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An antı-Judean manıfesto Judges

ılippe Guillaume (Jeneva

Shakıng the yoke of Deuteronomist Hıstory (DH)
Research Judges has een dominated DYy the theory invented Dy Martın oth INn

943 Koenigsberg, under allıed forces Om. Koenigsberg has SINCE een ebuilt but
still hıs OFr War 11 WCADON The theory turned Judges 1N{O

transıtional per10d between ONquest and Onarchy Iransıtion became from there the
key CONCEDL understand Judges The er S{OT1€ES of Judges and Savl1Ors had be
introduced Dy the outrıght condemnatıon of Israel and second ention of the ea of
Joshua chapter hen at ater per10d chapter WOU ave een order
provıde N  < transıtıon when the ı1tı1on of Joshua had dısturbed the SsmMmooth PASSdasc
between the [WO per10ds few ave een made ESCaDC the hypnotic fascınatıon
of oth heritage But they haven't managed free themselves from the transıtıon mode!!

Ihe present contrıbution 111 read Judges the first part otf the Book of Judges
rather han secondary inge between Joshua and Judges hıs doesn't deny the fact hat
the 00 of the Former rophets WEeIC finally organısed along chronological
Judges la and labor the order ınk [WO [018) which WeIC nOotL mean be
read As the a1m of historical crıtical discover the dıiachronical
PDIOCCSS of growth of the final ex[i nOL satısfıed ıth the ast redactional stages but TIES

back far the avaılable historical data allows {O The first part of Judges 111
be read the 1g of per10d the NIStOry of the Kıngdom of Juda for IC ave the
[AIc privilege ave NOL only 1DI1Ca SOUTCES but Iso the Assyrıan records namely the S
of Manasseh the first half of the CENLUTY

eternal master of Jerusalem Judges 1:
par' from the ention of the ea of Joshua Judges 18 CONquUeSi

ACCOUNLT of the and CZ} of Canaanıtes and Perizzıtes (4) by Juda hıs general statement

exemplified Dy the epısode of the defeat of Onı ezeq & IS UNNECECSSALY ere
decıde whether hıs racter ıdentical ıth ONnı edeg, kıng f Jerusalem Jos
Judges CO dıifferent AdInNne and SETISs the enNCOUNter ezeqg Ihe eas Can Sa y hat
ıf Judges NeW of hıs kıng f Jerusalem carefully ICINOVES hım from ere transfer
hım purposefully unıdentifiable ezeq In fact hıs transfer be the UN1QUC 11 of
hıs lıttle STOTY 4C nds the rngıng of the maımed 11 Jerusalem (7) f
Cert1aın Adonı Sedeq W d> famılıar the audıence of Judges his Kıng Was turned 1N{O

! See Rof:  © A., «Ephraimuite Versus Deuteronomistic Hıstory», 11} Storia I radizioni dı ' sraele. Scriutti ıI} Onore
dı Alberto Sog2gin, (GGarrone., Israel, €ed.). Brescıa, 1991, PP. 277 T D3  Un Hıs fforts ESCADC end up

the NC  s istorio0graphy.



Kıng of anywhere in order be eieate and brought back wher.e NeW he

belonged. Adoni-Bezeq 15 1LLLOIC the crual despote of Jerusalem but the rıghtly punıshe
clave of Juda (and an the Justice of hIis Victors 1A3 The orıgın of thıs Juda isn t

ouched UDOI Juda sSIımply SCS ezeq and brings Adon1i-Bezeqg Jerusalem. AGC the

CONqUE: of Jerusalem isn t mentioned, the sımplest answWeIl 1S that Juda Was al ome In

Jerusalem before the campaılıgn and brought its prisoner back 1fs ome ase
The objection hıs readıng IS ase‘: the ext VEeEIrSCS relatıng the attack of

Jerusalem.

