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FOR DA TING KEKUT

Solomon Nigosian Tor6nto
Recently, analyzed the structural patterns (strophıc and rhetorical) eut in order
determine the lıterary type (Gattung) - a1d for resolving the date of the DOCH In addıtion,
offered interpretationof the relıg10us of the DOCH, not object of ıinteres tself,
but A guı1de atıng.2Also, I considered the phılological characteristics (syntax, morphology,
parallelısm, aASSONANCC, metrical and terminology) ı eut for dating the DOCH] TIhe
structural 'actors and the rel1g10us valences of ach of the parts provıde relatıvely CaSYy
solution for datıng the POCM the per10d between the and CeNLurYy BCE Sımilarly the
Eof the lınguistic characteristics indıcated M1X1 of early and ate features, leadıng

place the COmposıtıon of the DOCHNM durıng the S1UON: peT10 11l Hebrew between
the 1Oth and Century BCE Now, would iıke consıder the historical references eut

order determine 1f they provide clues for atıng It

1sfor1ıca:| References
eut cContaıns explicit references historical even! 5eXcept for sıngle Vaguc
reference no-people in J3 The Ontext that because Israel provokes the jealousy
of God wıth "no-god" and hım wıth theiır vanıtıes (01 God also CXDICSS his intent
provoke srae[l's jealousy wıth no-people and VCX them wıth foolısh natıon

Since establıshed the structural and phılological Aasıs that the DOCH! eut
must be dated transıtional CIa between the early and ate per10ds the per10. between the

and Sth century BCE finally posıtıon eal the question of the CcConcrete
hıistorical backdrop SUuppose: by the author of the PDOCH

The century CE ı15, 11l Israelıte hıstory, the per10d of polıtical seperate sister
known "Israel” and "Iudah" (the divided kıngdom accordıng the biblical account).5

The polıtıcal hıstory of uda| the southern state, Was dominated by the Davıdıc ynas
throughout the state's ntıre existence, eXcept for the interım per10d during the rc1gnNn of
Athalıah (842/1 -835 BCE).® 1a of the Omride famıly Was marrıed Jehoram (851-
BCE) of Judah When theır SOM Ahazıah (843/2-842/1), along wıth the relatıves of Athalıa,

ka OWi d specıal debt of gratitu« Professor ılıppe Guillaume who kındly read the manuscrıiıpt and made
significant
2 Nıgosian, Song f Moses 32). Structural Analysıs, A} LIL LAXXI (Aprıl PP. „
*e Nigosian "Lingulstic Patterns of Deuteronomy R Z Biblica vol 78 Fasc (1997), PP 206„224

TIhe historical this article based the ollowing works Gösta Ahlström, The History of Ancient
Palestine from the Palaeolithic Period O Alexander Conquest JSOTSup 146 (Sheffield Eng 1e6. Academıic
Press, Gershom alıl The Chronology O} ings of Israel and Judah (Leiden E.J T1 Israel
Finkelstein and Neıl sher ılberman The U Inearthed (New ork The Free Press, 1I1wo DD
149-225

Based archaeological eImInaıins SOMNC cholars dispute the 1D11Ca|l tradıtion of united/divided monarchy mMoOn;
others NO Margaret Gelıinas nıted Monarchy-Divıded Monarchy act Fıction?”" Steven olloway
and Lowell Handy, eds The Pitcher roken (JSOTSup 190 1€. Eng ilAcademic Press,
2IT 237

The chronology of the ings of Judah and Israel ONC of the most 117ICU| and complicate: ubjects of scholarly
debate The dates adopted thıs article from alıl (see note ove 147 For ifferıng the
chronology of the Ings of Judah and Israel SsCcCC Wıllıam Hamilton Barnes, Studies the 'onology O} Divided
'onarchy of Israei HSM 48 (Atlanta, Cholars Press pP 153 154 John ayes and Pau!l Hooker

New Chronology for the Ings of Israe: and (Atlanta, John KNOX Press DP 02-1 12



WEIC murdered Dy Jehu (842/1 815/4) of Israel Athalıah decıded take the hrone herselft. She
immediately executed all the "royal seed" of the Davıdıc Iıne. HOowever, S1Ster of Ahazıah
sa1d ave saved Athalhlıah's one-year-old grandson J(eh)oash, SOI of Ahazıah, and hıdden hım

the Solomonic temple (2 Kg 11l 13: 10-12 As OMNC miıght EXDECT, there
informatıon AaDOU! hat Athalıah's rule Was 1ke polıtically. Bıblıcal tradıtion portrays the
rel1g10uUs aspects and cultic CIrCUumMstances that SaYy, Athalıah's establiıshment of the
Phoenicıan aal worshıp Obvıously everythıng Was not peaceful The HGTE fact that the prıest
Jehoijada could hıde the DOy for several yYCals ıf that true) indıcates divisıons and factıons
SOCIELY As alıl DUuts 1{

