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»Josiah’s Death Described In the o0ok of Kıngs

Michael AvIoz  c
At the close of the aCCOUNT of the re1gn of Kıng Osıah of Judah 2Kgs

3,29-30, read:
441n hıs days Pharaoh-Necho kıng of Ekgeypt ent agaınst the kıng of ASSY-
ra the rmver Kuphrates; and kıng Josiah went agamnst hım: and he sSlew hım
at Megı1ddo, when he had SCCMN hım.

hıs Servants carrıed hım charıot dead irom Megıddo, and brought
hım erusalem, and burıed hım his sepulchre.”

Many researchers and COMMEeNtatoOrs have pomted Ouf that from thıs short
aCCOUNLT, ıt 1S dıfficult know what Circumstances underlay the conftlct bet-
WCCCI] Kıng Josıah of and haraoh-Necho kıng of Egypt In 609 BCE
contrast, from the parallel aCcCCount 1E  > 353.20. ıt 1S clear that took
place between the kıngs

°° Alter all thıs, when Josıah had prepared the temple, Necho kıng of Egypt
went fight agalst Carchemish by the Euphrates; and Josıah went Out
agamst hım.  97

Later chapter An of Chronicles, the Hebrew IXO7011 mnm [(.;  t’ 7]
three times: OMNCEC E and twıce In Z

cholars who have studied thıs STOTY discussed Varı0us questions that arıse
therefrom: Dıd between Os1ah and the kıng of Egypt take place also
accordıng the ACCOUNT Kıngs? Is the Chronicles vers1ion Aase'l the Kıngs
vers1on, OT 1S ıt taken from another source!? 4O these mMust be the prob-
lem of the fact that the SLOTY of Josiah’s conflıct wıth e€ 1S not documented
In non-Bıiıblical OUTCCS

Thıs artıcle 111 dea]l solely wıth the irst question. OQur objective 15 sShow
that ase!l the aCCOUNT in Kıngs dSs ell dSs Chronıicles, Josiah dıed In
To that end, PTODOSC NC  S analysıs of the Ings aCCOunt of Josiah’s death,
wıthout discussıng that Chronicles*.

For discussion of these questions, SCC the ı1terature referred Na ’aman, Lists of
Cities. hıs artıcle Wäas reprinted Englısh: Na ’aman, Josıiah. 10 thıs Must be
Talshır, Deaths; Cline, Battles, Delamarter, Death; Miıtchell, Death
(One claım heard agamınst researchers seekıng rTeCONSTTUCT the hıstory of the First
Temple per10d based combınatıon of Kıngs and Chronicles 1S that they harmon-
177e them and they nNnot alert dıfferences between the [8070) See for example
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The VIEW accordıng 18 I6 between
Jos1iah and Pharaoh-Necho took place

Many scholars belıeve that hınt eX1ISts In Kıngs of ACCOUNT of
between Josıah and Pharaoh-Necho?. So ir nOoL, then what dıd take place
between the kıngs”? Some researchers belıeve that Pharoah-Necho’s
DOSC In comıng Judah WdsS demand Josjiah’s (vassal’s) oath of loyalty
When Josjah dıd NOT take thıs oath d Was accepted In those tımes, he Was
accused ofdısloyalty, and thus pDut death*

ere other proposals, al] of1C rejeCci the possı1bılıty that took
place In Kıngs Those who hold o these proposals AISUC that In Josiah’s day,
Judah Was already under Egyptian rule, and there Was feud between Israel
and Egypt al thıs time°.

The VIEW accordıng {O 1C between
Josjah and Pharaoh-Necho dıd take place

Another STOUD of researchers belıieves that dıd take place between
Josıah and eC al Megıddo. Thıs STOUD 00 al the milıtary Og1C of Josiah’s
act1ons. Malamaft® and others’ argue for milıtary Og1C behind Josiah’s dC-
t10ns:

Egypt’'s Prev10us efeats Dy Babylonıa WOU. have caused Josjah VIEW
Necho’s og agamst ssyrıa dSs Oopportune OMent defeat
Egypt
Movement Wadı Ara WOU have been dıfficult IOr OIMNCONE unifamılıar
wıth the reg10n’s terraın, and Josjah WOU have exploited thıs o hıs advan-
tage

