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Da Yonıcler's Non-mentıon Ot ELisha

Chrıstopher Begg Washıngton

An the Chronicler 1tes HS  n which Ccame" from the

prophete Oram ( Judah1 Scholars have LONg disputed 1
Chis Or onistic Sondergut Squared wıth S  at the general
SCHUCMNCE the specific dating indications Of the OT 1Ngs Ssuggest
CONCEFNING the relative chronologies Ör KInNg prophet.2 S the face ÖT
such difficulties, have suggested the T 1ijah" A J

originally COM Elishar?. ternatively, . PpropOS that

Elijah's lLetter delivered fOor h1is ”"+translation" bvy Elicha r
during his days eA cammuUunN1LCAted the Oof the

letter 1! wıth instructions that he put this IN written £rom
later

such, suggestions have Little pos1itivelyv them,
generally discounted LN scholarshiıp They do, however,

pOoInt the nOteworthy fact that. the Chronicler NeVeLr actuallı;
mentions ELısha igures largely Kings. That uch mention might,
however, R1 have the Chronicler’s £rom
veral considerations. First OT 812 NOTE:! the plethora Of p  e  C fi-

ÖOn this pPassage , \s6) ecently B, K, Überlegungen ZUM '"Brief des
1ia (2 Chr Ea 12151 Henoch (1988) 197-228,.
On the complicate: chronologic. 1LSSues here, S 6| the cCommentarı.es
roniclesSs.
hus e.9. O CLERICUS, Veteris Testamenti E: ISOr IL, Amsterdam,
1708, 60 /-608; N. SCHLÖGL., Die Bücher der Chronik, Wien, I91%1; LSZ ad
Loc.
SO .. Z KEIL, Apologetischer Versuch über dıe Bücher der Chronik

über die Integrität des Buches Esra, Berlin, 16335 313-314
So C. Ö, ZÖCKLER, Dıe Bücher der Chronik, LeipZ1lg Bıelefeld, 1874,
260.
Note e.0. 7 that both the ebrew textual tradıtıon an the versıons Arı  D
unaniımous 1n readiıng "E1lijah” 1ın Chr Z



GULES wiıth hiıch the Chronicler A1s wWOLCk Accordinglyv, 4 15 NOT. n

prisıng E s pO1nts OUTt, "die wichtigsten Propheten Adus

dem früheren Wer‘'! Dtr) erscheıinen selbstverständlich der Chronik"
JOS late his affirmation C1Lt1INg WNO. ser1lıes OT

prophets”" FIrom Nathan chrough Huldah the Chron1ıicler S, 1n Fa
CLOw" from DL 19] är this Observation, ONeEe Can}ny, hOowever onlLy
der: 1S + that the Chron1icler does NOtT h1is presentation
P ELısha whO surelyv AUONG the “"AOST. I1 Oof S P  e  S

pOSsible this question 15 that. "Northern" e
that the Chronicler's non-ment1ion T 15 SImMply function GT A1LS

(virtua. Suppression @in the North’'s h1stoOorv (see below) reflection,
however, such AdlısweLl ‚hOWS ess than satisfactoryv expla-
natıon. what ONe SsSeveral instances, 15 that the CHFON1CIEr
tr1ıves place ın h1ıs uthern-oriented work TfOr the lorthern

phets Of DV aising them. Elijah's letter 1S, Of COUTCSE, SE

point Here, wher'ı Elijah's prophetic functioning 1S5
£fined the North (and Phoenicia) S s the Chronicler represents hım inter-

vening 17 Judean aAlrs Also elsewhere, however, the Chronicler proceeds
n ımı lar ashıon. 19,2-3 he Jeh)  e SO}  5 OT KgsS
,1-4,7 L ONOUNCES dococm oracle against the sraelil king Baasha address
himself Jehoshaphat of Judah., Likew1lse 6,7-10 he relates COM

Yrontation the udean King that Hananıl whom 1 Kgs 16,17 IeN-

10ONS passing the father Of Jen:; Why then OU. the n1ıCcler NnOt
do sSsomething analogous wiıth Elisha, thereby Cthis kev prophetic fi-

fOr Judah, the „ Israe.
Finally 15 L specific cons1ıderatıion that, seemingly,

shouLld have predispost! the Chronicler h1ıs WOLCk fOr Flisha.

