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For SOMINC ITCasON, Jehoshaphat, udah’s fourth kıng, has aroused the specıal interest of U()’s Bıbliıcal

scholarship“. All these recent publıcations naturally devote consıderable attention {O the question of the

relatıonshıp between the quite minımalıstic accounft concerning Jehoshaphat in and Kıings and the
Chronicler’s much INOTC extensive treatment of hım Chronicles 17- In thıs presentation, PUrpDOSC
o extend thıs intra-bıiblical comparison {O CNCOMPASS d thırd portray: of the kıng, the UONC offered Dy
Josephus ın Antıquitates Judaicae (hencefor! 8,315-9,45“ which combiınes the data of both Scriptural
accounts®. begın wıth consiıderation of how Oosephus ZOCS about arrangıng and ıntegrating the materıal

Jehoshaphat provided hım by Kings and onıcles. Thereafter, <h:; attention fO SOHNIC noteworthy
ainstances of Josephus rewriting" of SOUTCES al  1t10NS, deletions, adaptatıons) well the (possıble)

[CasonNns for and effects of these his portrait of Jehoshaphat.

AND NIEGRATITI|

In order fo appreclate how Josephus aITaNgCS and integrates the SsOurces’ data concerning Jehoshaphat,
it O begın by briefly recallıng the quıte dıvergent) WaYy hıch Kıngs and Chronicles present
hım In Kıngs, Jehoshaphat surfaces, ıntermittently, IVCTr the COUTSC of the engthy segment 1Kgs 15,24b-2Kgs
522 (MT) Following mention of hıs aCCEesSsSION in 1Kgs 9  ' Jehoshaphat dısappears completely
throughout 1Kgs 15,25-21,29, unıt devoted {[0 the SUCCESSION of Oorthern kıngs hrough hab. He
then refurns fo the SCCHNC in 22,1-40 the assocılate of z  ab the atter’s iıll-starred campaıgn agaınst Syrıa.

See: KNOPPERS, Reform and Regression: 'Ihe Chronicler’s Presentation f Jehoshaphat, Bıb 500-542;
STRUBIND, Tradition als Interpretation In der Chronik. König Josaphat als Paradıgma chronistischer Hermeneutik und Theologıe
(BZAW 201), Berlın, 1991; Eronıcles as Independent ıterature, SIOT 55 1992) 61-74, N1-73; G,
Jahwekrieg als Weltmetapher. Studıen ZU Jahwekriegstexten des chronıstischen Sondergutes (SBB 24), Stuttgart, 1992,
DAVIES, Defending the Boundaries of Israe]l in the Second Temple 'eT10( Chronicles and the "Salvatıon Army”, In: Priests,
Prophets and Scribes: ON the Formation and Heritage of Second TJTemple Judaism In Honour f Joseph Blenkinsopp (JSO 1Sup
149), Sheffield 1992, 43-54; kTadıtıon and TIransformation of Innerbiblical Interpretation in Chronicles 2U, Bıb

(1993)z iıdem, Kıng Jehoshaphat’s Prayer: Some Remarks Chronicles X  -  i 264-70; KNOPPERS,
Jehoshaphat’s Judiciary and "the Scroll f Y"HWH'’s JToral 113 1994) 59-.80).

For the [E6 XT and translatıon of Josephus’ writings, | base myself St. John A WIKGREN, and

Josephus, Cambridge, MA-London, 1926-1965 8.315-420 IS found ın Val. 140-797, 0.1-45 in Vol. VI,
2-27; In both the translatıon and Dy Marcus).

ArThis study Duıulds [NAaYy DTrevIOUS, detaijled ireaiments of VarıoOus osephan passagcs dealıng wıth the fıgure of Jehoshaphat, -
BEGG, Josephus’ Account Of the Early Divided Monarchy y(BEIL 108), Leuven, 1993, 148-269 (on I  }

Filling In the Blanks: Josephus’ Version f the Campaign of the Ihree KIngs, Kings HU 1994) 89-109 |on 9,29-43]);
Jehoshaphat Mid-Career According 9,1-17 (forthcoming ın



Immediately thereafter, Kıings presents its standar' royal "Iramework notices" for Jehoshaphat (22,41-51)®;
these incorporate, inter alıa, reference {[0 the kıng’s 'aule: marıtime venfiure and hıs subsequent refusal of

cooperation wıth ‚AZzla| of 22,48-49) Jehoshaphat 1S NC agaın N  out of the picture" in 1Kgs 22,51-
2Kgs O another Northern-centered secti0n. The Judean (whose eal has already een recorded in 1Kgs

hen makes hıs fınalC %ı NO' confederate of Jehoram of Israe]l in the atter’s
Iinvasıon of rebel Moab.

The Chronicler- who, ıt will be re‘  e systematically leaves asıde. Kıngs materıal concerned solely wıth
the Oorthern contemporarıies of Jehoshaphat, „25-21, s1-2- evelops his treatment of the

kıng in quıte dıfferent fashıon. In partıcular, rather than scattering references hım VCI xtended

segment, he rıngs together verything he has LO relate concerning Jehoshaphat ın a Continuous

comprising four chapters, 2Chr 17-20 (F 21,1) In addıtion, whereas In Kıngs Jehoshaphat has only
supporting, rather Dassıve role In the [WO longer narratıves In which he figures (1Kgs 22 2Kgs 3) the
onıcler introduces Mass of ondergut materıal whereın the Judean AaDDCAaTrs the central character

who, such, undertakes varıety of inıtiatives. More specıfically, the Chronicler‘ Jehoshaphat narratıve
nfolds ollows To his paralle! the aCcession notice of 1Kgs iın 1/,1a he appends engthy
FTeVIEW of Jehoshaphat’s successful, God-pleasıng early reign, 17,1b-19, hat N peculıar imself.

