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Israel’s pOssess10N of covenantal relatıonshıp wıth G0d 1S unıque the

Ole hıstory of relıg10n. °Covenant“” has been consıdered overriding and
unıfyıng CategOry In theology of the Hebrew 1  ©: and scholarly examınatıon
of Israel’s wıth God has nNnoTt abated thıs day.

Fıfty dQU, George Mendenhall analyzed the form of the Israelıte COVC-

nant,‘ suggesting that thıs CoOovenant’s only paralle In the ancıent Near ast Was

Hıttıte suzeraınty treaties of 00-1 Mendenhall outlıned the structural
parallels and elaborated the correspondence between the Hıttıte treaties and
Exodus_* The parallels In included the identificatiıon of covenant-g1ver,
hıstorıcal prologue XO 20:2), stipulatıons (the Decalogue), provısıon fOr
deposıt and per10dıc publıc eadıng of the LTealYy, wıtnesses, essINgs
and ratıfiıcatıon Exodus 24), and orma. procedures the

of violatıon of the treaty.” Mendenhall’s ldeas found extensive
adherence: alter Beyerlın, Klaus Baltzer. Kenneth ichen. Delbert Hıllers,
3  1d Kapelrud, James Mulenberg, and aVloel Freedman.*

Yet INalıy challenged Mendenhall hıs UsSCcC of the ate Bronze dLC
suzeraınty treaties d analogy ManYy elements that belong ate Bronze dSC
treatıes AIc miıssıng irom the S1ina1l‚namely the wıtnesses, the deposıt
In ,and the essings and curses_? Many cholars acknowledge that
SOTIC treaty parallels ex1ist wıth the Sınal venant, but the strongest parallels
wıth Neo-Assyrıan treatıes. 0Ol rıtes, for example, Neo-
ssyrıan and CVOI TE examples.® everal scholars showed parallels of Neo-
Assyrıan loyalty oaths wıth Deuteronomy and argue! for eo-Assyrıan models
for al Covenan! anguage from (Gjenes1is o Joshua /
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Such lısts of structural elements of treaties WEIC found, ter alıa, Munn-Rankın,
Dıplomacy 68-1
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OS eIiInNTeEe has also cshown that much of the termınology of
ancıent Israe] Was ubıquıtous in the ancıent Near ast {irom MoOst ancıent
Sumer1an times untıl the Greco-Roman period.® Denniıs McCarthy cshowed that
the elements of treaties dIiC the SaJrIne from Fannatum of Lagash down Sar-
haddon, and Canno UsSsCcC them date the 1D11CAa. examples.” The Lreaty
form Was al ONCEC LOO unıform OVeT time and LOO varıecd wıthın g1ven per10
UusS«c ds Mendenhall intends. “The dıversity of treaty ntaıled that there Was

351 ()not single, unamb1ıgu0us form wıth16 draw cComparısons.
Mendenhall responded that only modern W esterner WOU eXpeCL strıct

Oorma correspondence between the ate Bronze dSC suzeraınty treaties and
paralle the 1D11C8. text. !! ere AIic Ooles In the structural correspondence,
but it 15 noteworthy that there AaIic anı y correspondıing elements at all, elements
that be explaıned asıde irom the ate Bronze ADC suzeralnty Lrealy
analogy. —.

He pomted Out that In eo-Assyrıan treaties there 1S dASs wıtness,
hıstorical prologue deposıt OT publıc readıng, transcendent moralıty,
blessings al of i{ assoc1ated wıth Covenant rooted the S1na]l tra-
dition.!® He Was mistaken. Whıiıle there examples of d wıtness o
treaties from the Hıttıtes but nNOoTt the eo-Assyrıans, there AIc examples d late
d Homer and the Puniıc world.!* hıstorıical prologue in the Neo-
ssyrıan treaty of Assurbanıpal and the e  ar tribe. !® Treatıes WeTC ““deposıted”
down into Hellenistic times.!® Publıc readıng of loyalty oaths WAäs, fact, DIAC-
ticed In Neo-Assyrıan tiımes. ASs ell A4Ss Greek !’ The blessings, d$S Mendenhall
asserts, AaTrc absent In 1*-millennium treaties.!® oe]l eeks concluded hıs
haustive study of the 1SSue in thıs WAaY. “° It down to sub] ective udgment.
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Weeks, (Covenant 2171 maıntaıns that simılarıties In culture and metaphy-
S1Ccal noti1ons led sımılar forms In Israel and ate Bronze AQC Hıttıte socılety.
Mendenhall Herı1on, (ovenant 182 Weeks, Ovenan' F2:14; arucg, NO-
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Weınfeld, Heritage 190
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Are the simılarıties sufficıent aAarguc for SUOMIIC connection?””}? ıf
}  E 1C per10d’s treatıes fıt best and Just who 1S Copyıng whom AIc 1kewiI1ise
subjective Judgments.