Kings the uteronamıs depicts Elisha the instigator OT

cCoup which Overthrows the house Ör The nicler, for n1ıs

On "x  prophec  » 1n ronıicles, se recently MICHEEL, Dıie Seher-
Propheten-Überlieferungen ıL1n der Chronik, Frankfurt, 1983.
Dıe Chronık als Auslegung, GÖöttingen, 9a 216.
In 1Nngs (see ”Beersheba"” 1n V does: Pass through the south

his W  K CO Horeb  3  e he does not, however, deliver any oracles chere, C225

L1S he represented havıng ealings wiıth the abıtants.
On the motiıvatiıons underlying thıs ”transfer”, SEe: the artıcle OT DIERNER
cıiıted 1ln Il 1l 209-211.



fully ‚:hares the Deuteronocmist’'s antipathv - 1Ne

well d h1Ss assessment Oof CeVvOoO. divinelvy mandated ON y

especlally 22,71/-8 (contrast HOs 1,4) Why then should he Fa3.i

mentıon OT the Of reVO. particuiä‘°r1y given h1S habıt @7

working prophetic igures 1ınto A1s presen'  ‚on EVELYV opportunity‘'  ? Thus,
from several pOiNtSs OT V1lıew, the Chronicler's nON-Ment.iıon OÖr ELısha dOes

matter calls for explanation.
WaY er background proposal CONCEFNING the problem, bDbe-

gın DV recalling that, OCCcas1ion, U 15 1ear the Chronicler delı-

OpTtS episodes OF Samue L and Kings hıch NOT 1n

accordance wıth that version Oof the people’s he es COMNVECYV .
This procedure 1S EeV1 .9 97 n1is passing OV! David’s S1nNn wiıth she-

its b.Loody sequels (compare Samue l ell SO 10-

mon ’s (compare Kgs r1'9) » S3 1L larger sCcCale the Chron1c-

ler's C'  .que OT deliberate non-utilization SHOWS iın his 'emen-

t1ioned acke  en OT the history Of the Northern kingdom (except
far this impinges events 1ın the South) instances OT the

technique question generally recognized, addition, however,
have tried SHOW elsewhere, there bellıeve that, while AadWad-

Of eVeNn utilizing elements OT the1ır wOrds LeCcOoN the prophe-
t1iC the has conscCiously avox‘ CLtUINg the pre-exilic
"classical prophets” (apart freoem Sal and ereml. by most.lLy fOr

LEeaAsonNnSsS of "ideolegical ;anmpa‚t_i.bility"j 3 Thus C.Y .97 the Chronicler’'s WOTCk

eVvidences MNUEeL QUS terminological contentual wıth Ezekiel's

Nevertheless, he den1ıes mention (contrast His referenCces HZ  ®

erenl.: primarıly, Ssuggest, because, wıth n1Ss ell-

"pro-Levite" stance, the nıcler Ooffense Ezekiel's WwOrdS

CONCEFrNING the V1 Ezek 44 ,10-14 G.ıven the foregoing indicatıons,
er, the possibılı S worth exploring saomethıing ım.ılar 15

operative the Chronicler's mentıon the prophet Eliısha, :
his dOoing 15 a matter, NOT. Of chanCce oversight- which 1S,

prior1i eLY given the prominence ACCOXN! but rather

D See The Non-mention O Ezekiel Ln Der>- Jeremıah and Chronicles, ın
Ezekıel anı H1ıs Book, Leuven, 1986, 340-343, eSP- 342-343; The las-
sıcal Pr  e in the Chronistic History, 32 (1988) T —-107.