Thereupon, he relates, in paralle]l fOo 1Kgs A Jehoshaphat’s particıpation Ahab’s attack Syrıa, 2C|  >

„ 1-34. In Kıngs, noted above, the framework notices for Jehoshaphat ‚OW ırectly the acCccount of
his ance wıth hab. The Chronicler disrupts hıs by inserting between ıts [WO Components
xtended segment (19,1-20,30), agaın wıthout paralle! ın Kıngs, dealıng wıth Jehoshaphat’s rebuke by the

prophet Jehu for hıs iınvolvement wıth hab (19)1'3)1 the kıng’s Judicıal inıtiatıves (19,4-11) and triıuumph IVGCIT

host (20,1-30) Only hen 06Ss he present hıis OWwn framework notices for J: ehoshapliat „31-21,
wıth which his Iireatment of the kıng concludes”.

Turning NO {[0 Josephus’ account of Jehoshaphat, ONC nofes first of that, AS5 IS hıs wont also elsewhere,
the historian 0€6Ss NnOL elect tO OW ONC of the avaılable 1Dl1Ca| SOUTCCS the exclusıon of the other.

Rather, he finds place for virtually) all of the materıal PTODpCI both Kıngs (1 2Kgs 3) and Chronicles

(1 2Chr 17,19-20) In his presentation. HOow though 06€6Ss he do thıs? In general, it May be saıd hat

osephus akes the Northern-centered account of Kings basıs, incorporating the Chronicler‘ specıal
materıal Jehosphaphat into hıs al appropriate Junctures. will become clearer irom TeVIEW of the

of the osephan Jehoshaphat narratıve {O 1C| 1U  < turn.

Josephus notes the aCCesSsSION of Jehoshaphat in 5,315 paralle! 1Kgs and 2C  > 1/,1a. He

proceeds iımmediately {[o expan thıs reference wıth several ıtems Tawn Irom the concluding framework
notices of 1Kgs ;2,.41-51 and 2C|  ” „31-21,1 for Jehoshaphat, the Nan of his mother (see 1Kgs
22,42b//2Chr and preliminary evaluatıon of hım ‘g d" kıng (see 1Kgs 22,43//2Chr 20,2, cf.

In KK the ‘Ontent of ‚ese notices er 16,28 16,282-h (1n B they in eIr posiıtion well),
SHENKEL, Chronology and Recensional Development In the (Gireek Texts f Kıngs (HSM 1), Cambridge, MA, 1968, 43-61

KRecall that Chronicles has N  - paralle] the "dısplaced" narratıve of which Ceniers the Northern kıng eh)oram.



)3'4) In hus "antıcıpating" elements that his SOUTCCS cıte only al the end of heır respectıve ireatments of

Jehoshaphat, osephus 1S, it might De noted, gIVviNg those elements theır standard placement both Bıblıcal

00KS, at the ar! of ing’s reign rather than at ıts conclusıon.

avıng thus briefly "introduced" Jehoshaphat 8,315, Oosephus, in lıne ıth the of Kings,
straıgthtaway rops in order {8 relate the events of reign In 8,316-392, hıs paralle! LO 1Kgs 16,29-
21,29 (he has already rehearsed the reigns of the Northern ıngs Nadab-Omrı, as recounted in 1Kgs 15,25-
16,28 urectly after his mention of Jehoshaphat’s accession 15,24bl, 28 /-289, 298-313). In Kıngs the

"Ahab bloc”", 1Kgs 16,29-21,29°, 15 ollowed iımmedıately by the aCCount of the monarch’s eal ın 22,1-40.
osephus ınterrupts hıs in order {o reintroduce Jehoshaphat who wiıll fıgure in the even(ts eadıng
up to Ahab'’s demise at the openıng of 8,393 wıth the words: "Such, then, Was the condition of But

chall NU' refurn {O Josaphat..." (compare the notice wıth which he [provisıonally] takes leave of hım al the
end of 8,315 "But there 15 necessity {[0 speal of thıs kıng Just now")”. Thıs "reintroduction" of

Jehoshaphat ın VIEW of his role in the SLOTY of Ahab’s (1 provıdes osephus wıth openıng for adducing
the Chronicler‘ Sondergut materıal Jehoshaphat’s auspIcCIOUs beginnıngs (2Chr 17,1b-19) hıs version of
1C] he presents In 8,393-397. Thıs, In turn, 18 ollowe:| In 8,398-420, by the narratıve of Jehoshaphat’s and

‚yrıan campaıgn wıth ıts 'ata!l Outcome for the latter 1C. Osephus draws from 1Kgs 22,1-40//2Chr
„1-3 As Was noted above, Kıngs and Chronicles ffer ıffering cquels their stOr1€es of Ahab'’s end. In

the former, the immediate continuation of 22,1-40 the concludiıng notices for Jehoshaphat of ;2,41-50,
whereas the hronicler precedes hıis version of these notices In ‚31-  Zie wıth xtended Sondergut
segment featurıng events of Jehoshaphat’s later reign (19,1-20,30). In thıs instance, osephus, wıth CYVC {O

makıng maxımal uUsSc of the data of both h1s SOUTCES, alıngs ımself wıth the Chronicler’s UCNCC, gıving
hıs version of Z  > 9,1-20,30 in 9,1-17 ırectly after h1is narratıon of Ahab’s Cal 8,398-420. He rounds off
the account of Jehoshaphat’s later yCaI>s he draws Irom Chronicles Dy appending, ın 9,17, reference the