There other poss1ible analogıes In the ancıent Near kast, however, for the
relatıonshıp of Israel and ıts God, other than treaties. 111 PIODOSC such L1IC  S

analogy. stele irom the eo-Assyrıan WOT.| assuredly NOT un1que,
Ianı parallels the relatiıonshıp Israel artıculated 1ts Covenant.

The state of Sam  al Was Ocated VCLY nearly In the Juncture of Syrıa and
Asıa Mınor al the northeast of the Mediterranean dea, oughly the
...  29  arm-pıt of atolha Was the east sıde of the Amanus Mountaıns,
southwest of the eyhan Rıver ONC of the parts of the plaınm
between Antıoch and Marash “° The LLalllec Sam  al 15 shortened form of
Sam/’’alla *! Sam  al 1s the Assyrıan Lalillec fOor the rarely used by ıts OW!

rulers return thıs pomt shortly.“ By the 0Ca rulers ıt Was called
XD Lalllc OUunNn! In ssyrıan documents “ ern Zen]Jirlı Wäas the
capıtal of Y’DY * A  ıtıonally, Sam  al Was known ASs Bıt (Gjabbarı after ıts

dynastıc ounder.
fter the collapse of the Hıttıte mpıre around 200 Sam  al W dsSs

populated Dy miıgrant Chiliıc1ans who, called themselves Hıttıtes, although WEeTIC

really nNOL. Thus, Sam  al Was ONC of severa|l Neo-Hiırttite states, wıth Carchemish.,
Arpad, and others, hıch emerged between the of 'amaean CONCECN-
tratıon along the Khaıbur Rıver and south of the ()rontes around Damascus. “

Aase!| Current ıdeas about the ONgINSs of the Aramaeans. conclude that
the dynastıc CeSstor and hıs followers WEeIC sem1-nomadic Aramaeans
who crossed the uphrates around conquered Neo-Hiıttite am’al, and
assımılated the culture *”

TOom thıs pomt 0! amaean Sam  al Was weak state, equırıng outsıde
help IO epulse OVCH the eeDies of enemles, d4Ss 311 be SCCI1 shortly.

Sam’al’s only contact wıth Israel Was ıts partıcıpatıon in the Syro-Ephrait-
mıte War, In IC Sssyrı1a intervened al Judah’s request agamnst Damascus and

20
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arper, Visıt 184 See Parpola orter. Helsınkı IR
Levıne, Stelae
Sader, ats 181; Y ounger, Panammuwa 101
Sader, :ats 181
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Sader, tats 307
Hawkıns, Neo-Hiıttite Landsberger, Sam’’al 1.42
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Israel In 735 Sam  al Was fırmly wıth the Assyrıan CalND. Its kıng, Panammuwa
1L, hımself perıshe: In the sıege of [Damascus 1le 1ghting for Assyria.“®

15 into thıs hıstorical CONTeXT that the Barrakab inscr1ption belongs MUST
date between 732 and E fıt after the ea ofPanammuwa al Damascus and
STl durıng the reign of the Assyrıan CIMNMPCTOT Tiglath-pileser.“”

thıs pomt, ıt ll be use present the of the arger Barrakab
inscr1ptions. The vocalızatıon of these Imperı1al Aramaıc inscriptions Can really
only be approximated.””

Barrakab 1S carved 1 x 62m OC alongsıde rehef of Barrakab
ssyrıan clothing, inseribed under hıs arm.“* The text

d  ana Bırlra|kkab
bar Panammuwa möelek Sam’’al
C  S  bed Tugultaäpaleysar mare  A
rib’ay ‘ arga bısdeq dn webisdegi
haw gebanı mar ı  E Räkkab’2l
wemar Tugultäpaleysar q]
kurse’ Dr übay6et S
mel  . mMın weraset begılgal
mar ı  GEn melek {  >N  MN bemis’at

10 malkın abräbın ba’elay
ke weba Elay zehäb wı ’ahzet

12 DE  bı wehay tıbteh
13 MIn had maälkın rabräbıin
14 wehirtan ’ abö ahhäy malkayya’
15 lek. mah tabat baytı
16 webay tab lay6Oä S abahay
17 malke Sam  al ha Kılamuwa
18 lehöm pcha D S1tWwa’
19 lehöm WE  ha’ baye kayesa
2() W ana benayet bayta zenah
Bırrakkabel, SOM of Panammuwa, kıng of Sam’al, servant of Tiglath-

pıleser, ord of the of the eart

Hawkıns, Neo-Hiıttıte 414
Donner / Röllıg, Inschriften SE SS

31
Q.v J ropper, Inschriften 174
Donner Röllig, Inschrıiften DA 216; ANET 501
Barrakab precedes attendant ıth fly whısk, In cliıche of Assyrıan al
Hamıuılton, Past ET "Fae attendant 15 NOL seribe ıth wriıting instrument, DCT
Gee, Limbhı
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Wıth the rıghteousness of I1LYy father and 18087 rıghteousness, ord
Rakkabel and INY ord Tiglath-pileser seated the throne of 18087 ST

