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From Post-monarchical the Pre-monarchical Peri0d of the Judges
Philiıppe Guilllaume Genf

Forsakıng, A grow1ıng number of specılalısts!, the hypothesıs of Deuteronomuistıc History
DH) composed around 585 BCE eal reconsıder ON of the lement of the peT1O0| of
the Judges. Ihe few hat explicıtly mention thıs per10d AT analyze before
suggesting alternatıve 1eW for the development of the per10d f the Judges.

INZS FA
The locution ays of the Judges AaDPCAars in Kgs Z ZZ. indıcate that such Passover
Josjiah s had een celebrated Since the days of the Judges that judged Israel and the days of
the Ings of Israel and of the ings f

TT >> N0 >>r 2 55} NR TON 10530 „7E A
therefore hat the per10d of the Judges Was conceptualızed ell before the thırd

CeNLuTrYy BCE? However, the antıquity of DE has en een doubted due the de-
pendence of 23} eut 16  — ofte in BHK Z21ves weıght the secondary character of
part of ese VEISCS SINCEe it indicates that the ole of CI >> N0 >> e} SS
and all the days of the kıngs of Israel and of the kıngs of udah’ WeIC placed under asterisk
In Orıgen’s System of Syrohexaplarıan text, ON of the most rehable wıitness for asterisks and
el TIhe words and the days of the kıngs of Israel and the days of the ings of udah)’ AICc
almost certainly plus compared the orıgınal D  >< rıgen borrowed ıt firom Aquıla  S
version® hıs that ese words WEIC er the completion of the first
TEeEE. versions of Judges, hat 1S$ before the end of the second cCentury BCE, Ssince Ben Siırach’s
grandson indıcate hat iın hıs days, the rophets and the er 00 ave een
translated In TrTeEC': (Sır. prologue 24)*?.

Ihe paralle In Chron 35 18 mentions the ays of Samuel the prophet and all the kıngs of
Israel’ Neıther ays of the Kıngs NOT kıng; of udah'’ AaPPCAT, The wriıters NECW per10d of
the Judges Ihe ays of Samuel the prophe! (he Was not yel judge because Samuel Was
nOot yel written?) descr1ibed the time priıor Kıng Sau]l but NOL the per10d of the Jjudges
Moreover, the wriıters do not equate the days of the kıngs of ıth Ose of Israel, for
they follow eır SUOUTCEC in attrıbuting Israelıte or1gın the Passover.

Ihe result 1S hat Kgs E A CannoTt be sed that the per10d of the jJudges W as>s
invented In exılıc times.
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The book of uth 1S sel 1ın the days when judged the Judges D’D5BWNM ME an

unmistakable reference pre-monarchical per10d of he Judges because the ast VCISCS of
the book insert uth in Davıd’s genealogy 4.17/7b-22)
par from hıs time-setting provıde DY the 1rs and ast Tew VCISCS of the DOOK, the

narratıve COU {T1t alı y er Setting the book in the days of the Jjudges Jowed the
ree append Ruth Judges, but hıs fact 0€s nOoL provıde An Yy indıcatıon the
date of the formatıon of the pre-monarchical per10d of the jJudges owever, closer o0k
the judges themselves INa y reveal SOMNC DreC10USs clues.

The days ıhen there (DÜS (more) kingz In Israel 720-—-620 BCE)
The ‘minor‘ Judges presented in Judges and 172 d1IiC real puzzle. er the cycle of
oppression and deliverance of the prev10us chapters, the rule of the jJudges marks the end of
violence, time 8 prosperI 1ty, ach OMNC lıyiıng under h1s OW tree:; feeding the fat of his tr1ı-
bal land, begetting and marryıng OS{IS of chıladren gambolling DrOUu: donkeys before eing
aıd rest alongsıde ne’s  S OW ancestors>.
hIs bucolıc presentation has een recognised fictitious®, and should be WarYy of usıng
ıt hıstorıical description of pre-monarchical Israel Indeed, the ale otf the ueen of Kanıs
OunNn: ıIn old Hıttıte archıves in Ogazköy (1900—1 700 offers the losest paralle!l Ww1
the Bıblıcal Judges it all the detaıls OUnN! in Judges and onkeys, SOTMS and
daughters). Isevat ifırms that hıs tale 1$ the SOUTCE otf the 1DI1Ca judges hat both
dIiIC 4ase. the Sdalnec source®. However, the a1m of the Hıttiıte ale 1$ obvıousiy W alll

agalnst unıntentional incest, 1C 15 NOTL the AsSec in the Bıble, eXCEepL for 7an who es the
rouble send h1s daughters outsıde and nng in from outsıde WIVes for hIs SONS

(Judg hıs fascınatıng paralle confirms the antıquarıan character of the 1ist of jJudges
which CONSCIOUSIy draws ancıent materı1al evoke kınd of golden aDcC rather han
offering realıstic description of the polıtical Ssystem in Israel during the pre-monarchical
per10d.