It certaın that Athalıah would NOLT have succeeded SCIZINS Judah ıf
che had nNOT een supported by the and aftl least portion of the governmen!
mıinısters It Iso Jlear however that ther cırcles wıthıin the Judahıte leadershıp,
headed Dy the Jerusalem priesthood VeLIYy StTONSLY opposed her rule and the end they
WeTiTC responsı1ıble for her removal Her hıstory Wdas wrıtten by those who deposed her
Indeed the revolt started the Solomonic temple Jerusalem sıng the of

the changıng of the temple and palace guards sabbath the Jeho1jada brought the
boy Out the temple Ourt and omnted hım kıng When Athalıah heard the people
shouting "Long lıve the kıng,  m che rushed the temple But Just outsıde the temple che Was

arrested and executed (2 Kg 16) hı1s incıdent however 0€Ss NOT ar conform the
narratıve presented eut

It Was iime of turmoı1l Durıng the cCentury BCE Judah Was VarılıOus OCCas10Ns al
wıth ıfs S1STer Israel One such Occurred for instance during the FC121S of

kıng Asa of Judah (911 8 /() BCE) and kıng Baasha of Israel (908 885 BCE) galn, the
hıstorical events do nNnOoT SCCI1I] correspond the events the eut especlally Asa
consıdered g00d" kıng who destroyed MNUMMETOUS OIS and restored the temple TEeASUTrES Kg
15 0135 Z{ 16:1 14)

Another such Occurred durıng the of kıng Amazıah of Judah (  =
BCE) and kıng J(eh)oash of Israel (805 790 BCE), the result of hıch Was the defeat of
Amazıah (2 Kg 13 14) Not only 0€S thıs even! faıl maitch events eut 3° Il OCCUTS

several YCars fter the per10d which postulated for the date ofeut
During the century BCE Judah Iso allıed ıtself Varı0Ous OCCAasS10O1NS ıth Israe]

Wa agaınst 5yrıa Such Was the ‚ASC for instance, during the of kıng Jehoshaphat of
Judah (870 845 BCE) ıll fated agaınst Syria Kg 40) hıs even! 0€S aDPCAar
bear close resemblance SOINC features of the DOCH1 Ahab's relıg10us polıcy, which desceribed

"\wicked" Kg 16 29- coupled ıth the ssyrıan cshowdown argar (853 BCE)
suggest ce‘  1ın parallels wıth eut The evidence which lackıng, however reference

the kınd of catastrophe described eut which miıght have befallen Judah ‚VCN Israel al
thıs historical

Sımilarly, the chort of kıng Ahazıah of Judah (843/2 BCHE), who Joıned kıng
J(eh)oram of Israel (851 BCE) fıght unsuccessfully agaınst kıng Hazael of 5yrıa 2 Kg
8 22) annot be accepted historical equivalents of the themes that through eut

There VeErYy the story of the southern around the LUrYy BCE that
corresponds events eut Thıs conclusıon leaves only the polıtiıcal and rel1210us
condıtions of the northern cons1ıder

The polıtical story of Israel INOTC turbulent than that of Judah At the turn of the

I5 incrediıible that all durıng Athalıah's che did not KNOW what had appene: 18 her grandson!
For the suggestion that J(eh)oash mi1g! have een the SOM of azıah'  S S1ister and her husband-priest ehojada SCC

Liveranı "L'histoire de Joas,  M VI’ 24 (1974), DD 452-453
alı (see note above), 47