Judean’s dealıng wıth Ahazıah of Israel and hıs unlucky marıtiıme venture which he ound- though ıth

rather marked dıffrences of content- the concludıng notices of both Kıngs (see 1Kgs 22,48-49) and

Chronicles (2Chr „35-37) Here L[00 then, UNC SCC5S osephus "antıcıpatıng" ıtems from the SOUrCESs’

summatıon Jehoshaphat. Throughout the segment 9,1-17 the focus 1S thus consistently the ecan

monarch. In hat follows, osephus revert 0 the Northern-centered stor' lıne of Kıngs. Accordingly, al

the end of 9,17 he NC agaın (see the conclusıon of temporarıly "sıdelines" Jehoshaphat wıth hıs
notice 43 then Was the state of affaırs under Josaphat...". 9,18-28 IS the historji1an’s paralle! o 1Kgs
22,51-2Kgs A dealıng wıth the reign of Ahazıah of Israel and the egiınnıng of that of ehoram Here,
in 8,316-392, Jehoshaphat 1S nowhere mentioned. Continuing thereafter o follow the of Kıings,
Osephus In „29-43 retaıl the S!  r of 2Kgs 3,4-27 concerning the Joint expedition of ehoram of

Israel and Jehoshaphat agaınst oab (recall hat Chronicles has paralle: thıs account). That S} ends

15 el known, the of 1Kgs (Ahab’s Syrian wars) and (the dent of Naboth’s vineyard) TEVETSC

order In LXX which Josephus 9  . follows, SCC BEGG, Osephus’ Account,

/MARCUS, Josephus, /41, ad I0C. es the 15 king' in the above expression the end of 8,315 referring Jehoshaphat’s
father Asa. .MsS, however, that the reference IS rather Jehoshaphat hıimself whose accession ollowıng hıis 'ather’s €a! WwWas

Cıted Just previously the sStart of 8,315. See further EGO, osephus’ Account, 148-149,
41



z wıth mention of the lhıed kıngs returniıng "tO theır n Josephus cıtes return  r the

"point of attachment" for his concluding emarks Jehoshaphat who, he informs in 9,44a, shortly after
hıs arrıval back Jerusalem, dıed there after twenty-five yCar reign. The historian derıves the content of
thıs ıtem by combinıng elements of hıs SOUTrCES’ concluding notices for Jehoshaphat, the chronologı1
indıcatıon irom 22,42a//2Chr a about his en| of reign and the reference his (1 from

22,50a0 / /2Chr an In the SOUTCCS, the latter ıtem 1s ollowed Dy mention of Jehoshaphat’s urı

(22,50aß //21,1aß) and the aCCession of hıis ehoram (22,50b//21,1b). osephus reproduces thıs

9,44b-45 at hıch point Jehoshaphat makes eimutıve exıst from hıs narratıon.
In lookıng back VEr osephus’ arrangemen! and integration of the "Jehoshaphat materıal" provided DYy the

SOUTCCS, ONC NnOfes partıcular NOW he freely oscıllates between the of Kings and that of Chronic-
les {O incorporate all the vaılable 1DI1Ca. ata thıs ruler. Iso worthy of ote IS the WaYy ın which

Oosephus "redistributes" elements from the SOUrCEes’ bloc of concluding notices Jehoshaphat VeCr the
of his presentatıion. The following chart rovides OVErVIEW of ()UT of Josephus’

ireatment of Bıblical SOUTCECS Jehoshaphat.

PORTRAIT REIOUCHED

In hat precedes I examıned hOw osephus aAarTansecS the materıals Jehoshaphat he takes IVCT from his
SOUTCES. 1U  S {[urn to consıderation of the contentual modıiıficatıiıons introduced Dy the hıistorian ın his

utiılızatıon of these materıals. lımiıt myself such modificatiıons ear dırectly the osephan portrayal
of Jehoshaphat. In beginning hıs discussion WOU.: uotq hat both and Chronicles depict ehospha-
phat basıcally good kıng who {ffects (partıal) reformatıon of udah’’s cult. At the Sa tiıme, they also

ortray hım dSs engagıng ın dubious alliances wıth reprobate ıngs of the north and experiencing aılure in
marıtime enterprise, Chronicles makıng thıs "hadow sıde" of Jehoshaphat’s reign INOIC explicıt. As mig

‚aVve. een expected, osephus presents portrayal of Jehoshaphat which argely coheres wıth the Bıblıcal

one(s) On the other hand, hıs acCccounti 06€Ss evidence number of dıstinctive features {8) which wısh {0 call
attention ere. On such feature CMCTgCS alrecady In Josephus’s opening positive evaluatıon of the kıng ın

8,315. osephus OUnN! inspiıratıon for thıs evaluatıon in the notices of 1Kgs 22,43//2Chr 20,32, SCC also 17,3-
Whereas, however, the speaks of righteous Jehoshaphat W ın the Ways of hıs father Asa’,

osephus accentuates the former’s status by callıng him® "imitator" MWWNTNV) of the Bıble’s PTC-
emiinent royal model, avıd hımself, in his "courage and pıety ELV ements of thıs openıng
formulatıon In several esmall-scale addıtions made by osephus to the Bıblical accounfs. Thus, the