The well-known analogy of the Bıblical Judges ıth Iron 11 Phoenician suffets leads owards
nother C114 The oldest attestatiıon of theır exıstence COINCS from osephus who claıms ıte
the records of the Phoenıicıans and repOrts hat the SLÖdOKOL governed IO duriıng
Nebuchadnezzar’s OCKade

"Nebuchadnezzar esiege| Tyre for thırteen In the days of thobal, theır Kıng; after hım

eıgned Baal ten VCAaIS, after hım WeIC judges appoıinted, who judged the people: nıbDalus, the SON

af Balascus, [WO months: Chelbes, the SOM f Abdeus, ten months; ar the hıgh priest, three

months; Mıtgonus and Gerastratus, the SONS of bdelemus, WOCIC Jjudges S1X s after whom
Balatorus eıgned ON yCAal, after hıs e3| hey sent and etched erbalus Irom Babylon who

eıgned four after hıs eal hey sent for his rother Hıram, who eıgned [WENLY
er hIs reign, YyTrus became kıng of Persi  z
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he rehabilıty of the informatıon 15 dıfficult evaluate. The detaıls of Tyrıans chronology
offered ere AIC nOoTt necessarıly trustworthy, althoug: it 1S sıgnıfıcan that Iyre 1S rule: DYy
°  judges during the {lıght of the ıng around 600 BC  85 hıs fact, ei1aDile enough, provıdes
IMOST interesting paralle WI Judges and Both In Israel and In Iyre, Judges WOUuU

A interım overnment In time of CTISIS ıle the kıng Was missıing. In normal times,
they represented kınd of munı1cıpal authorıty beside the royal 9 1imıted the 0ca|l
admınıstratıion and Justice**. 1S not far-Tfetched postulate hat the Iyrıan suffets WerTrec
known In Jerusalem. less han 200 km the (0111 durıng Josiah s re1gn. In the 12 of the
suffets, he Bıblıcal judges COU be interpreted NnOTL pre-monarchical Lype of government
but (leEMPOTaTrY instıtution, lastıng the ole of the Assyrıan per10d. nstead of namıng the
Empıire (why ANec wanıng when OMNC 1S Ou take ıts place Ver srae the
per10| of the judges 1S euphemısm referring time when Israel had kıng, untı Josıah
WOU resiore order and offer hımself kıng of Israel The 1Cce postcard-presentation of the
prolıfic judges from the landed arıstOcCraCcy of Israelıte irınges W ädas lıkely gel INE audience
In Israel it MuUuUSt ave een somehow In lıne ıth the longings of the Israelıte ..  people of the
an the trıbal elıte hat suffered MOStT Irom Statehood and Empire. In hıs CONLEXT, the
question of the meanıng of Va °'to judge loses MOSL of 1ts relevance: the a1m 15 NOl

describe realıstic mode of government but describe the Assyrıan domination VeTI

Israel wıthout mentionıng the Assyrlans. Since Josjah dıd NnOL INCan idealıse kingless Israel,
Judges BED graphically depicted the dangers inherent the prolonged absence of kıng, in
the ays when ere Was kıng In Israel”

The days when there WASs (more) king In Israel (nor In Judah)
However, Josiah’s TOZTaMM! 1zzled Out, udaean rule only managed reach far
Bethel hıs northern eXpansıon of udaean erritory had mMost unexpected result half
CeNLUTrYy ater. In 556 BCE, Ven slıghtly before, Benjamın became the centre of hat Was
efit of Judah! hıs sıtuatiıon produce fıerce competition cCentlury ater, when the 191  S

