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Sınce Martın oth's Überlieferungsgeschichtliche Studien, Nothıan scholarshıp repealts ıts fun-
damental credo: the Deuteronomistic Hıstoriography DH) Was composed in the aftermath of the
destruction of Jerusalem‘. hıs work Was produce in order understand and explaın the end
of the kıngdom of Juda ell the xıle in Babylon "Faced ıth these 'amatıc events of
which he had een wıtness and that seemed bring end the existence of the people of
Yhwh, the tries explaın the catastrophe“".  2u
Ihe destruction of erusalem Dy Nebuchadnezzar's WTOODS in 586 Camne (8)01 AS a
Yet, W as it catastrophıc that ıt ead ONC of ıts eye-wıtness produce hıstory before
Herodotus? 'The predıictable reaction of Varıous Judean SIOUDS around 586 15 reviewed
evaluate Noth's hypothesıis.

For Zedekıiah and his amıly, 586 Was obvıously catastrophe. Ihe ast Judean kıng ost HIS
throne, HIS SONS, his CYC5S and Was taken ‚xıle wıth the rest of h1is amıly (2 Kgs 24) hI1s

amıly ost much, but ıt Was unlıkely wriıte hıstory, unless the 1N! er dictated it OMNEC

of hIis daughters. TIhe ther 8372 eportees of 586 (Jer 52) probably experienced theır departure
ıth releft. They had SUONC hrough sıege and surrender unscathed, NCW perspect1ves WEIC

opening for them in Babylonıia, things COU. ave een much TS| Moreover, theır departure
Wäas by L1OW ell establıshe' pattern, the 1r CONVOY of exıiles eavıng Juda for esopotamıa
and certamly the eas! traumatıc one And ıt seemed ealıstıc eXpect that lıfe Was possiıble
AaWaYy from Palestine (Jer 29)
The 30023 udeans ex1ıled in 597 Just unlıkely candıdate authors for Ihey probably
rece1ved the CWS of the destruction of the Capı wıth satısfactıon. The faılure of those
who o00k e1ir places in Jerusalem vindicated them and proved that NC they eft Z1i0n, CVCIYy-
thing went For Ezekıiel and hIis colleagues, 586 Was catastrophe. Far from it, it

proved that er all, they had een rıght resist the Babylonians.
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How Was the destruction of Jerusalem experienced Dy OSse who stayed in Palestine? As I1C-

cently made lear Dy ded Lipshıits, ıfe went Iter the destruction f Jerusalem. 'The capıtal
of the Babylonıan province W ds transferred Mizpah, poss1bly before 586° Jerusalem des-

oyed, eremılah Was iree ]Jo1i Gedalıah (Jer 40) The Benjamın reg10n W a> unaffected Dy the

WAaVC of destruction that VeT Southern Juda and Philistia”. Ihe razıng of Jerusalem 1Der-

ated Benjamın from the Judean yoke. Far from being catastrophic, ıt avenged the descendant of
Saul TOM oslah who had conquered them three four decades earher. 1zpah experienced the
end of Jerusalem Victory VT the antı-Babylonı1an Darty. Miızpah's scr1bes had therefore

ommiıt themselves the writing of hıstory of Juda and Israel help hem 'OINC

term ıth the misfortunes of Jerusalem. Contrarıly Kgs 7526 and Jer 43,6-7, the ASSAaSSI-
natıon of Gedalıah and the deportation of 745 udeans In 5872 dıd nol putL end the

ment of 1ZD: Jeremiah Was probably NOL taken ZYyp! and the and Was nol eft IN Tor

the refurnees of the Persian MmMes Gedalıah and others er hım WEeIC ings of the Babylonıan
Kingdom of Juda al Mizpah’

Therefore, 586 dıd NOTL mark the end of the kıngdom of Juda, NOT dıid ıt provoke catastrophic
exıle. In the absence of Jear of potent]: authors for In 5806, ONeC Can Suspect that

catastrophe of 586 INaYy ave eft extensive in the However, the destruction of
Jerusalem in 586 COVOIS HICIC 23 VeEeISCS (2 Kgs- Jer 39,8; 51,13-14) plus the first
three chapters of the book of Lamentatiıons. In COomparıson, the devoted the destruction
of Nınıveh 15 tWICEe large (Hab E Nah 2-3; Jon 1-4) Ihe fall of Nınıveh caught the world

uNnaWare, hıle the es!  on of Jerusalem Cal the end of lengthy PDIOCCS of Imperial
integration nıtıatel Dy Salmanesser 111 three. centuries earlher.
'IThe catastrophic of the destruction of Jerusalem 15 far from Obv1o0us. Thıs 15 Catas-

trophe the Priestly wriıter 15 slowly replacing the author of 1Irs) inventor of exien-
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