Now ynas Was the MOoOSstT wretched of all, yet al the SS of IMY
ord the kıng ofSsyrıa the mıdst of great kıngs, of sılver, and
of gold

took (Q)VGE I11Yy dynasty and made ıt better than the dynasty of anı Y miıghty
kıng MY brothers WCIC eNVIOUS (;?) of all that Was g00d in house. My
' the kıngs of am’al, dıd not have decent palace. There WAas the
palace of Kılammuwa for them, and there Wäas wınter palace for them, and
there Was palace. ave u11 this palace.

Barrakab inscrıption 11  33 15 45x A45cm Iragment that cshows of the face
and of INan iın ssyrlan garb The SUrVIVINg iragments read nearly the
Samıc, but 111 read Iınes x-9

|wene Ralkkab’el hen1 gadalm mar 1ı  A möelek]|
ASSur wEgadamThe Israelite Covenant in Ancient Near Eastern Context  With the righteousness of my father and my righteousness, my lord  Rakkabel and my lord Tiglath-pileser seated me on the throne of my father.  Now my dynasty was the most wretched of all, yet I ran at the wheel of my  lord the king of Assyria in the midst of great kings, owners of silver, and owners  of gold.  I took over my dynasty and made it better than the dynasty of any mighty  king. My brothers were envious (?) of all that was good in my house. My  ancestors, the kings of Sam’al, did not have a decent palace. There was the  palace of Kilammuwa for them, and there was a winter palace for them, and  there was a summer palace. I have built /his palace.  Barrakab inscription 1i° is a 45x 45cm fragment that shows part of the face  and arm of a man in Assyrian garb. The surviving fragments read nearly the  same, but I will read lines 8-9:  8 [wenetan Ra]kkab’el heni gada[m mär’i melek]  9 A88ür wegadam ... b ...  N  Rakkabel [gave] me favor before [my lord the king of] Assyria  and before ...  What was the purpose of these inscriptons? The Assyrian king was some  350 miles east and cannot be the intended audience.** It is not entirely clear  where the more complete inscription i stood, as the 1891 excavators of Zenjirli  found it lying loose amidst the rubble south of a large facade of Barrakab.*°  They found a stand of sorts northwest of a staircase in a building in the  northwest district of Zenjirli, the measure of which exactly fit the Barrakab  stele.?® Standing here, the stele would have been on the left side of the main  entry, facing the morning sun, exactly as an earlier stele had stood left of the  entry to Palace J.?” Thus the text was in plain view for anyone entering the  palace to see. Written documents could only be read by a small minority of the  populace, but this minority — cult officials, scribes, members of the court, other  Aramaean rulers — was precisely those engaged in public activities, the only  ones who mattered.®  Barrakab mentioned his loyalty to and dependence upon the king of Assyria  three times, once in each of the first three sections of his text, before coming to  338  Donner / Röllig, Inschriften $ 217.  34  Nor ought we assume there were “local Assyrian officials” to impress, as per Parker,  Appeals 218.  35  von Luschan, Ausgrabungen 4.255.377-378.  36  37  von Luschan, Ausgrabungen 4.255.  von Luschan, Ausgrabungen 4.377-378.  38  Russell, Writing 1.4; McCormick, Sennacherib.The Israelite Covenant in Ancient Near Eastern Context  With the righteousness of my father and my righteousness, my lord  Rakkabel and my lord Tiglath-pileser seated me on the throne of my father.  Now my dynasty was the most wretched of all, yet I ran at the wheel of my  lord the king of Assyria in the midst of great kings, owners of silver, and owners  of gold.  I took over my dynasty and made it better than the dynasty of any mighty  king. My brothers were envious (?) of all that was good in my house. My  ancestors, the kings of Sam’al, did not have a decent palace. There was the  palace of Kilammuwa for them, and there was a winter palace for them, and  there was a summer palace. I have built /his palace.  Barrakab inscription 1i° is a 45x 45cm fragment that shows part of the face  and arm of a man in Assyrian garb. The surviving fragments read nearly the  same, but I will read lines 8-9:  8 [wenetan Ra]kkab’el heni gada[m mär’i melek]  9 A88ür wegadam ... b ...  N  Rakkabel [gave] me favor before [my lord the king of] Assyria  and before ...  What was the purpose of these inscriptons? The Assyrian king was some  350 miles east and cannot be the intended audience.** It is not entirely clear  where the more complete inscription i stood, as the 1891 excavators of Zenjirli  found it lying loose amidst the rubble south of a large facade of Barrakab.*°  They found a stand of sorts northwest of a staircase in a building in the  northwest district of Zenjirli, the measure of which exactly fit the Barrakab  stele.?® Standing here, the stele would have been on the left side of the main  entry, facing the morning sun, exactly as an earlier stele had stood left of the  entry to Palace J.?” Thus the text was in plain view for anyone entering the  palace to see. Written documents could only be read by a small minority of the  populace, but this minority — cult officials, scribes, members of the court, other  Aramaean rulers — was precisely those engaged in public activities, the only  ones who mattered.®  Barrakab mentioned his loyalty to and dependence upon the king of Assyria  three times, once in each of the first three sections of his text, before coming to  338  Donner / Röllig, Inschriften $ 217.  34  Nor ought we assume there were “local Assyrian officials” to impress, as per Parker,  Appeals 218.  35  von Luschan, Ausgrabungen 4.255.377-378.  36  37  von Luschan, Ausgrabungen 4.255.  von Luschan, Ausgrabungen 4.377-378.  38  Russell, Writing 1.4; McCormick, Sennacherib.Rakkabel gave favor before my ord the kıng OT | Ssyrı1a

