROST', Berlin 219-—
228; THA' I 90 7/7£* Skn 1d BG 955 E A em G, Deutero-
NOIMVYV anı the Deuteronomi1C SCHOOF; Oxford I9F2Ze 193 For Mesopotamian
parallel CO the CONCEPT Ot etting 1Nes Nn anlle WEINBERG refers the
study O C KRAUS , "Altmesopotamisches Lebensgefühl”, 1n JNE: 19 (1960),

En examples quoted KRAUS, however, the CONCEPT Of claımıng
pOossession some  ing 1S not present, etting Nes AamMme has only S
do wıth est.:  ishin‘ LeSs f ame an reputatıion.
Translation Of W. ALBRLGHT LN - 488
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reinfor: the plea fOr Egyptian the Egyptian king abandon
Jerusa lem LNCE he has "  set his Lın the Of erusa. for ever".

In further desperate plea P help 288) Abdu-Heba again Wwrites
the Egyptıan KinNg gives D  re drastic P1LC x sıtuation:
"1Lat King take fOr h1is The Of the KinNg 1sS lost; in

entirety 1S £roam ther': 18 NS Me , far the lands
Of Seir (and) far Gath-Carmel!”" The expression 7 da set ONEeS name"
also iın th18 letter, where read "Behold, the KiNg lord , has
set M1is the risiıng the the setting Of the sun This
statement, iNntroduces the letter, emphasises the versal nion"
Of the king, 18 doubtless galvanising into action.

P, MCCARTER d1SCUSS@eS the significance Öft "setting ONEeS name" iın his
CcCamnmentarı D' Samue l pOints Oout do this in place 1N-
dicates cla sovereignty the 18 "surrogate presence"
hiıch "assured (the KiNg Of) his continuing COM f Nn1ıoN 1: his
sence" precisely, A this have done? adopts MCCARTER's
interpretation f ] 8,13 the CcCONCTEetTEe action whi  2 COULd Lie behind
"setting the name" 3  1d us this VeLrSsSC, wher“ told,
according MCCARTER's translation, that David MONUMEN CX

MOrate h1iSs V  C'  Y the ATameans The wOrd used far "monument" in the
ljebrew CexXt 18 Sem, "name  Z SUggesSts that setting OQONes SOMEWhETE
involved se U MONUMENT. Of D HOowever L e ely
that ONe sShOouLld her 'ans La "made fOr imself”", 1,@,

repu  ‚Oon, understand referring physica MONUMENT..

E: 88,23f.; ans ANE'T', 488
The expression rising Öf the sun and the etting ÖOf the sun  ” 1 OuUun|!|
in *he Oenician inscriptions are (1,4-5 an al Hı DON —
NER W. RÖLLIG; anaanäische unı aramäische Inschriften, esbaden 1973,

36£.) anı iM 5 an emphasises the grea extent Öf the
Xea referred Ln the example YOM the Aarna lLetter an PsS it
figurative refers ro universal OoM1LNLON
NO O, the concept est shing NnNes fame and ;putation 1so plays

ole ere etting stele recording nes achievement Wäa: NO doubt
1so ntende| to perpetuate nes LeNnNOwWwnNn but the concept Of possession
is probably dominant.

11 The Anchor Vol 9' New York 1984, 206
12 P 243 A
13 FOr the us Of name  k for monument S! c1i D- 251
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HOowever EVt E Sam. 813 dOoe: help further, the practice Of set-

ting MONUMEN: cCclaim sovereignty 18 well-documented ancient

Egyptian OuUurCcCes.

In the stele Of SesOstris 1L p SEet. his southern border, the
king addresses h1is heirs WL the following WOrdS:

"as fOr SN Of M1LNe maintain this border which ma7jestyv has

made, he is my son,  rn to my majesty. The true son is he who champions his
father, who border Of h1is begetter. But he whO

ails to fight for 15r  e is not my son, was not  rmn to me. Now my maje-
StYy has image ÖOft majesty, this border whi  2 majesty has
e, Order that. MAalLın' M in for d

The makes ‚.Lear the setting Of mMONUMeENT. , here MOST.

bably statue although the ste the MONUMENT question,
18 clain sovereign Sesos WOrds also . Lear that. „&

was expected that these claims upheld, not only  the king who made them,
but also h1is heirs. the Egyptians statue bearer Of the PeILSO-
na, VeLYy being Of the Per son represen‘t;ecl1 S A that. fOor Öf SEeso-
B' heirs abandoned his wOuLd tantamount deserting S5@eSO-
Sstris himself