Jehoshaphat-Davıd parallelısm introduced ere IS echoed ın the historian’s comment in 9, hat ehosha-

presuming here that the king f 1C] Josephus IS speakıng in the SeCOoN! half of 8,315 IS Jehoshaphat, nOL hıs father Asa,
SC



phat received "magnifıcent" burial?"for he had, indeed een emulous (HWUNTNIS, Samc lierm

of the aCcfts of avıd". ımılarly, hat N  y" 1C| accordıng 8,315 Jehoshaphat chared wıth avıd 18

subsequently exemplıfıed ın the sacrılıces 1C| Josephus has the kıng offer [WO ecrucıal 0OCCas1ıons where

Chronicles, hıs 5SUOUICC, 06Ss NnOL mention thıs activity hıs part such, after Jehu’s rebuke of hım for
his involvement wıth hab A and uDON his refiurn {O Jerusalem ollowing the overthrow of the
coalıtıon ın 9,161%

noted above that, ın both Kıngs and Chronicles, Jehoshaphat aDDCAaTrs ON who urıfies hıs natıon’s

worship, albeıt incompletely hat the places' continue {O nction urıng his reign (see 1Kgs
22,4;  r 20,33, note, however, in 17,6 he IS credıted wıth removing the hıgh places well) Specıifically,
in 1Kgs 22,46 (no paralle! Chronicles) Jehoshaphat saıd {O xterminate' the emnant of the male cult

prostitutes" who survıved hıs father’s PUurge of hem (on thıs, SC6 1Kgs I5 onıcles, for its partl, credits

Jehoshaphat wıth .  not see. the Baals" and "takıng aWaY the Asherım'! (as also the hıgh places,
17,6), hıs last achiıevement eing acknowledged by the rophet Jehu In the of hıs rebuke to the kıng
ın 19,3b. these "cultic partıculars" ısappear Josephus’ account hıch makes mention of an y of the
above reprobate cultic entities enumerated by Kıngs and/or Chronicles. In place of such specıfics, he
substitutes highly generalıze. commendatıions of Jehoshaphat. In partıcular, whereas In 2Chr 17,3-6 the
Lord’s "favoring" of Jehoshaphat 15 motivated by the ng’s noft consorting wıth the aals (V. and hıs
removal of hıgh places and Asheriım (V. 6), osephus (8,393) ascribes the dıyvıne ‚upport enjoyed by the kıng
{0O hıs being M,  upright AKOLOG and PIOUS (edoeßnG, the adjectival form of the OUuUunNn sed of

Jehoshaphat in -  5 and daıly see‘ do omething pleasıng and acceptable tO n Agaın, the
historjian’s paralle! [O 19,3 (Jehu’s qualification of hıs DrevVIOUS CCNSUTC of the kıng in 9,1), mention of hıs
elımınatıon of the "Asherahs" g1ves WaYy {8) the announcement that God will relent ın VIEW of Jehoshaphat’s
ood character" (puoıV AÜyadnv) Thıs generalızing endency wıth respect the SOuUrces’ cultıc etaıls
accords wıth the hıstorian’s procedure also elsewhere. That procedure 1S, turn, readıly explicable ın erms

of osephus’ CONCETDN noL LO put off Gentile readers by subjecting hem {O the AICanNa of alıen relıg10us
system. Rather than ave Jehoshaphat combattıng cultıic abuses whose ımport WOU| eIu! non-Jews,
osephus credıiıts the kıng wıth the standar'! Hellenistic virtues of "righteousness" and "piety" *. In hıs
connection WOU.: ofte hat the term "righteous" sed of Jehoshaphat in 85,393 1S twıice INOTIC applıed tO hım,

In 9,33 anı 35 ere conjJunction wıth the adjective ö0106) whıiıle the 1InOmı18a| "rıghteousness and

piety" (see IS employe: of hım agaın in 9,16.
Josephus lıkewise Z0CS beyond the accentuatıng the effecacy of Jehoshaphat’s inıtiatıves aAm ONg

"This qualification of Jehoshaphat’s burıal IS a OSItıve embellıshment of the ‚OUTCEeS' sımple notatıon (see 22,50aß //2Chr
21,1aß) about the kıng being burijed.

10Compare 2Chr 20,28 1C| speaks only of the VICtOTIOUS udeans proceeding the JTemple wıth musıcal instruments in hand.

Hera Sam! tendency Can be Observed in Josephus’ treatment of the detaıls f Asa’s cultıic reform -elated In 2Chr ‚24a In
8,290, DES BEGG, Josephus’ Account, 118, 127-128. On Josephus’ "Hellenizing” of the Bıblıcal EeTOECS Dy attrıbuting hem the KeYy
Greek virtues of "righteousness" and "piety", SsCcCC Use, Authority and Exegesis of Mıkra In the Wriıtings of Flavıus
Josephus, Mıkra (CRINTI En ed. ULDER >Assen-Phıladelphia, 1988, 455-518,
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his people, maYy be noted tın [WO distinct contexts. 2C  s 17, 7-9 nfts "missıion" charged wıth

teachıng the law dıspatched by Jehoshaphat throughout hıs domaıns in hıs Ar'| regna| yCAafl, but Says nothıing
about an Yy opular osephus thıs lacuna wıth the fulsome claım (8,385) A  sSo much WEIC all the