Persjan Jerusalem trıed ICCOVET ıts eventh CeNLUrYy BOCE Status Ihe ays when ere Was

kıng ın Israel’ WEeEeIC en MT in Judges 10524 from Judges LT describe Benjamın’s
rule, the days when Mızpah are LO replace Jerusalem untı Jerusalem managed reaffırm
ıtself and put end thıs appallıng Sıtuation. Judges 1921 dıid NOTL describe the dangers of
decentralı:zed Cu Judges 1/-18 dıd, but the Benjaminıite devious WaYys when they ATC NnOoL
curbed Dy Jerusalem’s ontrol Ihe days when ere W as king characterised the Darkest
Ages VT experiıenced Dy Jerusalem, when ere Was ILNOTC kıng neıther in Israel NO in
Judah (Judges SE
bad ıllustrates the udaean post-monarchica: per10( of the Judges:

Oal S (1 W S15jS E FE Ga D 007973 15
And SAaVIOUTS ll u iın Oun Zion jJudge Oun Esau and ıf ıll be the ingshıp for

hwh

osephus, Agalnst pion’, ın Mailer (ed  jr The New omplete OFrKS of osephus (Grand Rapids:
Kregel, 7-8 156-158.
1a LipinskI1, ‘Suffetes’, 1n Lipinski (ed.) Dictionnaire de la c1ivilısation phenicienne PunNıIquUeE
C  ‚Ouft: Brepols, 4729
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hıs 1S NOl the approprıiate place deal ıth he problems involved ıth hıs verse!2. Suffice
ere oftfe hat SUOTMNCOMNC (1n Bethel Mızpah durıng the Babylonıian era understood
SAaV1IOUrS and Judges A post-royal Lype of rule that would punısh the omıtes for elIr
exactions commıted agaminst after 586 BCE

The days ıwhen there WdS kingz Yye IN Israel
The FA translators f bad dıd NOTL translate m° 19777 DYy straıghtforward JWTNPES (as
in Judges) but DYy the complıcated AvÖpES TEOWOHEVOL. In sharp cConiras hat Dears

of crıbal uUuNncase wıth the fact hat SAVIOUTS la book of Judges WOU AVCNSC Zi0n after
586 BCE; the Alexandrıne translators obviously voıded {OO0 cdirect reference the book of
Judges. eiIr uUunecase 1S indıcator of the locatıon and date of the conceptualısatıon of the
pre-monarchical per10d of the Judges. Ihe translaters of ()badıah and of the er prophetic
00 MaYy ave een [1NOTC hat LICTEC translators and it 15 accıdent hat the ree
1n the book of uth Judges in order gıve SOTIIC substance ıts Tanı NC W PIC-
monarchiıcal per10d of the Judges
Mentioning SOTLIC judges er Joshua and ale but before 5Samuel, Sırach 46.11 15 the
earhest indıcatıon of the canonıcal order Joshua-Judges-Samue and of the pre-monarchical
per10d of the Judges Siınce the book of Sirach Was wrıtten around 200 it 15 NECCESSaATY
date the conception of the pre-monarchical per10d of the Judges before the second CENLUTY.
Kather han going back far the fifth CeENLUTY BCE, the 1T| cCentury BCE offers much
[NOTEC lıkely hıstorıical setting both for the compılıng of the first Jewısh istor1o0graphy and for
the pro-monarchical per10d of the Judges Alexandrıa IS the obvıous place nNOL only for
translatıng, but Iso for compilıng hıstories. Alexandrıa 15 in better posıtıon han both
Jerusalem Babylon provıde the ICSOUICECS and the polıtical ıll required Support the
writing of Jewısh histor1o0graphy!*. Wrıting hıstory of Zyp in Alexandrıa during the
reign of Ptolemy (306—283 BCE), Hecataeus of Abdera earr! Oou version of the origin f
the Jews 1C Was much closer han the promiısed and Was ‘utterly unınhabiıte:
when Israel entered ıt (see Num and 'the Jews had king ”> Hecataeus 0€es
NOW Ou judges, but they dIc O0Sse appointed DYy Moses 'to be Judges in all majJor dısputes’
(Exodus 18), not pre-monarchical Judges from the book of Judges. Eıther h1s informers dıd
NnOLt NOW the existence of pre-monarchical per10d of the Judges and of they made
point NnOTL reveal them Hecataeus! Unless Mızpah Babylon kept e1Ir CENLUTY
SCCHET, Can postulate that Alexandrıne Jews translated and organısed SOINC of the 00
10 ME NOL ncluded into the OTra in order er comprehensive descr1ption of
Israel’s history the Hellenistic scholars. Judges and uth WEeTC nserted between Joshua and