W ds eIy that Josiah feared that gyptian-Assyrıan pact WOU. ead
back sıtuation whereıin WOU be enslaved, and he ope that hıs

Galıl, Rereadıng. eCaUSE of thıs. chose 1gnore h1s testimonYy of Chronicles In
order refraın irom expressing simılar claım agamst hım.
Na’aman, Josıah, 65; Nelson, Kıngs, 33 Halpern, Manasseh, 503
Welch. Death, 259 ogan Tadmor, Kıngs, 301: Na’aman, Josıah: Talshır, Deaths;
Halpern, Manasseh: Sweeney, Kıng, Jones. Kıngs, 629, wriıtes refuting thıs hypo-
hesıs, °“ T here 15 1Cason for supposıng that Josiah had been summoned meet
Necho’””.
See Nelson, Realpolıtik; Nıehr, Reform, ADZAT
Malamet, Josiah’s Bıd, ET
See aato, Josıiah, 7 9 Cline: Battles: Miılgrom, Josıah: Weınfeld, Joshua, 148,
and 1 SCIz: Theology, 79-80; Galıl, Chronology, 157
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expression of loyalty Babylonıa WOU bring about Judah’s indepen-
dence®
The assumption that underlay the LTeaLy between Josıah and Babylonıa Wädas

NOTL necessarıly ıllogıcal. Such Lreaty Was s1ıgne between Hezekıah and
Babylonıa, d read in 2Kgs 70?
On the ONC hand, ıt ADDCAISs that those takıng the former (no battle) approac

have NOT managed beyond the cshadow of (8181 that there 15
ACCOUNT of Kıngs On the other hand, the latter (a dıd take
place) approac: 1S hardly A4SE| the LIeEXT, but rather external Indıngs.
Therefore., PTODOSC hereıin close readıng of the wrıtings. 2Kgs 2329
read:

SIn hıs days Pharaoh—Necho kıng of £Z2yYp went against‘” the kıng of
Assyrıa the Mver Euphrates; and kıng Josıah went agamst hım: and he sSlew
hım al Megı1ddo, when he had SCCIH

1le SOINC researchers elhıeve that ings contaıns hınt that
Wädas wage: between osıah and Pharaoh-Necho, they 1gnore the fact that the
phrase M7 7Dn (“wen! toward””) d used Scripture usually indıicates the
beginnıng of battle!! For example, read In (Gjen 32 what the INCSSCHESCIS
ell aCo about ESau, who 1S about attack hım > he cometh meetl thee,
and four IMNeN wıth him  -”12 Sam 17.48, read about Golhath
. ıt CAalllec DAaSss, when the Philıistine AarosC, and Calnle and drew nıgh

Cross Freedman, Josiah’s; Brıight, Hıstory, 324-325; Oded, Judah, 468
On thıs trealty, SC6 argon, Hezekıah’s, and the bıblıography ere Compare Red-
ford, Egypt,
The beginnıng of the 1S dıfficult. The phrase “went |agalınst |” usually indı-
cates battle, yel ıt 1S ıllogıcal for the pharach be preparıng for battle agamst the
kıng ofAssyrıa, they dIiCc s1gnatories pDaCT. One possıbılıty 1S that the
author of Kıngs erred In hıs AaCCOUNLT. Yet there exXx1sts another possı1bılıty, which 1S
A4dSSUTNEC that 7N, expressed In Man Yy places In the Scriptures. See Hobbs,
Kıngs, 340 Spieckermann relates briefly the swıtchıng of ql and al the Scr1p-
tures See Spieckermann, Juda, 143 250:; the phenomenon 1S In fact quıte
See 1Kgs 13,4 TZU-ZZ 18,46; 20.43:; 2Kgs 73; 8:3 16,9; Z and 2Kgs 22.20; In
Ontrast 2Kgs 2 ' 65 Jer 18,1 Thıs swıtch 1S partıcularly preponderant Samuel
Cogan and Tadmor claım that 87 357 does NOL necessarıly indıcate milıtary
actıvıty. Yet nNOoTt only do they nNOoTt specı1fyv hat the OCCUTITIELCECS WCIC whereın thıs
phrase does ave milıtary meanıng; they do not V explam hat the ogrammatıcal