The SONS of Juda raıd Jerusalem, the judean Mountaın ese and Plaın (8-9)
Commentators usually claım hat the emprisonment of Adoni-Bezeq In Jerusalem 15

explaiıned Dy the subsequent CONqUESL of Jerusalem, elated only ONC LO0 ate for the
normal unfoldıng of the narratıve?. Thıs 15 elegant WaYy SdaVC the coherence of Judges
ıth the Joshua and SamuelNreports. But ONEC needs explaın AWdaYy the change of

subject Oown hıs poıint, Juda 18 the maın character. But ın VerScCS 8-9, the SONS of Juda

ADDCAL., Naturally, ON Call always claım that «Juda» and «SONS of Juda» AIc OMNC and the SaJmmıle

thing?. But then ONC 15 efit ıth the wkward repetition of 18{  < CONquest narratıve in Verses

0-18 dealıng ıth the SAdILllec UNC VeEISCS S but attrıbuted Juda.
en al face value, the texXt informs hat the SONS of Juda attacke! and seized

Jerusalem, slaughtere ıfs populatıon and burned the tOoOwn (8) Of COUTSC, nothing 15 saıd of
the identity of the victims, but ONC cCannot xclude the poss1bıilıty hat the SONS of Juda
butchered the Juda which had brought Adoni-Bezeq back Jerusalem. In fact the narratıve
doesn't g1ive the reader al y time and thınk QOu the implicatıons of such

possibility. 18 OO SCC the back of the raıders and send hem aAaWAY after  ‚9
77 they had SONC OoWwn  A d SC WagC Wal agalnst the Canaaneans lıvıing in the

Mountain, the Desert and the Plain  I the ree natural dıstrıicts of the kingdom of Juda (cf.
Joshua Then the SONS of Juda vanısh untı er thıs brief and unfortunate
break, meet Juda agaın.

Juda CONGeIs the Judean Centers 0-15
By the preceding ® thıs passagc attrıbutes the CONqUESL of [WO Judean

WNS, Hebron and Devir Juda The Deviır epiısode (// Joshua 15,16-19) 1S probably sed
reinforce the Hebron take GT and introduce aleDbDıte tradıtion. Hence the legitimiıty of
Juda's and Jerusalem’'s’) rule VEeIr the tradıtional cCenter of the Judeans* 1s clearly affırmed,
whıiıle er non-Judeans clans AICc haıled for theır COUTASC and fırmly enrolled Juda’'s side.

2See Soggin, J.- Judges, SCM, London, 1981, 223
SSee Becker, &: Richterzeit und Koenigtum, alter de Gruyter, Berlın, 1990,
*Hebron IS the first apıtal of the Judean avı 2 Samuel]l
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Moreover, Juda’s dealıng ıth the Judean capıtal 10) 15 sel agaınst Jerusalem ' s fate In the
an of the SONS of Juda (8) Juda lıberates Hebron Dy Sımply striıkıng 1fs ree tradıtional

tyrants>. No bloodbath, bonfire!

Sınkıng the SON'’'s of Juda in the Amaleaıte sands 16)
h1s has suffered deal iın the DIOCCSS of transmission®. hıs 15 hardly

surprising considering the best atteste: varıant readıng that the meanıngless DUTTU IN
the end of the into all OO clear DOMDMTAN Ihe ast ADDCAIallce of the SOMNS of

Juda push hem AaWaVY CVCN urther south from Jerusalem 1n. hem ıth the
abhorre Amaleagıtes. Ihe probable Qenite n  u tradıtion behind VETITSCS A has een
turned agaınst the SONS of Juda er theır raıds agaınst Jerusalem and the Judean countryside
(excluding the towns), they end —  SC  ıng alongside the Amalegıtes, WaY Oowni Tamar®
In SMa portion of the egeV whıiıle Juda xtands 1fs domıiınatıon in the Aı VEISCS.

Juda ettles Sımeon in the Negev and CONYUCIS three Phılıstine Cities /-18
al ıts promise in S Juda Z0OCS ıth Sımeon TF} accomplısh 1ts un1ıque

destructive actıon agaınst Horma, clear etiologıca. ote Juda ZOCS alone ake ontrol
of Gaza, shgelon and gron and eır countrysıde. hıs feat INAaYy sound wishful

expansıionist ofte paralle SOINC in Joshua?. But the mention of only ree
Phıiılistine cıtles Out of the regular 1st of 1ve COUu. poin Out 1L1OIC CONnNcrete ealıty MaYy
reflect the historical sıtuatiıon between 705 and 701 when Kıng Ezekıah jJoined shgelon
in the rebellıon agaınst Assyrıa and forced reluctant gron and (jaza into the scheme Dy
locking Egron’'s kıng in Jerusalem!®©9 and invadıng the terr1tory of Gaza! The [WO others,
ath and Ashdod AIc NOL specıfied, ath W as part of the Ashdodıte domaın!* and Ashdod
dıdn't re Mıtinti of Ashdod Wäas the only Phıiılıstine King present in /O1 Cal 4VIC paYy
hıs homage Sennakerib!®.