people pleased wıth thıs hat there Wäas nothıing for 1C| they WEIC ambıtious 0)4 much OVEel the
observance of the laws„n12 comparable Casc OCCUTS in connection wıth Jehoshaphat’s rıumph VT the

invadıng coalıtion. 2Chr 0,20-21 records Varıo0ous directives issued by the kıng AS hıs people advance towards
the, but makes ention such of how these WEr received. (Ince agaıln, Oosephus takes
Caic {0 ofte hat Jehoshaphat’s proposition elicıted d positive "the kıng' plan mel wıth theır

approval, and they dıd ust he counseled them“". Jehoshaphat 1s noL, however, only successful ın bringing
his people LO follow SOMIMC COUISC of actıon propose: by hım. Somewhat ın the Samnc lıne, he 1S lıkewise

represented Dy osephus vokıng riendly eelıngs from foreign natıons AN well er thıs headıng, I

WOU.: pomnt partıcularly ([o the Conftras! between 2Chr 1/7,10 and ıts paralle in 8,3906. In the farmer text, the
natıons’ remailning at wıth Jehoshaphat IS attrıbuted the "fear of the Lord fallıng uUuDON them  n
whereas the latter ıt 1S Iınked rather wıth theır "continuing {o herish" the kıng. Osephus’ reformulatıon
In thıs instance mi1g] be. taken aASs reflective of his overarchıng CONCCIN [0O defuse ewısch-Gentıile hostilıties
of 1C| g1VveESs much evidence also elsewhere  13  S Ultimately, however, L[O0 much should nol be made of
hıs modiıfıication gıven that ın Y,16 osephus 06€s cıte, in lıne wıth 2Chr 20,29 ("the fear of God Caml!

all the ıngdoms of the countries..."), the A  terror‘  x of Jehoshaphat 1C: befall the natıons en they ear
of how God had overthrown the coalition”  ®

So far, AaVve. een considering instances where Jehoshaphat fıgures posıtively ın both the and

osephus, wıth the hıstorıan several times accentuatiıng the favorable Bıbliıcal portrayal of hım ere

remaıns {0 consiıder, however, the matter of Jehoshaphat’s questionable (and recurrent) assoclatıons wıth the

reprobate orthern kings HOow 0€Ss Oosephus deal wıth thıs element of hıs SOUTCC accounts”? Does hıs

depiction of these involvements dıffer from the 1DI1CAa: UNCS, and ıf d how?
In answering these questions, would call attention {[0 several features of the osephan version of the

relevant materı1al. Fırst of all, In portrayıng Jehoshaphat’s interactions wıth hıs Varıous Northern COunlter-

parts, osephus aAaDDCATrs [0 hıghlıght the cordialıty of the relatıonship. 50, g., 1ıle 2Chr 18,3 states that
hab "kılled d! abundance of sheep and Xen  Sı for hıs Judean visıtor and hıs Cntourage, osephus (8,398)
embelhllıshes: 'Acha! gaVc hım rıendly welcome. splendidly entertaınıng the armYy 1C. had accompanıed
hım, wıth an abundance of grain, Wıne. and meat. Sımtlarly, In hıs paralle (8,399) Kgs 2,4//2Chr

By f hıs adı  on Josephus Iınks Jehoshaphat another of Judah’’s "g00d” rulers, Josjah of hom he states
10,64)- here O00 In expansıon f the Bıblıcal record- that the people "eagerly assented' the king’s urging them cCOommıt
themselves observing the Mosaiıc |aw. On the Josephan Josiah, S5CcCC JosephusA Portrait of Josijah, | Ouvıan
Studies (1993) 110-130.

On Josephus’ CONCETN downplay Bıblıcal portrayals of anımosiıty between Jews and Gentiles and conversely accentuate posiıtıve
interactions between the in AJ, FELDMAN, Mıkra, 495-496.

L} Note that In 2Chr 20,29 ıt IS "fear of (jod" which befalls the natıons whereas Josephus rCpTESCNIS them rather as 1ın terroar' of
Jehoshaphat himself. Josephus’ avoıdance of the above Bıblıcal phrase IS in ıne wıth hıs consistent endency reformulate OT
elımınate Scriptural references "fear of God/the Lord”", SCC SCHLATTER, D} Theologıe des Judentums nach dem Bericht des
Josefus (BFCT 2,26), Gütersloh, 1932, -
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18,3 he ınterjects the Ofe that Jehoshaphat responded o Ahab’s proposıtion about Jomiıng hıs ampalgn
against Syrıa by "willingly offerıng his a1d". Subsequently (9,16), he staftes that Jehoshaphat d  Was also rıendly
(pA06) wıth Achab’s SOM x azıah wıth whom he cooperates In marıtiıme venfture (compare 2Chr 20,35
"...Jehoshaphat... Joine: wıth Ahazıah. who dıd wickediy").

gaın, in 3,5 [Cason IS gıven as {O why ehoram approaches Jehoshaphat in partıcular
potential ally hıs projected Wäal agaıinst oab. Osephus (9,30) ‚upplies such motive, noting that the

Israelıte contacted Jehoshaphat "sınce from the first he had ecen hıs ather’s [1 Ahab’s] friend" PWOG,
SCC 9,16) In thıs Sam«ec context, he introduces (9,31) the "inbiblical" notice that Jehoshaphat, recıprocating

earlıer reception of hım In Samarıla, "splendidly entertaiıned" ehoram in Jerusalem. Later, he

prefaces the udean’s {o Jehoram’s espairıng exclamatıon Ver the expedition’s ack of water