See Ben Zvi, Hıstorical-Critical Uudy of the Book of Adıah W, 242:; Berlin: de Gruyter,
223-226

Sauer, Jesus hen Sırach (JSHRZ, 3 Gütersloh Mohn, 483
No definite aNnıSWerTr Can be provide: to the intricate question of the relation between the Tee and

the Hebrew canonical orders, SINCE both conceptions ave probably influenced each other and that
CX and MT’s orders ave them 11O retlect ‘hıs interaction. Sirach’s prologue 15 weighty
argumen In 'avOour of the prıimacy of the rophetic collection because 1ıt takes ell esta  ished
fact that the second part of the Canon 15 Prophetic. However, 1n spıte of ıts clear 110  - historical
ordering, (8 ave integrated historical scheme for Joshua-2 ings, 1ts Former
rophets. This 15 weighty argumen 1n favour of the existence of Jewish historiography 1n reekK,
prior {O M1’s order. Kial wed tO Professor Adrıan chenker (Fribourg).

Diodorus of Sicily M (trans. alton; ECE London: einemann; 283
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ingdoms tor the fırst time everl® constitute the pre-monarchical per10d of the Judges.
Thıs PrOCCSS Can ave Occurred early the reign of Ptolemy I1 (282—-2406 BCE, earhest
possıble date for the translatıon of the Torah). Was completed before 200 BL Decause SIr
46.11 ment0ons Judges between Joshua and Samuel
OWevVver, Alexandrıne setting for the composition of the 1rS Jewısh histor10graphy and
the pre-monarchical per10d of the Judges 1S unlıkely COoNvınce Martın Noth’'s dıscıples.
few indırect mentions of hıstor10graphy should be reviewed.

Samuel VE
The 1rs evıidence of day days when hwh commanded judges h1s people
Israe] before Davıd’s reign, 1S found in Sam VE hwh promi1ses plan Israel in A place

hat the chıldren of wickedness 11l nOTL afflıct them 4S they dıd at the beginning (V
The eXi explaıns that the beginnıng refers the day when hwh ordered jJudges HIS
people Israel (v 11a) hat the per10d of the Judges 15 me ere 18 poss1ıble Dut far from
certain!8: the mention of judges 15 S1fuate| the Junction between vVCLIYy dıfferent
(vVV I andS fact that COU indıcate Ifs secondary nature; the erb 118
*O order‘’ 1s TLHNOTC lıkely ave 1IrSs applıed mE ‘judgements’ rather than the
D7  E Judges 15 the A4sSsec in ToONn. Z 3: 28.7 hıs WaY, the (eXT makes much INOTC

because it refers the g1ving of the commandments al oun Sınal Just er the 11-
beratıon irom ‘the Chıldren of wıickedness who icte:| Israel’ (v 10b)29 The of the
partıcıple Was dropped NC the pre-monarchical per10d of the Judges Was reated

enem10.
ehnemi1a| appCAars present hıstorical SUMMIMATLYy of Israel and Judah’s past along lear
chronological lınes: Creation (v Patrıarchs (vV 7-8), Exodus (vV 9-21), onquest (vV

and, accordıng Schmid, the times of the Judges and of the Kings (vvV 26-31)%L.
Indeed thıs exti 1S clearly followıng the presented by the fıve 00 of Moses and
Joshua However, er the CONqUESL, the narratıve 15 NnOT followıng the eal SUCCeEess10N of
judges and hen 1Ings that Nothıan cholar WOUuU EXPECL. In fact, judges dIC NOL Ven

mentioned. TIhe book of Savl10ours 15 clearly Iluded and D7 2 9 AD 28),
but Jjudges aDPCaL nowhere, NnOL ven in 28 where Judg 15 quoted., Samuel 15
equaliy gnored; udaean Israelıte kıngs AICc presented, noLt representatıves of specıfic

Schmid, FErzväter und Exodus (WMANT 81, Neukirchen-Vluyn, Neukirchener Ver|.,
218-220.2/74