”J0s 5:14 Num AD
OSee Mıttmann, 8 E E465 u.d Sıedlungsgebiet kenıtischen ıppe bab’, Zeıitschrı des Deutschen
Palästina-Vereıins 93 (1977), PP: DEa
"Idem, 220
SIdem, 220:2372
ISee Joshua 13:3
LOQriental Institute Prism, co]l {L, 137 col 1L, 49 Luckenbiıll, Ancıent Records of ASSYyrIa and
Babylonita, S2400 ANET PP- SS

'Na'aman, N., "Sennacherıib’'s «Jetter » his campaıgn udah" Thıs letter mentions:Moreover, Juda's dealing with the Judean capital (10) is set against Jerusalem's fate in the  hands of the sons of Juda (8). Juda liberates Hebron by simply striking its three traditional  tyrants>, No bloodbath, no bonfire!  Sinking the son's of Juda in the Amalegite sands (16)  This verse has suffered a great deal in the process of transmission®. This is hardly  surprising considering the best attested variant reading that turns the meaningless DYMTMN at  the end of the verse into an all too clear ‘P5?23]71'h& „ The last appearance of the sons of  Juda seems to push them away even further south from Jerusalem to link them up with the  abhorred Amalegites. The probable Qenite conquest tradition behind verses 16-177 has been  turned against the sons of Juda. After their raids against Jerusalem and the Judean countryside  (excluding the towns), they end up settling alongside the Amaleqgites, way down near Tamar®  in a small portion of the Negev while Juda extands its domination in the next verses.  Juda settles Simeon in the Negev and conquers three Philistine cities (17-18)  Faithful to its promise in verse 3, Juda goes with Simeon (17) to accomplish its unique  destructive action against Horma, a clear etiological note. Juda goes on alone to take control  of Gaza, Ashqelon and Eqron and their countryside. This feat may sound as a wishful  expansionist note parallel to some passages in Joshua®. But the mention of only three  Philistine cities out of the regular list of five could point out to a more concrete reality. It may  reflect the historical situation between 705 and 701 B.C. when king Ezekiah joined Ashqelon  in the rebellion against Assyria and forced reluctant Eqron and Gaza into the scheme by  locking up Eqron's king in Jerusalem!° and invading the territory of Gaza!!. The two others,  Gath and Ashdod are not specified, as Gath was part of the Ashdodite domain!? and Ashdod  didn't rebel. Mitinti of Ashdod was the only Philistine king present in 701 near Tyre to pay  his homage to Sennakerib!?.  SJos 15:14; Num 13:22.  6See Mittmann, S., "Ri. 1,16f u.d. Siedlungsgebiet d. kenitischen Sippe Hobab", Zeitschrift des Deutschen  Palästina-Vereins 93 (1977), pp. 213-235.  7JIdem, p. 220.  8/dem, p. 220-232.  9See Joshua 13:3.  10Oriental Institute Prism, col II, 1.37 A col III, 1. 49. Luckenbill, D.D., Ancient Records of Assyria and  Babylonia, 11 8240 ANET pp. 287-88.  !!Na’aman, N., "Sennacherib's «Jetter to God» on his campaign to Judah". This letter mentions: "... a royal [city]  of the Philistines which H[ezek]iah had captured and strengthened for himself”" (line_11): Naaman considers this  city to be Gath, but on the basis of 2 Kings 18:8 one can argue that it was Gaza.  !2In 711, Sargon II had claimed the conquest of Gath during his campaign against Azuri of Ashdod. Luckenbill,  D.D. ‚Ancient Records of Assyria and Babylonia, II $30.  13/dem, II 8239. Ashdod was then one step ahead in its integration in the Empire after its rebellion in 713 and its  consequent punishment. /dem, II $30.  14royal City]
of the Phıilıstines whıich Hieze  1a] had captured and strengthened for 1Imse ıne L1) Naaman consıders thıs
CILy be Gath, but the basıs of Kıngs 18:8 ONC Can S that ıf Was (jaza.
12  In 1, Sargon had laımed the f (jath durıng HIS campaıgn agaınst Azurı of Ashdod. Luckenbill,

‚Ancıent Records of Assyrıa nd Babylonita, S30
\SIdem, {1 8239 Ashdod Was then ON StED ahead In ıts integration In the Empire after ıts rebellıon in 713 and ıfs
CONSECquUENI punıshment. em, S30.