Century BCL, the northern went through per10d of revolution during which ere WeiC

three aspırants the throne. the resulting confusıon, there Was rapıd of kıngs
owıng assassınatıon, sulc1de, and intrıgue. Finally, through COUD d’etat, the commander of
the am yY, Omrı emerged the Victor10us kıng (884-873 BCE; Kg 16:23-38). Hıs polıtical
astuteness 15 evidenced in hıs WISe decision transfer the capıtal from irzah amarıa and
establısh dynasty of such prestige that for Manı YCars fter hIs death Assyrıan kıngs continued

refer the northern state "+*he land of the house of Omrı  “
order strengthen himself agaınst the Syrlans, Omrı made allıance wıth Phoenicıla,

whıiıle hIis SON, s  ab (c RT73-852 BCE),; marrıed the Phoenicıan princess Jezebel Kg
Thıs event paved the WaYy fOr Phoenicıan cultural and rel1g10us influence which, inevıtabiy,
roused prophetic opposition. The practice of importing and introducing foreign deıties, includıng
the complete cultıc rıtual assoclated wıth these deities and theır priestly and prophetic
functionarıles, evidently originated polıcy of the northern state duriug the reign of hab and
Jezebel Kg Kg 9:30-37)

Jezebel's reputatiıon strong-minded WOManNn and fanatıcal worshiıpper and

promoter of non-Israelıte deıties 1S ell documented that ıt requıres further elaboration.
Suffice it Sa y that the ser1es of prophetic narratives that centre around the f1gures of Elıjah and
Elısha Kg 17-22) indicate the actıvıty of cultic rıtuals and practices foreıgn the YHWHiıstıc
QZTOUPD. Such activities, however, WEeTC NOT limited the reign of z  ab Hıs SONS and
SUCCESSOIS the throne, Ahazıah (852-851 BCE) and Joram (851-842/1 BCHE), werTrec Iso
considered have indulged in the "eVi1" WAaYyS of "the house ofAhab" and provoked the MN} of
the God of Israel Kg 22:51-53)

One must however keep mind that the informatıon provided in the biblical
MOIC of "relig10us” nature than "historical" facts. The maın aCtors in the rama the

Omriıdes, particularly kıng hab and his "notorious” wiıfe Jezebel, along wıth the

legendary elements assoc1i1ated wıth the prophets Elyah and Elısha. fact, biblical present
the Omrıides am OoNs the most despised characters of biblical StOTY. The whole reign of kıng
Ahab and U  } ezebel 15 viewed rel1g10us contest, between royalty and prophets. ezebel
1S regarded 15 baduwho influenced the kıng el CO and rel1g10us eaders

But the archaeological evidence provıdes entirely different pıcture the re1gns of the

kingdom of Israel. As Finkelstein and Sılberman
Ahab mighty kıng who first brought the kıngdom of Israel prominence

the world stage and that hıis marrlage the daughter of the Phoenicıan kıng Ethbaal WAas

brillıant stroke of international dıplomacy. the Omrides built magnıfıcent cıties
SETVC d administrative centers of their expandıng kingdom.

Moreover, Omrı and his SON z  ab succeede in creating ONC of the most powerftul armıes in the

reg10n. Hence, the state of Israel enjoyed natural ealth and extensive ade connections all
mrı and s  ab WEeTC not particularlyduring the mrıde dynasty It 15 Iso possible that both

ezebel INay have promoted therel1g10us and at times may have acted brutally. Similarly,
priesthood of the consternation of the priesthood and prophets of TIhe biblical

p the bloody demise of the royal famıly divıne punıshment for the crımes
committed agaınst theır soclety.

The rel1g10us conditions depicted in the biblical teXTIS reminıscent of the allusiıons
of eut 3 ' in particular the denunclatory tone of poet Israel'S infidelıty its

.  NeCW gods who Cammec 1n of late, whom theyGod E Israel forsook its God and turned
ted"knew nOL, whom theır fathers WeTC NOLT acquaın (V p Israel embraced "abominable

practices and provoked the aNngcCI of ıts God" (v 16) eut reflect the rel1g10us
condıtıon of Israel during the re1gns ofhab and his succeeding SONS

Finkelstein and ılberman (see note above), PP. 169-170.
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There arc, furthermore, er hıstorical events that occurred in the northern statfe In the
BCE, hıch INa Yy poss1ıbly be assoc1lated wıth SOMMC of the allusıons in eut

eh)oram (851-842/1 BCE) Was the SON of z  abh and the ast of the Omriıde ynasty
inherit the throne of Israel fter displacıng hıs weak and sıckly brother Ahazıah (852-851 mA a
Durıiıng h1is reign, Ben-Hadad of Syria (880-842 BCE) besieged amarla (2 Kg 6:24-7:20).
The precise date of thıs even!]! 15 nOoTt known, but the condıtion that developed iın Israel 15
revealıng. As result of thıs siege, there Was such great famıne in the cıty that mothers ate e1Ir
OWIN hıldren (2 Kg 6:28-29). It 15 quıte poss1ıble that the reference the famıne in eut A DA
alludes thıs per10|