Vanderhooft, ‘Dwelling beneath the Sacred ace: TOposa. for Reading Samuel IO JBL
118 (1999) 623 6353

urray, Dıivine Prerogative and OYa. Pretention (JSO1IdSup., 264; Sheffield Sheffield Academic
Press, 184

See McKenzie, Didn’t avl ul the Temple?: the History of 1Dlıca. TIradıtion’, in
Graham, Marrs McKenzie Worship and the Hebrew (JSUO IS5up., 284;

Sheffield: Sheftield Academic Press, 204-2724
This solution W as already 1NnTtel at by Driver, Notes the Hebrew Text and the Topography of the

‚00KS of Samuel (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 275 ‘As the text stands, the reference in 10b 111 be
LO the sufferings f Egypt, but this 15 thought alien [O the context in 1C'! rather the blessings
secured DYy the ettled government of avı aTe contrasted ith the ttacks toO 1C| Israel Was

pose uring the peri1od of the Judges’.
71 Erzväter, 3(0)2-304



per10d, but alongsıde princes, priests, prophets, athers and people (VV and 34) ehnem1a
nt{s the ora (vV 26, 29, and ıts sequel OShua 1n ıts fiırm chronologıca

hat ea| the Onquest, but er the Onquest, ere 18 1NOTEC chronologica
thread follow because the and 1fs perl1odızatıon 0€es NOL yel ex1ist. 1ngs, prophets and
SAaVIOUTS AdIC lumped together because they do NOL yel belong

Salm 106
salm 106 IMNay provıde evidence for pre-monarchical per10d of the Judges. refers
time er he ExXodus, when Israel sacrıfıced Canaanıte OIS (v 38), Was g1ven VeT the
eathens (v 41), and Was oppressed DY ıts enemıles (v 42) IThe book of Savı1o0urs 18 probably
eferred O, although 1fs MoOst characteristic features dIic MI1sSSINg: 43_-44 usec S rather
han 33099 for the aCT of delıverance and 27 instead cf DD for the T1eSs uttered Dy the people
Neıther Judges NOT Savlours 110OT ings aAaDDCAT, and Jumps ırectly the exıle, by-passıng
the monarchy, Just Ezekı1el and salm 78 do One Can hardly alk about systematıc
presentatiıon of Israel’s history. Psalms 105 and 106 Show hat the of events narrated
ın the Hexateuch 1S 1Xe Dut er the CONqUESLT, ere 15 S11 MO organıse the Varıous
00 along neat, chronological thread.

There 1S therefore ODstacle to date the invention of the pre-monarchical per10d Ö the
Judges ın Alexandria the end of the ITV CENLUTY B:  vs Ihe ays when ere W as kıng in
Israel’ became, hen and only then, the days before the Ings kDD The 00 of Judges
and of uth WEeIC assıgned the ask iıllustrate hat partıcular per10d wıthın SUCCESSION of
per10ds eadıng from the OMg1ns of the WOT. and of Israel, the Persian CId Zra, Neh.,
Est.) 1ıthın century, the Hasmonaeans sed thıs chronological establısh
CONSCIOUS ınk between the Maccabees and the judges forerunners of e1Ir dynasty:
'Jonathan o0k residence In Mıchmash and began jJudge the people, rooting the godless
Ouf of Israel’ Macc. 9.73) 0Ug they rejecte: the TeeC CONCEDPL of hıstor10graphy, the
Hasmonaeans kept the order of the 1rs part otf Alexandrıa's hıstor10graphy for theıir "Former
Prophets’ (except for hıs chronographical CONCEIN bears the unmıstakable seal of
Alexandrıa? and should logıically be attrıbuted the 1r CENLUTY BC  m TIThe exient of the
per10d of the Judges 0€Ss NOL cCorrespond the lımıts of the book of Judges: it Sftarts after the
second burıial ofte of Joshua udg 2.11) and nds somewhere between Samuel (the
rejection of Samuel’s 5SUOIS jJudges) and Samuel (Saul’s delıverance of Jabesh imıtating
the SaVI1IOUT accounts). hıs fact reveals the artıfıclalıty of the pre-monarchical per10d of the
Judges rather than the valıdıty of Noth’'s hypothes1s“*. Ihe per10d of the Judges 1s
lıterary CONSITUCL hat should nOL be sed evidence for the reconstitution of the actual
history of Israel before statehood?> and chould be definıtıvely banned from Ser10us Hıistories
of Israel
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