We ave 110 eached the end of the first part Of Judges TIhe eXi VEeEISCS (19-21) AdIC

corrigenda harmoni1Zz1ıng the informatıon of Judges 1,1-18 ıth Joshua L34:14:63:; KLG
The second part eals ıth the Caplure of Bethel (22-26) and the SO-Calle: Negatives
Besitzverzeichnis (27-36) We/'ll restrict ourselves the ırst part in order analyse the
:esults

Juda and SONS of Juda ın hıstorical perspectıve
Considering the eXpress1ons «Juda» and «SONS of Juda» [WOCentities, ea|

the reader understand Judges 1,1-18 polemic Dy «Juda» whıich claıms
Jerusalem A! ıfs ancestral basıs, directed agalnst «SONS of Juda». Juda recognI1Zzes hat the SONS

of Juda ave NC een 1n Jerusalem, but ıt SITESS hat hıs DaASapıc W as TIeE and
murderous. Ihe SONS of Juda AdICc uthors of ra1ıds ın all the Judean countysıde !* ıle Juda
controls nOTLt only the Judean Ceniers but Iso SUOINC of the rich Philistine cCıtilıes and elr
surroundıngs. The ast COU. VECN refer the polıtical events preceding Sennakerib's
campaıgn In 701 which resulte: In the Capture of the rebellious kıng of shgelon, the defeat
of Sma. Nubıan force, the reestablıshmen of the Egronite kıng locked in Jerusalem, the
takıng Ver of west jJudean tOown and the probable exıle of er population'>, Ihe siege of
Jerusalem Was lıfted er payment of substantıal tribute!6®. Before leavıng, the Assyrıans
probably made SUIC nstall INOTC docıle team al the head of Judean ffaırs Hence

COTEBENCY between Ezekıjah and HIS SON Manasseh VeIrYy SOON er From then 0) the
long reign of Manasseh corresponds time of and prosperıity thanks polıcy of
strict oyalty owards Nınıveh hıs polıcy dıdn't SCCIN be unanımously appreclated In Juda.
In fact, the bıblıcal records for hıs per10d arent favorable Manasseh, SaYy the eas He 1S
accused of burnıng hıs SOM and practicıng kınd of abominatıons (2 Kıngs 2426) Orst,
Manasseh Ssupposediy Jerusalem ıth innocent 00 B Kıngs Z1:p6: 24:24° Jer 15,4)
Hıs oyalty the Assyrıans required the pıtyless quenchıing of internal opposıtıon 1C
Consıdered ıt dısobedience Oowards YhwhlS The growth of antı-Assyrıan eelings er
701 18 best atteste: Dy the murder of Manasseh’s SOn Amon ın 640, which sıgnaled the

I4Note the parallels wıth Davıd's actıvities ın Samue|l 81
0150 PCTISONS accordıing the assyrıan SOUTCES Luckenbiıill, Ancıent Records of Assyrıa and
Babylonia, Thıs number IS probably {00 hıgh. : Ungnad, A.; «Die Zahl der VON anherı deportierten
Judäer», Zeitschrift für dıie Alttestamentliche issenschaft 59, 1941, PP 199-2072 See also Stohlmann, da «Ihe
Judean ‚X1ıle er 701 », In Scripture In Context HI, More ESSays ÖN the Comparatıive Method, allo,

.Oyer, et Perdue, ©0.), Wınona Lake, 1983, DPD. 147A1415
167 ings 8:15°16
179 Ings R! and Bulbach, A In the eıgn anassen as Evidenced In Texts During the Neo
Assyrıan Period and In the Archeology Iron Age PhD dissertation, University ew or Ann Harbor,
B 128
18See the role of Isaıah In the theologıcal version of the ıftıng of the assyrıan sıege In Kıngs 19,35-37 Ihe
egend of the miraculous delıverance 1S created In order CoOunter the DroSsalc paıement of the trıbute and ıre
the 'aıt! In the invincibility of Zion.
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replacement of the rOo-Assyrıan by the e  eople of the land" (2 Kıngs Thıs COUD
intervened SOON the Assyrıan grip loosened in hat Dart of the Empıre.