We in the ‚gypt1an Kings ues OÖf themse 1-
VeSsS in Cities Asia. In relief O Sses a in the Sseum City
1s represented whi  2 15 labeled "The Of in whi  2 L1S the statue ÖOf

pharach”, Located in the vicinity OÖf Tunip The City in rebellion against
Egypt and the k  was determined to retake it and assert his doaminion over
TD 1.@ he epar fOr his territory just es| urged
his SUu\ do. The fact the Gi 1 distinguished whi:  Q
pharaco|l set his ue indicates EeverYy CL Asıa
\ONOUT this 18 the Case , then, ass'  NI that reference "setting

14 Vp text conveniently LN K Ägyptische Lesestücke,
(reprint Darmstadt 83-4; English transl. Ln M . LICHTHEIM, Ancient
YVP Literature Vol. ı (Berkelevy D

15 On this SC P, OCKINGA, Die Gottebenbildlichkeit im en Ägypten un im
Alten Testament (ÄAT 4 p iesbaden D K
See NI  / 61%, 16ff

17 . KITCHEN, Ramesside Inscriptions, Vol. 1778 137
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the Name  ‚ 287 refers the sett1ing Ot Y it

gests that. erusalem ‚OX SEei1eC Of Cities EOYPT n

particularly close ashıon. reasonable AadsSsSunlle that these AA
have been Centres OI strateg1ic SCONOMNLC importance, such Shan FOr

example, wher': stelae Ot Set1ı ı a sStatue GT SSes ME have dis-
COVered and which is  to have  an Egyptian base

We bear 1n claiming pOssession OT territorv, and INar —-

king thiıs 1aım DV setting Or f (inscribed) MONUMENT , not. onLy
GgaVe rights 18 SsSOvere1gn, 1 also laıd the oblıgation UuPpO] eifen

ho  5 the territorv. EXaM1.Ne appeal Of u-Hepa
thiıs 4 considerably clearer. The Jerusalemite 1S

assurıng the Egyptıan OT A1Ss fealty putting PLESSULE him
h1ıs aid,. The obligation GE the Egyptian uler 19l LOr terrı-

COLYV whıch he, &SVeln predecessor, claimed nis 1S Vividly illustra-

DV the WOrdS Of Sesostris A1Ss Semnen StTte1e, reasonahble

conc1lude that u-Hepa 15 appealing the arac! the bas1ıs OT

Q  1ished adıtıon Gt this The sentıments expressed DV Sesostris
WT | surely alive and well 1N the Kingdom, the age Of the "Warrior pha-
racohs": evVen ruler i11iıke Amenophis TT 15 NOT. particularly LENOWNMN Ca

martıa. ach1ıevements, l1east ip-service thıs ShOown DV
22 Dh1ıs 10N- buLl-hunt SCArabs by ragmen StEie from Thebes y

whıch depicts the kKing trıumphant Warrı0r Similarly Akhenaten,

18 Consıderıng the VELV close significance Of v  name anı image” L1N the
cıent ear ast Or YP SsSe  D H, BONNKE'T' , 501 an! W,7
Königsname und b - WE Ramses' lın oppelter rundplastischer arstellung,
ın  : ZAS 9 (3 40-142) , and the fact hat OV: statue have
Dborne the ame Of the ruler, thıs assumpt1ion 1.S quite justified.

19 ncyclopaedia of Archaeolog1ica Excavatıons LN the Holy Land, Vol I eQ-
L-Y'!  7 Oxford 1975; 213-215

BB ON. The and the ıble, LEeV.,. Philadelphia 1979, IR
See 41830 n1ıs di scuss1ıon PIgS-. 9—76 Canaan LN the arna Perıod
(with MAPp L 1n the relative importance OT the OWNS mentıiıoned Ln

marna Letters L1S discussed.
21 SE  R'TER Samuel 20  X
22 ext 1n Urkunden 1738-40
23 Published wıth excellent pho  ‚D  s L1n M. ALEH an H. SOUROUZIAN, Die

Hauptwerke L1LM Ägyptischen useum Ka1ıro, Maınz 1986 No. 143,.
24 The SCenCe ÖT the kKing driıvıng hıs charıot 15 captıve Nubıans r1ıding

the backs the horses 1L VeLrLYV simılar CO , an MaVYy well ave een inspl-
reı by, recently }  45  e relıef ÖOf Amenophi1ıs YOM arnak, where
the priısoners are Asiıatics rather than ub1ıans, (A ZAYED, "Une repre-
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OT: understoocd a be1ing pacifist DV nature, nNOtT

sting himself the aditional WAarrı0r role, al stele £from Buhen 1ts
25duplicate indicate

There parallels that drawn the situatıiıon 783l

the COrrespondence OT ‚u-Hepa the Old es understanding Ot
the inviolabılı Of Z10n, a happens that these parallels NCEe. the

fundamental conceptions Ot the 710 On analysed DV S M

2
The * ira OT these 1S the Of Jahweh the great u-Hepa

L5 point Out. that. Jerusalem 18 territorv ‚ONg the King
Oof EGYpt. he repeatedly efers e lLands OT the kıng, 10r 11