and before
What Was the PUTITDOSC of these inscriptons? The Assyrıan kıng Was SOTILIC

3500 mıles east and be the intended audience.“ 1S nNOT entirely clear
where the 1LLIOTC complete inscr1ption stood, d the 891 EeXCaValfors of Zen)] irlı
found ıt Iyıng lo0se amıdst the south of arge facade of Barrakab °
They found stand of SOTTS northwest of staırcase bulldıng In the
northwest dıstrıict of ZenJirl, the CasSuTe of IC exactly fit the Barrakab
stele.>© Standıng here, the stele WOU ave been the left sıde of the maın
CNITY, facıng the mornıng } exactly dS earlıer stele had Sstood left of the
en Palace J37 Thus the texTt Wäas In plaın VIEW for anı yOMNC entering the
palace SCC Wrıtten documents COU. only be read Dy Sma minorı1ty of the
populace, but thıs minorıty cult officıals, scr1bes, members of the CO other
'amaean rulers Wäas precısely those engaged In publıc actıvıties, the only
ONCS who mattered >°

Barrakab mentioned hıs loyalty 1{8 and dependence uUuDON the kıng of Ssyrı1a
three tiımes, ONCEC In each of the first three sect1ons of hıs texXT, before comıng

33 Donner / Röllıg, Inschriften DE
Nor ought there WeTC “l0cal Assyrıan offıcı1als” Impress, DCI Parker,
Appeals
VOIl Luschan. Ausgrabungen ADSS TE

37
VOn Luschan., Ausgrabungen AA
VONn Luschan, Ausgrabungen AATTZTE
Russell, Wnting 1  r McCormiıck, Sennacherı1b.
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the fourth section escribing the construction of the palace. Thıs reinforces that
ıt 1S only oUg| Sssyrı1a that the palace construction Was possible.””

1S noteworthy that 111e earlıer Sam  al Kıng Kılammuwa)s TeXT Was

Phoenicı1an, and Kıng Panammuwa II’s texXT, wriıtten by thıs Sa’rmne Barrakab, Was
In 0ocal Sam’ ’ alıan Aramaılc, the Barrakab inscr1ıptions AdIcC in g0o0d Imperi1al
Aramaıc, the anguage of the ssyrı1an Empire.“” Furthermore., Barrakab called
hımself kıng of amal, not Y D He Was the only kıng of Sam  al USC thıs
Assyrıan alllc for hIs country.“' Thus, hıs t{exti CXÄDICSSCS h1ıs Ssub) ection not only
In 1ts CoOntent but also ıts semantıcs.

The meanıng 1s that Barrakab 1S ırmly chent of Ssyr1a, and prou. of thıs
fact There 15 hınt of reticence. The stele the INCSSaLC that thıs
chentshıp 1S gx00d thıng. arrakab o0al Was fOr hIs audıence VIEW realıty
thıs WAaY.