fter the siege eh)oram Was murdered in BCE Dy Jehu (842/1-BCE): who
usurped the hrone and became kıng in h1is stead C Kg 9- 1) Hıs bloody revolution agalnst the
house of Omrı1, followed by the slaughter of Ahab's whole amıly in Samarıa some seventy
peErsoNSs in all), the extermiıinatıion of all the hıgh officials in ezreel (2 Kg 10:1-11), and the
murder of SOINC forty members of the visiıting royal Darty of Judah (2 Ko 10:12-14), May
poss1ibly represent the "ınternal terror” alluded in eut 2075

The SaIlnec fate in the SadIillc YCar overtook J(eh)oram's adversary. Ben-Hadad of Syrıa
WasSs murdered In 8472 BOCLE by hıs SErvanı azael, who usurped the throne and became kıng in
hıis stead (842-798 BCHE;: Kg 8:7-15; cf. Kg The ssyrıan annals of almaneser 111

the incıdent follows Hazael, the SON of nobody, se17zed the t*hrone” - It 15
interesting ote that Hazael 15 eferred "the SOM of nobody”. By extens1on, ıt
logıcal speculate that the Syrlans the "people of nobody" OL, eut 32:21 puts it, the As  NO-
people

The hıstorical records strengthen the conclusıon that the Syrlans durıng the reign of
Hazael arc the "no-people" who, eut 32:21-26 es, harassed Israel By h1ıs continual
assault and depredations agaıinst Israel, especlally fter 83° ROCFE when Assyrıan PTCSSUIC
Syrıa ceased, Hazael enaced the of Israel (as el Judah) throughout the re1gns of Jehu
and J(eh)oram (2 Kg 1373 E3} Hazael annexed from Jehu all the Israelıte ands east of the
Jordan Rıver (2 Kg 10:32-33; Am 13) Ihen, around XE BCE, he marched through the length
and breadth of Palestine In order ath When Hazael arrıved at the of Jerusalem,
kıng J(eh)oash of Judah (  - BEEB) Wäas forced pay hım heavVy riıbute (2 Kg T
18; 24:23-24). Hıs sustaıned assault and oppression durıng the exXT few YCaIs humbled
Israel and ser10usly :educed ıts milıtary force (2 Kg 13 1'9 F 22). Thıs incıdent 1S desceribed Dy
the bıblical wrıter follows:

Hazael kıng of Syrla oppressed Israel all the days of ehoahaz (2 Kg
And the aNnScCI of the Lord Was kindled agaınst Israel, and he DaVvC them
continually into the hand of Hazael, kıng of Syria hen ehoahaz entreated
the Lord, and the Lord hearkened unto hım; for he Sa W the oppression of Israel
Therefore the Lord gaVC Israel SAV1OUTF (2 Ko 3-5)

10 TIhe dates of the Assyrıian Ings AIC adopted from Mordechali Cogan and ayım Tadmor, I7 Ings Garden City,
Doubleday,

Wayne TAncıient Damascus (Wınona Lake, Eisenbrauns, . 132-138 discusses the inser1ption
of Shalmaneser, In particular the roblem of identifying the 1Dl1CcCa!l Name of en-Hadatr After surveyıng the Varı0Ous
solutions propose« by 1D11Ca. scholars, he concludes hat "the evidence avaılable for the eritical per10d of 845-841
B.C 1S insufficient tO settle the matter.” T0 US, the important pomnt 1S the Assyrıan lander of azael dAS "son of
nobody," not the identification of en-Hadat For the Assyrıan {exXT SCcCC Pritchard (ed.), ANLET 2nd ed
(Princeton: Princeton University Press, pp.278-282.
12 The conclusıon that the allusıon the "no-people" refers fo the ‚yrlans has een propose: DYy earlhıer critics,
notably obel (1861), Dıllman (18806), ettli (1893), Westphal (2 ;ols. 1888-1892), and Kaufmann (1960). d>

cıted in ehezke Kaufmann, The eligion of Israel: From IS Beginnings I0O the Babylonian Exile, translated and