Ihe VANT DD ave represented the interests of the trıbal arıstocracy of
the Judean COUNIY, tradıtionally 4SE: in Hebron!?. ese, eas SOTIIIC of ese 1g
tamılıes suffered from the integration f the Judean CCONOIMY into the Assyrıan COININON

market, in spite of the general increase of wealth resultıng from the intensıfıcatıon of
international In fact, in the first stages of the integration of HE kıngdom, the
Assyrıan admıniıstration relıed the elıte of the capıtal Thıs urban arıstocracy Was gıven
privileges In order buy ıts faıthfulness had hen lose han gaın In rebellion®
Ihe benefits of the scrupulous vassalıty of Manasseh went the urban elıte of Jerusalem
instead of profiting the Judean VT UDD- onflıct of interest W ds therefore inevıtable,
the murder f Amon comıng yel another ep1sode of the people of e land’'s interventions in
the Jerusalem affaırs?!.

The rıvalry between the urban elıte of Jerusalem and the trıbal elıte of Hebron
provides historical background for the polemic of Juda against the SONS of Juda in Judges
The Jerusalemites, members of the rulıng class after 7OL: derived theır privileged pOS1it1ONs
from the regular payment of the rıbute Theır interests lashed ıth Oose of the antı-
Assyrıan which had encouraged the rebellıon of Ezekıah but C had noTt een
eporte: Dy Sennakerib hıs Darty, supporte: Dy the Judean VANTIDD continued be
threat the collaborationnists it developped «rel1g10uUs» Justification ıts resistance
motivated primarly economıcal maiftters Josıjah became the darlıng kıng of the
deuteronomist Darty whose propaganda had developped durıng Manasseh's reign. The of
the former and latter rophets ave al] een edıted and transmıtted in Order
deuteronomıst natıonalısm. But ese Sontained much er materı1al.

I”Knauf, Die Umwelt des Alten FTestaments, Vol. 20 (Neuer Stuttgarter Kommentar es lestament),
Stuttgart, 1994, 226 JTalmon, S X Judean am ha’ ares In Historical Perspective» In Atn Or! Congress
of Jewisi Studies In Jerusalem, 1967, F6
20Ben ZNM1, B «Prelude Reconstruction of the Hıstorical Manassıc J: ud.xh», Bıblische Notizen 81, 1996, DD
31-44, 33 Gane, R.; na Role of Assyrıa In the Ancıent Near ‚ast durıng the eıgn f Manasseh», In
INn the Ate Bronze Age, Edelman, (ed.), Chicago, forthcoming.2l Acclamation of 03S| after the murder of alıal (2 Ings 1:17-20), crownıng of Azarıah after the murder
of Amasıas (2 ings 19-21 and the replacement of the SdamIllec Amasıas by Y otam (2 ings 15:3)
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Judges Manassıte lıbel agaınst pre-Josianıte Deuteronomists

Judges 1,.1-18 CO be CHIG of ese predtr WOU. ave een produced Dy the

Assyrıan the COUT'! of Manasseh in the COUTSC of the 1g ıth the antı-Assyrılans.
establıshed the legitimacy of the growıng ontrol of Jerusalem in Judean affaırs result of

Assyrıan polıcy f centralısatıon Dy callıng upDON primeval times. In Ose days, Juda became

Juda when 1t managed overthrow Adoni1-Bezeqg and rıng hım in Jerusalem. IT he ontrol of

Hebron and the Judean Caile er the ra1ıds of the udeans who belong the NegueV.
The VONTDS has therefore ancestral rıghts VOI Hebron Jerusalem. Therefore the

politics of the kıngdom of Juda should be eft in the an! of the Jerusalem elıte, the only ONEC

capable of avoıdıng the bloody CONSCQUECNCCSH of the muilıtary adventures of the SONS of Juda

In order SITeESS CIr pomnt, the Manassıtes EeEvVen recalled the ealıngs of Ezekıah in Phıilıistıia.
Of COUISC Ezekıah dıdn't actually CONQUCI Phıiılıstia, but AIc dealıng ıth propaganda NnOTL

ıth history.

er the deuteronomist ake VOI in 640, the Manassıte tradıtıons rece1ived the

addıtiıon of chapter in order rng them in lıne ıth the NC W ideology. The of the

CONqUESL of Bethel (22-26) Was Iso ater time. And hat Ou the incomplete
of the Israelıte trıbes ın Verses The discussıon f ese 11l requıre

separalte tireatment ın another 1SSuUe. 18 enough ere suggest that Judges could ave

served introduce the Israelıte storles of the Savl1O0rs (Retterbuch) into the Olklore of the

ingdom of Juda durıng the long and PTFOSDCIOUS reign of Manasseh.
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