The arrangemen wıth Ssyrıa elevated the kıng of Sam  ql to the SdaIllc rank
4S hıs neighbors.““ Thıs 15 the meanıng of runnıng beside Tiglath-pileser’s ee

the miıdst of great kıngs, of sılver and ld” Ines 10-1 Thıs
not Status that Sam  al COU have attaıned wıthout Assyria.® CCUM Was

only OMNC benefit ssyrıan n  © brought In SUM, ds Postgate DULSs ıt ..  We
should nNOoTt SC the chent rulers dASs cowering ın theır cıtadels walting to be
irradıated wıth ssyrıan influence, but absorbing the Nıneveh,
ingering the tapestries and envyıng the silverware?”* OT, d Mark Hamılton
wriıtes, Yıke Indıans stoppıng cricket match for tea OT holdıng durbar for
Queen Vietoria.  9245

The Barrakab inscription borrows dırectly Ianı y motifs and terms from
Assyrıan roya propaganda. The visual depiction of Barrakab derıves from

39 It 1S therefore not that “Attrıbuting wealth vassalage 1S difficult explaın;”
Hamaiuılton, Past 230)

4() ZenJirh-dialect Aramaıc INaYy be .. branch of Aramaıc which became increasıngly
iındependent around 1000 and which faıled follow Aramaıc through ıts
subsequent Innovatıons;” Dıon, Language 118
Sader, ats 181; Y ounger, Panammuwa 101

472 Sader, tats 188
Shoemaker / Spanıer, Patron-Chıent 71

Postgate, and 260 thıs Wds Barrakab’s strategy, ıt 1S nOot lear whether he SUC-

ceeded. Throughout the re1gn of Tiglath-pileser he mMust have, but there 1S des-
cription of the final fate of Sam  >  al under Shalmaneser Whether Sam  :  al revolted,
rejecting the propaganda of the Barrakab inscr1ption, and Wäas crushed, whether it
Was merely annexed In almost clerical step, Canno be establıshed. In event,
independence dıd not ‚VCeN ast Barrakab’s OW)] reign.
Hamaılton, Past 230
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ssyrıan art46 The express1on, Sof the 29 translates the
Akkadıan expression Sar kıbrat er-betti".  ‚H 47 OCCUTS the Chicago edıtion (689
BC) of Sennacher1 691 Taylor TISM (col E lınes 1-19). The vassal des-
cribıng hımself dSs the CHDCIOL t7 1S ubiquitous.“” The “ £avor” (Aram.
hen) that abel gave” Barrakab “before the kıng of ssyrı1a  27 in inscriıption
2 lIıne 1S admıttedly not the MOST of the cCognate Akkadıan
term an-nl, 16 usually promıiıse” “yes’9 from
divination.”® Yet the meanıng of “ favor” OT “gracen ın letter of Sen-
acherıb Esarhaddon ere bestowed by the god Nabu).>

Look agaın al the Barrakab Inscriptions. The SCIVant CM  bed. of the °Lord
of the Four Quarters of the 29 Sservant “most wietehed: “emel, Dy STACC,
hen, W dS “seated throne.,” DEhani al Kurs In the mıdst of the great
kıngs, ” bemis’at malkin rabräbin, and responded, In Dy being “righteous,”
sdegq, wıth hıs ord Thıs 1S Israel’s description of theır relatiıonshıp wıth
Yahweh The CEe: e.g., Isa 45:4) of the ord of the gesöt-ha 8  ares (Isa
In theır camalenuü Ccu! 26:7), by hen SIACC XO 35:12-7177), Was yOSTD  N al
kisse‘ am 2:8) In the miıdst of melakım rabbim (Jer 211 and responded
wıth sedaqa Cu' 6:24) The simılarıties strıkıng.

A% first glace, however, they Afc scattered oughout the Hebrew
That 1S NOLT exactly the CAasc If o0k al the dıstrıbution of these Key terms
cebed of God, Lord of the Fourths of the Earth, amel, NEn, (J0d seated
er than about dynastıc ruler), great kıngs, and sEdAaga er than WI1S-
dom lıterature where ıt has Uun1que, dıfferent meaning),“ fiınd that asıde
from CCUTIEIICECS Psalms impossıble date, the terms diC clustered Deu-
TONOMY and the Deuteronomuistic Hıstory, Fırst and Second Isaıah, Jere-
mıah, and in Ezekıiel ese dIC al] writings from between 740 and