ımı lar expression, 20622575 34Ff= D6f£.: etc.), he
sStresses that he n1s throne 'Oug] hereditary 19] but

'Oug] appointment DV pharach. the ÜL 15 only pharach whO 1S cal-

king” u-Hepa 1S the "sarvant” Of the king, 1,.e. araC| 1S the eal

King Of erusalem, u-He 1S phar: vassal, just Iın the 10N tradi-
t1ion the real King OI Jerusalem 1S

The SECONd undamental concept1ion Of the 10N ©n aCcCcord1ing
D L5 that Jerusalem 15 the chosen dwelling place O® Jahweh Again

ther: L1S simiları wıth pharach's relatıonshıp with Jerusalem. u-He;
SsSees the Egyptian the quarantor OT the secur1ıty Of Jerusalem

peals such Pharach's obligation Jerusalem from the
cial relationship erusalem has wıth hım, - 15 Cr where he has

«x  set his name ” ,  „ S Aa he claimed FTOr 1MSeEe. whner:‘ n1ıs

dwells, probably T Ea wher: he 15 present.
CouLld the special relationship that existed Sa lem the

Egyptian kiıng have provi model fOr the later COn traditiıon? Ther:«

obviously dırect connect1on, S1NCE there long period the

Of Egyptian suzerainty OV!?t Jerusalem the establishment Oof 10N

sentation nedite des C:  CS ” Amenophis DE Ll1N Melanges G, 7
OL L, Caıro 1985, D- 5-1 Da and II)

25 See W. HELCK, ”Mn 'Feldzug’ un Amenophis Nubiıen, Ln
De 117-126.

7 A L1N the Theology Of the Davıdic-Solomonıc Empire”, 1n Studies lın the
Period Of Davıd an Solomon and Other ESSAaVYS, Hn ISHIDA, Wınona Lake
198, D- 93ff£

27 RÖOBERTS, CLE 94f.
C1EG D-



the dwelling-place f however the possibili Of indirect 1Lınk

NOT. TE OUE:
29

The situation would ımılar S  Q R, de suggested
TOr the practise Of annoınting the kKing Israel. ‚:HNOWS that Ü WasS

the practice FfOr Egyptıian vassals Syrila-Palestine annointed w1ıtch Oil

theıir iNVEesStiture: This CON: the Canaanıtes ESVeEen Egyptian
rule in the area had come to an end and was adoptedi from the Canaani by
the Israel1ıtes e the sraeliı king's position a vassal ®}

1E 15 pOossible that, the MNYV Of annointing, the ole pLayvı by ' the
gypt1an OÖver Lord '’anstiIerTt: the deility, cOould saomething imiılar nOtT

have Occured A the Cası of n1ıs Ole the context Oof the special relatıon-

sh1ip whıch existed between certaın Canaanıte cıtıes, including T
sa l1em? would have asSsSsune that Pharacoh’s position cÖver lord an-
COr OT secur1ıty S transferred the 1e deity Of the C1-

.Les concerned, assumed DV Jahweh, the CASt Oof erusalem, when he

TO0O] 1ın the CI certaın degree thıs interpretation OT Vents
37 WhO SUGgESTS that after the format ıonaAagLeeSs wıth that pOoS1 DV ROBERTS

OT the adıtıion that Jahwenh chosen Jerusalem n1Ss dwelling y“
gical tradıtıions sociated wıth the Of the gods wıth

identified Jerusalem’'s god wOould have paramount ese
used ın the glorification Of Jerusalem. The suggestion put 'Orwar here

15 that, addıtıon these mythological traditions, the central

OT the eityv havıng especially chosen erusalem exX1iısStenCe

the Canaanıte CL similarly transferred Jahweh.

S RS SSAaAV ı, King OÖf Israel, Vassal ÖOf ‚weh" ın The anı
152-166the Ancıent Near kKast, London 1972, (a ON Dn E

Melanges ME VO- (Studi Test1, 2313 OmMme 1964, 119-133
ug. de VAUX oes nOtT. specifically SaV S! ON assumes that atfter
the end OT Egyptıan domınatıon ın the arecaqg, the Canaaniıte 1ngs, 1ı1ke
lLater Ose OT Israel, eLe considered CO be vassals Oof the 1
god OT the1ır CLEV ® thıs eL1Le not the Case , U WOU. AT PE CT TO
S€ whYyY the CuSTLOMmM Of annointing should ave een adopted by Israel
indicate theır king’'s vassal STAtuUus.

31 C: 10  ©
37 H1Ss WONU. ave een completed nOt much afrtfter David’'s transfer OT the

ark there, anı at the latest DV 1Me Ü W: decided TOo M7
Jerusalem temple.
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