abridge by OS! Greenberg {  1Cago, Chicago University Press, 2580; also SS Driver,
Critical and Exegetical ( ommentary Deuteronomy in IGE: (Edinburgh, Eng. lark, 34  O
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Ihıs "savıour" ther than the ssyrıan kıng Adadnırarı 111 (811-783 BCE),
who by hIs mMl campalgns agalinst 5yrıa and Palestine around 805 BOCE succeeded In
re: the of the Syriıan 13  efnpire. Thus, the hıstoriographer's and the words
of the poet eut 32:35-43 SCCIH correspond NCe agaın wıth the hıstorıical facts of the
per10« under consıderation. Syrıa continued decline for several yCars untiıl ıt Was fırst
conquered by eroboam {{ of srae (790-750/49 BCE), “ and later by Tiglathpileser 111 (/45-727
BCE), who converted ıt into dıstrıct capıtal, stronghold ofssyrıa in Trans-Euphrates.
Conclusion
Thus, the evidence suggests that the rel1g10us and polıtical story of the northern durıng
and after the second halfof the cCentury BCE corresponds Varıous allusions in eut

ırst, the rel1g10us polıcy of Israel represented Dy Ahab, Ahazıah, and Joram 15
ınterpreted by both the hıstori1ographer and the author of eut rejection of theır G0d,

According the author eut 3 ‘9 this act of rejection calls for dıvine retribution (VV 19-
26). Because Israel provokes the jJealousy of God wıth .  No-g0od” and wıth ıts
vanıties, also God provokes srae. wıth "no-people" the Syrlans.

Second, according the author of eut Z God determines dıscharge hıs wrath and
Judgement uDON srael, resul; of its dısloyalty (vVJ Thus, result of Ben-Hadad's
sıege, Israel 1s plagued ınternally by famiıne (V 24), followed by eITrTor and insecurity (V 25)
created by the bloody revolution of ıts kıng Jehu. In addıtion thıs nternal horror, there
the external panıc (v 25) brought about by Hazael's bloody campal1gns that almost exterminate
Israel (V 26) Both Jehu (  ' BCE) and azae (842-798 BCE) CONtemporaneoOus
rulers whose re1gns marked by bloody even! It aPPCAIS, therefore, that the author ofeut
considers these kıngs and their actıvıties the instrument of divıne retribution. od's wrath
and punıshment 15 diıscharged VeTrT Israel internally and externally (Vv 233 The nternal
punıshment refer Jehu's bloody slaughter of all the members of the MT1 dynasty
sometime around 842 BCE The external punıshment, the ther hand, refer
Hazael's sustained and ruthless campaı1gns hıchn ave stretched from about 835 BCE
815 BCE

Thırd, despıite thıs gloomy DIC  ©; the author of eut 15 full of optiımısm and
antiıcıpates imminent reversal of condıtions (VV 4: Hıs prediction that Israel's I  , the
Syrlans, will shortly be struck down (vvV 3E -4 and that Israel's 00 will be revenged (vV
3 , 43), shares significant simılarıties wıth the STtOT1CA! narratıve and May indıcate the poet's
een foresight predıicting the CONSCYHUCNCECS of the resurgent ssyrıan under Adadnıirarı

TIhe record shows that dadnırarı milıtary campaıgn Syria and Palestine took place
around 805 BCE thıs 15 accepted Israel's date of "victory" from oppresslion, then eut

composed sometime een azael's and Adadnıirarı campa1gns sometime
between 815-805 BCE. ®
13 IS wiıdely accepted Dy ıblıcal scholars that the Assyrıan king Adad-nirarı I1 the "savıour" of Israe] during
the time of Jehoahaz. SO stated Dy alıl (see note above), 56, whose SOUTCC IS Yeıvin, Divided
Monarchy: Rehoboam-Ahaz/Jeroboam-Pekah, p.105, In Malamat (ed.). The Age of the Monarchies: Political
History The OFrl istory of the IewWSI| People, 4/1, Jersualem, 1982, pP. 82-12! For the inscriptions of
nırarı {17 ANET. (note above), pp.281-282.
14 ere has een considerable discussion among 1DIl1cCal cholars about the reign of eroboam IL, in articular the
question of the subjugatıon of Damascus (2 Kg Consult Ahlström (see ofe above), PP: 617-619, and
Pıtard (see note above), PP. 176-179
15 1S interesting O note that Wright, Lawsult of God: Form-Critical Study of Deuteronomy 82 in

derson and Harrelson Israel's Prophetic Heritage (New York: Harper Bros., 67,
identifies precısely thıs ate the date of composition of the Song, ‚0ug] he arrıves at it rough form-critical
study rather han Iıngulstic 0)4 historical analysıs.
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