4 /
Hamaılton, Past 272%
Hamaılton, Past 7729 n.56; T 'ropper, Inschrıiften 134

AA PE
Waterman, Correspondence IT

2.134-36; Harper, etters, 1  _  =  K and Dıietrich, Correspondence
64-65 E1
Waterman, Correspondence 1457 Harper, Letters 14 14572 1620b
Rınggren, Word 45-52:; Schmid, Wesen 47-50.156-166: Schmuidt, Glaube 9-30: ICa
ValZ, Studıien 86-1
eut 264121 17 wıth ıts laws centralızatıon closely tied Deuteronomuistic theo-
LO2YV, Cannot be pre-DirH; Römer and de Pury, Deuteronomuistic EIG Judg 10:16 1S
“"wıdely recognized Deuteronomuistic; ” McKenzıe, Trouble 288 xod RSS
IMNaYy actually be earlıer, from the Yahwiıst SOUTCC, Beyerlın, Orıg1ins 908-99, 101 eut
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ere 1S already s1gnıfıcant evidence of ıterary borrowıng from Ssyrı1a Dy
Judah throughout thıs time. In VELY thorough study, Peter Machıiınıst has
cshown that saıah “reveals specı1fic, often ıntımate AaWaAaTENCSS of what the
Assyrıans dıd the dIicCca OVeT number of periods.  24 In fact, the motifs and
terminologzy borrowed Dy Isa1ah sShow the “dıstinct poss1bılıty that Isa1ah’s
owledge of Ssyrı1a WdsSs gaıned12  Robert D. Miller — BN NF 139 (2008)  There is already significant evidence of literary borrowing from Assyria by  Judah throughout this time. In a very thorough study, Peter Machinist has  shown that Isaiah “reveals specific, often intimate awareness of what the  Assyrians did in the area over a number of periods.””* In fact, the motifs and  terminology borrowed by Isaiah show the “distinct possibility that Isaiah’s  knowledge of Assyria was gained ... from official Assyrian literature, espe-  cially of the court.””* These motifs and terms could not have come from a later  period. More recently, Mark Hamilton has given evidence that not only does  Deuteronomy “reflect the political and intellectual currents of the Near East  during the eight and seventh centuries BCE, [but that] some pericopes show  direct literary dependence on Assyrian propaganda.’”® Thomas Römer notes  parallels of Neo-Assyrian conquest accounts and Joshua 6-12.°” Add to this the  parallels Mendenhall’s detractors found between Deuteronomic covenant lan-  guage and Neo-Assyrian treaties, which I cited earlier.”®  More weight should be given to possible connections between Assyria and  Judah that between Assyria and Israel. While it is probable that litera of the  Northern Kingdom, both oral and written, did find its way into Judah after the  fall of Samaria, it is more difficult to postulate a mechanism for this. There was  ample time between 841-836, 810-751, 740-735, and under Hoshea for Assy-  rian propaganda to find its way into Israelite thought patterns and literature. But  in light of what we have seen about the particular biblical texts that are parallel,  the probability is greater of transference to Judah, whose cordial contact with  6:20-25 may be later post-Deuteronomic material; Davies, “KD” 415; Römer,  Deuteronomy 127.  While I am still inclined to date the bulk of the composition to around 620 — “until  this day” fits the time, Josiah is the climax and structural end, emphasis on cult  centralization, opposition to Bethel and northern prophets make no sense post-exile —  I am not inclined to assign specific verses to this or that precisely datable redaction,  as do Nelson (Double Redaction) and O’Brien (Deuteronomistic History). I would  follow Römer and Peckham in seeing the 7th century as the starting point for  Deuteronomistic literary production, a history fully conceived in the exile; Römer,  History 43.71 (his list of items that would not fit a post-exilic context is on p. 67);  Peckham, Composition.  54  Machinist, Assyria 722; evidence is found on p. 719-727 and 734-736.  55  Machinist, Assyria 728.  56  Hamilton, Past 232; Römer, History 71.  7  Römer, History 84. Römer also cites titles and functions of Söterim taken over from  Assyrian administration by the Deuteronomistic Historian; Römer, History 79.  58  Römer, History 75.from OTITNCcCI1a ssyrıan lıterature. CSDC-
clally of the court.’”> These motifs and terms COU. nNOoTt have COTINC from later
per0 More recently, Mark Hamlılton has g1ven evidence that nNnOoTt only does
DeuteronomYy “reflect the polıtical and intellectual Currents of the Near ast
durıng the e1g and seventh centurlies BCE [but that] SOMNC per1copes ShOow
direct ıterary dependence ssyrıan propaganda.  2956 Thomas Römer NOTES

parallels of Neo-Assyrıan CONqUeES aCCounts and Joshua 6-12 Add thıs the
parallels Mendenhall’s detractors found between Deuteronomic lan-
SUASC and Neo-Assyrıan treatıes, ICS cıted earlier >®

More weıight cshould be g1ven poss1ıble connections between Ssyrı1a and
that between ssyrıa and Israel Whiıle ıt 1S probable that Iıtera of the

Northern ngdom, both oral and wrıtten, dıd find ıts WdYy into Judah after the
fal] of Samarıla. ıt 1S 1LIOIC HIICH postulate mechanısm fOr thıs There Wäas

ample time between 841-836. 810-751, /40-735, and under Hoshea for ASSY-
ran propaganı find 1ts WaY into Israelıte hought patterns and lıterature. But

1g of what ave SCCI1 about the partıcular 1DI1Ca. that AiIc parallel,
the probabılıty 1S greater of transference al whose ordıal Contact wıth