CONSC1LOUS decis1ıon, Va element Oof the uteronaomist’s
sentatıon Ot th1ıs figure Wl he strongly repugnant.

fact, TE 1S, believe, pOoss1ible identify the

mıist's portrayal Of ELısha which might well have rendered per scoNa NO  5

grata the Chronıcler this connect1ion, wısh call attentıon

the STO: T the Campalgn OT the kings agains Tecounted

Kings A + recalled, the 1Lte tro1ika tCh1ıs narratıve

CcCONsS1ısSts OT OFr OF ae Jehoshaphat OT the king OT

Edoam. ill further recalled the narratıve relates ELE
bvy the three Kings CC the prophet Elisha whOo speaks derogatively
OT (2 KOS 3;43) Y but wıth respect Otf Jehoshaphat (2 Kgs S ) But

IX uch narratıve would sSeveral grounds much su1ıted
the PUurpOSCS OT the Chronicler allots Jehoshaphäat ess than four

chapters (2 Chronicles 17-20) D the OT whıch consist OT Sondergut, SVeEenNn

he emphasızes Jehoshaphat's dealings wıth the North (see 18,1-34//
KgS , 1-35; 20>, KgsS 22,48-49) interactions with prophets (see

18,1-34//1Kgs 22 F=35; Micalah; 19,1-3, Jehu; 2053 Eliezer) |11ıke-

W1Se gıves generally positive evaluatıon * (see 17,3-6; 20,32-
339 Notwi  tanding all these POINTtTS Of CONVEL GENCE between Kings

h1s Oschafatbild, however, the Chroniıcler makes Of the TOr-

note that he reproduces almost verbally the SCMEewNat parallel narratıve

OT Kgs 22,1-35 8,1-34) Why 15 th1is the case”? In V1ıew, the

PrOopOS! this ques' 1S, the time, the KEeYV
FOTr explaining the nıcler”s "sSilence" CONCEFrNING Elısha. Here,
9 noting ın KOS 6-19 responds the "lmuily" Of

hım by the gS wıth the annOuUunNCEMEeNtT that Yahweh wıll gıve them complete
ViCctory making uch announCcemen: h1s prophetic capaCl-

1 OÖn the Elisha —material L1n DUr, S 6! H.ı-C. / Eliısha. Traditionsge-
schichtliche Untersuchungen ZUX vorklassıschen nordisraelitischen Pro-
phetie, Gütersloh, 1972; H.-J, n  7 Eliısha Propheten Gottesmänner.
Dıie .ompositionsgeschichte des Elishazyklus und verwandter exte, rekon-
STCrULETr auf der Basıs VON Text- un Literarkrıtik KOön 207272 un!
Koön 2-7, Otte:Lien; 1987

1 On the igure Oof Jehoshaphat L1N Chroniıicles, SsSe ( LLARD, The Chron1c-
er Jehoshaphat, TErANLEY Journal (1987) 17-22,

Leave aside ere the problem Of hOow this arnnounCcemen coheres wıth the
actual COU_LTSEe Of subsequent events related 1MN Kgs



ELlLisha 15 the implicitly legitimating Jehoshaphat's
ratıon with the military schemes Of the oreign'
Thereby, however, he S sh; sitıon the nicler's 1NsS1-
STANCE- hich he OiIiten places the Lips precisely of his prophetic £1g9u-
LeS (see C.Y .7 16,1-9; 8,1-34; 19,1-3; ,35=-31: 22,1-8  ° 25,6-8;
27,16-21) - i1iNvolvemen: with Srae. foreign natıons that
takes the form OT JO1NAUNG the  m militaryv COMMerCial ventures

Ling them for assıstance inevıtably leads ivinely-effected disaster.

then, SUggeSt, the portrayal Ot 15 prophetic leg1ıtimater OT

COULSE ÖTr action varıance wıth his ea. OT Judean „  non-en  \g-
lLemen wıth Srae. the "nations" Kings which prampted the

Chronıicler NOT. onlLy narratıve, but the VeILYV figure Of
a.

nclLuding wOould S1IMpLY STTreSS the Ffact that Elısha, alone

AINONY ma7]or ophe Of Samue l Kings, LEeCE1ves ment.ıon the

Chronicler 1S matter worthv Of r hıtherto have

received. proposal, whatever SE intrinsıc merits, E have

PULPOSE AAn it helps direct scholarly attentıon th1ıs ınstance Ot

onistıic Prophetens:  igen.

a