(2Kgs 3,11) wıth reference {O the former’s "comforting" the latter (9:33); hereby underscoring the emotional

bond between the [WO kıngs.
At the tıme, osephus also accenftuates the stafus and inıtiatıve of Jehoshaphat ın hıs dealıngs wıth

the Northern rulers. Specıifically, hıs rewrıting of both 1Kgs //2Chr 18) and n Jehoshaphat 1S

cshown functionıng equa paritner ın the advance lannıng for upcomiıng campalgns rather than being
merely dictated o Dy his sraelıte counterpart. In 1Kgs „30//2Chr 18,29, D hab sımply "tells"

Jehoshaphat hat the {[WO aIic fOo WC.: into battle. osephus formulates his paralle] (8,412) {O thıs ıtem:

and Osaphat had agree: hat.  ® Agaın, in 2Kgs 3,8b Jehoram, hıs O etermines the oab

invasıon route In {0 Jehoshaphat’s qUuUCTYy the ubject. In osephus (9,31) the matiter IS rather

"decıded by hem!'  0 (Jehoshaphat and Jehoram) oıntly. To be noted ere {0O0 N the cContras! between the

soothıng interjection wıth 1C| the bıblıcal Jehoshaphat (see 1Kgs 22,8b//2Chr 18,7b), "Let not the

kıng 5Sdy sSo  ‚ reacts {0 Ahab’s complaınt about Micaıah, and the INOIC assertive Josephan igure who, knowing
Ahab'’s feelıngs about the prophet, nevertheless M  as! that he be produced" 1Iwo other features

osephus’ etelliıng of the 1DI11Ca| SLOTY of Jehoshaphat’s involvement wıth hab m1g be noted ere well.

Fiırst, the hıstorian’s version of the episode underscores the perceptiveness of the ean kıng who ees

through" the assertions of prophets. In 1Kgs 22,7//2Chr 18,6 Jehoshaphat reacts LO the

prophets’ favorable predictions sımply by askıng for second opinıon. Oosephus (8,402) iınforms us what

prompte: to do thıs, "hıs seeing by their words hat they WEIC 2 prophets”. econdly, osephus
elıminates from 2Chr 18’s battle ıtem 1C| might CONVCY M}  unkıngly' Impression of Jehoshaphat,
namıng hıs cryıng out'  \ (v. 31aß, paralle! 22) the face of the yrıan assault upDOon him ”

maYy be. saıd hen that osephus highlights Jehoshaphat’s cordıialıty, equalıty, assertiveness, penetration
and kingly standıng VIS-Ä-VIS his Orthern counterparts. (n the other hand, ıt IS nOL the Casc hat osephus
correspondiıngly accenftiuates the WTON;|  ESSs of the ıng’s entanglement wıth Israel. Rather, he

play down the CENSUTC 1C] the onicler, in particular, attaches 8 Jehoshaphat’s cooperatıon wıth the

OrT! For UD ing, he softens Jehu’s statement {o Jehoshaphat ın 2C'  S” 19,2bß "cherefore wrath has FONC
Out agaınst YOu from the n In hıs version (9,1) Jehu Uudes merely O "being dıspleased at'  A

15Havıng passe« UVOCT hıs SUUuTCC element, Oosephus also dispenses wıth the Chronicler’s (double) appendetı notıce On posıtıve
the King's C (18,31b).
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Jehoshaphat’s allıance wıth Ahab, and then Z0CS {0 promıise, his Bıblıcal counterpart 06€6Ss noL, that

God n  WOU| nevertheless... delıver hım {rom hıs enemies  „16 Even INOIC str: IS osephus’ handlıng of

the incıdent of Jehoshaphat’s faıled marıtiıme venture. Kings and Chronicles g1ve rather dıfferent account

of thıs incıdent wıth osephus (9;:17) clearly alıgnıng mse! wıth the atter’s version. Whereas, however,
Chronicles ecady intımates the reprobate nafture of Jehoshaphat’s omıng Ahazıah ın shıp-buildıng
enterprise by qualifyıng the latter AS S  one who dıd wickedly'  y 'g  s Oosephus elımınates the negatıve
characterization ofazıa wıth hıis "neutral" formulatıon "(Jehoshaphat) Was also riıendly wıth Achab’s sSon  x

(see above). Thereafter, he drastıcally eCcasits the of 2Chr 0,36-37 where the word of the prophet
Elıezer about estroyıng the kıngs' shıps IS In osephus, all reference {9) the prophet and hıis
word disappears; the Judean vessels AIc destroyed sımply "hbecause of theır great SIZE”,  n 1C|

renders Jehoshaphat longer keen about sh1ps". Thus, in osephus blame such attaches {0 ehosha-

phat for consorting wıth Ahazıah. Fiınally, In his version of 2Kgs 3) osephus ollows the ıble in dispensing
wıth anYy explıcıt evaluatıon of Jehoshaphat’s allıance wıth the wıicke: ehoram of Israe117 On the contrary,
he twıice introduces the qualification of Jehoram’s pariner "rıghteous" (9, 33, 35), the second time lacıng
thıs accolade the lıps of who cıtes Jehoshaphat’s being n holy and righteous man  n as the I[CAasSsuonNn

why he e1gns {0 answWer reprobate Jehoram  18  e In hıs instance, osephus mig readıly ave made Elısha

the mouthpiece for CCDNSUTIC of Jehoshaphat’s OoOrthern assoclatıons comparable {O hat pronounced Dy
Jehu In 2Chr 19,1-3 (// 2 Not only, however, 06€S he faıl {0 make uUsSscC of hıs opportunity, he actually
has acknowledge the "righteousness" of Jehoshaphat who aDPCAaIs before hım sıde by sıde wıth the

vildoer ehoram Consıistently then, osephus {[0 tone down the Chronicler’s emphatıically expressed
dısapproval of Jehoshaphat’s involvement wıth Israel’s ıngs.