MaYy be later post-Deuteronomic materıl1al; Davıes, “KD’ 415: Römer,
Deuteronomy FF
Whıle still inclined date the bulk of the composıtion around 620 66  until
thıs day’ 9 fits the tiıme, Josiah 1s the clımax and structural end, emphasıs cult
centralızation, opposıtıon Bethel and northern prophets make post-exıle

18{011 inclhined assıgn specı1fic CISCS5 thıs that precıisely datable redaction,
do Nelson Double Redaction) and O’Brien (Deuteronomistic Hıstory). would

follow Römer and Peckham in see1ıng the 7th CUrYy the startıng pomnt for
Deuteronomistic lıterary production, hıstory tully concel1ved the exıle: Römer,
Hıstory 43 /1 (hıs 1ist of ıtems that would nOoTt fit post-exı1lic ‚ONTEXT 1S5 67);
Peckham, Composıition.
Machıinıst, Assyrıa P evidence 1S found 110227 and a 36

55 Machıinıst, Assyrıa 728
Hamaılton, Past 232 Römer, Hıstory P
Römer, Hıstory Römer also cıtes tıtles and functions of soterim taken VeCeT from
Assyrıan admınıstration by the Deuteronomuistic Hiıstorian: Römer, Hıstory
Römer, Hıstory 4S
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Sssyrıa SCS back al least Ahaz’s petition Tıglath-pileser 2Kgs 16, and
Ahaz recorded by the Assyrıans d payıng trıbute al  Y 734/733 >°

Ssyrı1a Was CONSTANT Contact wıth from thıs time. Wall Relief
Room al Dur-Sh: has Sargon 11 In Judeo-Phıiılıstine (nbbethon
and Sargon records recelving trıbute irom Judah.®! Of the INanıYy SOUTITCCS for the
re1gn of Sennacherı1b 5-68  C the Rassam Cylınder has the canonıcal aCcCCount
ofhıs ırd campal1gn, ZO1: 1G included hıs famous Invasıon of The
1SSsues of thıs Invasıon, ıts tımıng, and ıts conclusıon. AIc VELIY complex and eed
NOT CONCECEITIN us  62 What 1S ımportant 1S the hıst of trıbute the Rassam ylınder

longer than that the elated Taylor T1ISM IC includes trıbute from
e7zeK13!| of Judah lınes 55-58 ©

One plece of interesting informatıon that {irom thıs ep1sode 2Kgs
8-20 and Isa1ah 36-39, 1C have the ssyrı1an “Rab-Shageh,” furtanu, and
“Rab-Sarıs” present al the sıege of Jerusalem In /01 saıah mentions only the
Rab-Shageh. The uUrtanu 1S the VICEeTOY, and the Rab-Sarıs 1S the rab Sa reSL,
1e eunuch (J)T I6 marshal ANET, ollowıng ppenheım, Luckenbiıll, and
others., 11l ell YOU that Rab-Shage Wäas also present campaıgn agamst
Iyre Thıs results from miıstaken eadıng of d rab SAQU, rather
than the COITECT readıng of rab SCa resT. The Sarı went TYIS dSs he
miıght be expected to Rab SAQU 1S GAL.BI.LUL, ssyrıan OTIICcCIa who
went an Yy campaigns.®“ Thus, scholars who WEIC that he A1d NOT SO
Iyre anywhere else assumed the had invented the of the Rab-
Shageh al Jerusalem. But there 15 better explanatıon: it 1S the Rab-Shageh who
speaks Hebrew In 2Kgs 8258 The Rab SAGU had COTINC Jerusalem because
he Was Hebrew-speaker. The of deportees from the ern Kıng-
dom ın the Assyrıan CO and milıtary 1S ell known,  65 and thıs 1S another such
Casec Thıs bılıngualiısm 1n Ssyrıa 111 be important when COTINC 18 mecha-
nısms fOor transmıssıon ofSsyrıan deology Israel later In thıs presentatıon.

ssyrıan lıst Manasseh ASs althful vassal. both under sarhaddon
who mentions T1SM summon1ng the kıngs beyond the rnver, includıng
Manasseh, Nıneveh SCCUTC ulldıng materı1als for 1LIC  S palace in 676
(ARAB 2.265-66 ANET 291) and Assurbanıpal, whom Manasseh dACCOINDA-

0
Franklın, Room 260

61 Nımrud Letters 1 % lIıne
For dıscuss1on, SCC Grabbe, ırd.

63 Doubts that Hezekıah 1S deseribed here bringing trıbute that thıs description 1S

64
factual have been raısed only rarely, by Gallagher, Sennacherıb’s.
ales, Impero 301
Dalley, Legacy 62-63
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nıed the campal1gn 18 Egypt in 645 rTısm ARA ”7 3400 ANET 2943°
Was fully wıthın the ssyrlan vassal SyStem from the time of Ahaz untıl

the fall ofNineveh.®/
But how dıd the transmissıon of ssyrı1an terms, motıifs. and deology

occur? On the ONC hand should nOoTt lımıt the vehiıcles for transmıssıon
wriıtten ONCS, especlally oral culture. Israelıtes COU have SCCI1 Assyrıan
ehefs and art.°® They COU. have ear speeches lıke that of Rab-Shageh al

Jerusalem.
‘“One ought not 118 Inımıze the contact wıth actual texts,  2%09 ough The

Assyrıans erected stelae all OVeT the empıre for people 18 SAZC upon. '© The
Assyrıan mpıire maıntaiıned effective propaganda program by OT its
inscriptions.” The Assyrıans erected stelae both Ashdod, and Samarıa.
presumably they COU. ave also  /2 While ıt 1S unlıkely that Maln y

COU. read Akkadıan (or AlLYy wriıtten language), ”” the of cune1l-
form tablets In, for example, 12”-century Shechem”* 1S ONC of MAany evidences
that officıals such ultural backwaters COU. 1S alsSO poss1ble that such
stelae WCIC read AI0OU! the populace, dSs Oppenheiım suggested for Sargon and
Esarhaddon. ”” In addıtıon. ambassadors SIVrU; the word 1S loaned 18
Hebrew dSs SIr In Isa 18:2), WOU have been exchange between (and
Israel) and Ssyrl1a egularly (CE, Isa 7-39; 2Kgs 19-20) TIhe ean ONCS

WOU. have COM from precısely that urban, scr1bal elıte that Thomas Römer
identifies dSs the Deuteronomists. /

The Assyrıans WEIC intentional In theır propaganı and wanted vassal states
absorb theır deology. One of the strongest proofs of thıs takes us back {O

Sam  al fter hıs 671 campaıgn EgZypt, Esarhaddon seft three stelae, af

1ıl-Barsıp, and ONC al Sam  al They identical EXCEDL for subtle dıfferences

It 1Ss interesting that thıs text refers, for the fırst tiıme, Manasseh © ‘kin g’ 9 of Judah
Fales, pero
Machinıst, Assyrıa 730
Machıinıst, Assyrıa F
Tadmor, Propaganda 330-331

T Ebeling, Bruchstücke
E} Machıinıst, Assyrıa 731

Machinıst, Assyrıa TEL

75
Miıller, Chieftaims
Tadmor, Propaganda 373 RA
Machıinıst, Assyrıa 730 n.6

T Römer, Hıstory 46-47



The Israelıte Covenant in Ancıent Near Ekastern Context

dıctated by the specıfic audience /® 10 Ssyrlanıze. Tıl-Barsıp, Esarhaddon 1S
ssyrıan clothing and haır, his captıves tandıng waist-high. ”” For Sam’al,
however, ST1 deep in ıts Neo-Hiıttıte amaean culture d STa  < earhlıer, the
kıng garments and Phoenıicıan and the ubject people dIC

only knee-hıgh and kept leashes ®®
But the 1DI1Ca wriıters ..  claım for the Judean natıonal god ahwe the

functions and the sovere1gnty of the Assyrıan kino Theır subversive Counter-
propaganda 1S “underlıne the fact that Judah’s suzeraın 1S nNOotLt the ssyrıan
kıng and the deıties he represents, but Yahweh, the ‘only God.””®?®

Summary
Much study of the Israelıte COovenanı has focused theır sSiımılarıtıes wıth ancıent

Near Eastern treaties. 'hıs study that the bıblıcal Covenant instead bears cater
resemblance composed by vassals of the Neo-Assyrıan empıre. The best example
of such 1s the Barrakab inscr1ıption from ancıent Samal It 1S suggested that Neo-
Assyrıan propaganda Was used In the Barrakab inser1ption and Wäas 1kewıse adopted Dy
ancıent Israehtes and altered describe the relatıon ofYahweh hıs people.

Zusammenfassung
Viıele Studıen iısraehıtischen und beschäftigen sich mıt dessen Ahnlichkeiten

mıit den alten Bündnıssen des ahen (O)stens. Dıiıese vorlıiegende Arbeıt schlägt VOL, dass
der bıblısche Bun: orößere Ahnlichkeit mıiıt den Texten hat, dıe VOIl den Untertanen des
Neo-Assyrische Reıchs verfasst wurden Das beste Beıspıel solcher exte ist dıe arra-
kab-Inschrift aqus dem alten Samal. Man kann annehmen, dass dıe Neo-Assyrısche Propa-
ganda der Barrakab-Inschrift verwendet wurde und gleichfalis VOoN den alten Isrealıten
aAM  n und verändert wurde, dıe Beziehung Jahwes seinem Volk iıllus-
trieren.
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