In SUMMATY, ıle osephus’ portrait of Jehoshaphat remaıns asıcally faiıthful [0 the Bıbliıcal portrayals,
he 06€Ss introduce SUMINC noteworthy modıiıfications of these. Jehoshaphat’s cult reform actıvıty, . gIVves WaYy
{O image of hım eneral Daragon of such standar:! ellenıstıc ıngly virtues nety' and

"rıghteousness". In the interests of maintaınıng that image, MOTCOVCTI, Oosephus repeatedly glosses the
19problem of Jehoshaphat’s Israelıte connection EVCN whıle accentuatiıng the kıng) statfus the North’s

wiıllıng and equa pariner in both milıtary and commercıal enterprises. Hıs Jehoshaphat thus ends uUp then
as far INOTC model Kıng- ıf less belhıevable ONC- han the Bıble’sy ambıguous fıgure.

ÖRrn thıs interjected promise Josephus 00]  s eal 0d’s OVve:  TOW of theI coalıtion narrate: In 2Chr

Jehoram hımself IS explicıtly qualıified a king both Dy S and Dy Josephus, SC 9,27. (n thıs king ıIn Josephus, SCcCC

FELD:! Josephus’ Portrait of ehoram, Kıng of Israel, BJ  s 3.2).

. Compare 3,14 where the [Cason for FElısha’s "regard” or Jehoshaphat IS eft unexplained.

Josephus’ presentation of the end of ehoshaphat’s father epresents ımılar Casc. In both Kıngs (see g and
Chronicles T 16,7-12) Sa’s reign wınds UnN negatıve nOote wıth the kıng fallıng victiım foot disease, Chronicles
embellıshing thıs tem wıith mention f the aged king’s mistreatment of the prophet Hananı and er PCTSONS, In 8,314 hıs
materıal IS sımply passed OVeT ın 'avor of the ollowıng (Asa) ecause Of his plety and righteousness Was brought Dy (10d

long and esseE| Old dpC and, er reign of forty-one yYCAaTS, died in \appYy state' Josephus’ "suppression" of the above
Bıblıcal notices SCC! motivated by hıis terest ın developing sharp between the behavıors and respective fates of the
Contemporary Northern and Southern kıngs, SCcCC further EGG, Josephus’ Account, 149-150.
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By WaYy of appendix [0 the oregolng, brief cComment the Rabbinic tradıtions concerning Jehoshaphat
IS In order. Overall, it INaYy be saıd that the Rabbiıs do NOL gıve sustaiıned attention [0 hıs kıng (hıs reprobate
contemporarYy hab reCEIVES much IMOTC comment(). The scattered 1N1IC dicta concerning do

however, for the MOSL part, evidence the SaIlc tendency towards posıtıve accentuatıon of the. igure
ave observed ın Josephus’ portraıt of him‘ It 1S, fırst of all, of interest {o ofe that the Rabbis appiy the
San accolade, "righteous" { Jehoshaphat .0€Ss osephus, SCC Gen Rab. 974. Lev. Rab A() 3

(Jehoshaphat Was the "righteous" kıngs whom avıd foresaw WONU! escend from hım); er Elıyah
Rabbah (14) (the strength and glory'  ' given "righteous" Jehoshaphat Dy (30d foreshadow condıtions of
the Messıanıc age) One key component of Jehoshaphat’s "rıghteousness" 1N1C tradıtion in hıs

humuıilıty. That humuilıty Was dısplayed, D., In the kıng' rising from hıs seat ıIn the of scholars

whom he WOU. hen embrace and ddress "teacher" and "master”. Such behavıor rendered Jehoshaphat
worthy of avıng the words of Ps 15,4 ("he who honors those who fear the T d") applıed hım, n Miıdr.
Teh. 15.6%2 The kıng cshowed ıke humıilıty ın leavıng asıde his royal vesture. when approaching Elısha

durıng the advance against Moab (see 2Kgs 332) Num. Rab. 19.6 states“® osephus’ rıghteousness 1S

also evıident in hıs CONCCITN proviıde his people wıth Just Judges Inspired by the aCCOunt of 2Chr „5-1
the matter, the Rabbiıs represent Jehoshaphat the Q)ı1+ envisaged by the sayıng of TOV 29,14 ("the kıng

Dy Justice establishes the and"). SCC Exod Rab 3().13. Similarly, Exod. Rab. 3().24 vokıng Ps 3,9 ("delıver-
ANCC belongs {O the Lord") states that the Lord actıvates his delıverance for those who "do Justice". It hen

Z0C5S {O appily thıs aXl1om fo the Casc of Jehoshaphat who "appomnted Judges' 19,5) and Was

rewarded wıth 1vıne assıstance agaınst the coalıtıon (see 2Chr 19,15)%. Another indıcatıon of

Jehoshaphat’s righteousness hiıghliıghte. by Rabbinic tradıtıon (see 1dr. Teh. 4.3; Ber. 1S the fact

hat CVCN ın seemingly opeless cırcumstances, during the assault of the Syrıan forces uDON hım, he dıd
nNOotL faıl {[0 ınvoke God (see 2Chr 18,31; recall that osephus leaves thıs ıtem asıde). Also suggestive of

Jehoshaphat’s sftafus as righteous kıng IS the Rabbinic affırmatıon hat the food brought Elıyah by the

[avcecns al command CAamMm): from hıs (rather han from Ahab’s), SC Gen Rab. Z Lev. Rab.

For OVETIrVIEW of post-Bıblıcal Jewiıish tradıtıons concerning Jehoshaphat, Legends of the Jews [ Phıladel-
phıa 1928, -  I VI,;z D

2 "CThis texXT adduces 22,43 ("Jehoshaphat dıd hat Wwas righ! ın the sıght of the Lord") in ‚upport of ıts designatıon of
Jehoshaphat 4A55 d "righteous” [Nda!  3

tradıtion \OQu! Jehoshaphat’s treatment of scholars IS cıted ın Mak. 24a and Ketub. 103b. Thıs bbinıc emphasıs
Jehoshaphat’s humilıty lacks as such in eıther the Bıblıcal ÖOr the Josephan portrayals of the king.

above statement of Num. IS ade In the 'Ontext of its discussıon why whereas 3,12 speaks of the kıngs of Israel
and Edom ıt does nOfL Jehoshaphat’s title Dut sımply calls hım Dy NaMmıc. Ihe Mıdrash’s IeESDONSC 1S that the wording of the Bıblıcal
VeETSE intends pomnt the humuilıty of the Judean who doffed hıs royal robes appCar before the prophet.

On Jehoshaphat’s CONCEIN wıth provıdıng Judah wıth Just judges, further 'anh. (B) on eut 16,8 (Sophetim
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19.1; Num Rab. 23.92
On the other hand, the Rabbıs do nOoTL ownplay the problem of Jehoshaphat’s involvement wıth wicked

orthern ings dAS ave. SCCMH osephus do. In Num Rab. 19,6, L alternatıve explanatıon IS gıven
18 Wwhy Jehoshaphat IS noft designated ng of udah" In 2Kgs 3,12 (see 23) According thıs latter

explanatıon, the orıgınal divine decree had een that Jehoshaphat WOU! perish along wıth hıs reprobate
Oorthern confederate z  ab. In VIEW of hat decree Scripture (1n 2Kgs 3,12) avoıds uUusc the tıtle ıng of

Jehoshaphat, reckoning the of hıs reign from the time of the Ramoth-Gilead hattle pertainıng tO

hat of hıs S0(M (Joram). Even INOTC emphatıc In ıts negatıve stance towards Jehoshaphat IS Nat.

Here; the kıng allıance wıth hab and Ahazıah and er unhappy results for ımselft arc held u as

warnıng agaınst assoclatıng wıth evil, WIC| INC)  - Sımilarly, er Elıyah Zuta cıtes Jehoshaphat’s
marryıng of his SOM Joram o Athalıah who subsequently WONU| virtually exterminate the udean royal house

ıllustrate the dangers of marryıng for the sake of socıal status (the text hat Jehoshaphat Was

impressed by the seventy SOMNS 2Kgs 10,1 ascrıbes {[O hab that he magıned the latter WOU.: inheriıt the
WOT. and became desirous of unıting his ynası! wıth the Israelıte ONC hrough marrı1age). Likewise {0

be noted In hıs connection 1S er Elıjah Rabbah (15) 16 (77) 1C| dduces the disastrous end of the

Jomt Israelıte-Judean marıtime venfture in exemplıfyıng the principle hat when sinner’s (ın CasSsu azla:
house collapses do the WAa\ ıt happens share ıth the houses of nONn-sinners (1n CasSsu Jehoshaphat).
As ınal indıcatıon of the Rabbiıs’ UnNncCase regardıng Jehoshaphat’s entanglements wıth the orthern ings,
ODNC might also oftfe the xtended discussıon in Hul 4b-5a about Jehoshaphat’s eatıng of the meat

slaughtered by the ıdolator hab (see 2Chr 18,2) ın the COUTSC of 1C| varıety of hypothetica!l suggestions
AIC dvanced that WOU! SCIVC [0 exculpate the kıng) problematıc actıon (e. the beasts COU. have een

slaughtered Dy the god-fearıng Northerner, Obadıah, SCC 1Kgs 18,4)*.
In Sum, Rabbinıic tradıtion cshows ıtself alert {O both the positıve and negative mıdrashic potential of the

fıgure of Jehoshaphat, though giving INOTC to the latter than 06€S osephus.

Also suggestive of the bbıs’ positive VIEW of Jehoshaphat IS eIr attrıbuting hım ONC of the nıne SONpS Sung Dy Israel (GGod
OVeCT the f Its hiStOry, that Cite«r In 2Chr 20,21 (see Mek. On ‚xod 15,1 |Shirata ‚63ff.]) and INCAaSUTc regulatıng ACCCSS

the JTemple DYy unclean PCISONS (see Yeb.

2'6C0mparc Pesiy. 26.1 where the term zbh of 2Chr 18,2 understood designating the "sacrifice" which Ahab (who had
previously done dWaYy wıth sacrıfıcıng the Lord) offered "for the sake Of” Jehoshaphat, albeiıt wıithout the requisite nternal
dıspositions.