compositional logıc would be In 2Kgs 23 fOor understandıng the phrase ANI? 7D
In mıilıtary Ontext See Cogan Tadmor, Kıngs, 301
(n Gen S OC Hamaiuılton, Book, RET Hamılton refers ISO 2Kgs 2329 In thıs
ONtTtEeXT.
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meeTf avl that avl hastened, and Tan toward the aIIY 18} meet the
Philistine. ” Lıkewıse., read In Sam 23 Z6 that Samue|l went agamst the
Phılıstines”. Wdl In Aram, escrmnDbe! 1Kgs 2027 read that the
hıldren of Israe]l ”_ — went agamst the Arameans]; and encamped before
themMichel Avioz — BN NF 142 (2009)  meet David, that David hastened, and ran toward the army to meet the  Philistine.” Likewise, we read in 1Sam 23,28 that Samuel “...went against the  Philistines”. In Ahab’s war in Aram, described in 1Kgs 20,27, we read that the  children of Israel “...went against [the Arameans]; and ... encamped before  ihem..  In addition, there are many military connotations'!? to the Hebrew word n81P7  as can be seen in Num 20,20; 21,23; Jos 8,14; 16,20; Jud 7,24; 20,31; 1Sam 4,1-  2; 17,2; 2Sam 2:9-10,17: 18,6; and 2Kgs 9,21: 148, 16.  In order to support the view that we are actually reading an account of the  swearing of an oath of loyalty by Josiah to Pharaoh-Necho, Talshir points out a  parallel account in 2Kgs 16, according to which Ahaz was compelled to swear  loyalty to the king of Assyria. Yet by the same token, it could be argued that the  parallel from the wars of Amazia and Joash reveals the opposite: *  2Kgs 23.29  Other occurrences in the Book of Kings  Josiah went to meet him; and Pharacoh  “Come, let us look one another in the  Necho slew him at Megiddo, when he  face (2Kgs 14:8).  saw him  And it came to pass, when the captains  of the chariots saw... (1Kgs 22,32-33)  At this point, it is appropriate to bring in the account of the king’s burial. As  we know, accounts of the burials of the kings of Judah are repeated throughout  Kings, and are laden with meaning regarding the admiration for the kings of  Judah on the part of the author'° It is difficult to imagine that the author of  Kings would relate to Josiah’s having been put to death (as opposed to having  died in battle) as one in whose wake the king’s servants would feel compelled to  bury him in grandeur in the City of David!®, as we read in 2Kgs 23,30: “[and his  servants] brought him to Jerusalem, and buried him in his own sepulchre”.  Moreover, Josiah’s honorable burial is reminiscent of Saul’s burial after  being killed by the Philistines in 1 Samuel 31, in contrast to what befell Ahab in  1Kgs 22,37-38:  13  14  Compare Montgomery, Commentary, 538.  Zmirin, Josiah, 102. On the historical background of this battle, see Na’aman, Back-  ground.  15  16  Regarding the last, see Na’aman, Death Formulae.  On this point, compare Frost, Death, 376. On the version in 2Chr 35,24, according to  which Josiah was buried in his family sepulchre, see Bloch-Smith, Burial Practices,  118; Japhet, Chronicles, 1044. For parallels in the ancient Near East according to  which a king who died in battle was entitled to an honorable burial, see Hamilton,  Body, 145-182.addıtion. there INa milıtary connotations!® the Hebrew word ANIP?
dSs Caln be SCCI] In Num 20,20; Z Z Jos 6, 14; 16,20; Jud 7,24; 20,3 } Sam 4,1-
Z FZ2 2Sam 2,9-10, F 18,6 and 2Kgs 921 14,8 16

order tO Support the VIEW that dIicC actually eadınz account of the
Sswearıng of oath of loyalty Dy Josiah Pharaoh-Necho, Talshır pomts Out
paralle. aCcCCount In 2Kgs 16. accordıng 18 16 Ahaz WdsSs compelled o
loyalty the kıng ofSSyr1a. Yet by the Sarmine token. ıt COU be argue that the
paralle from the WAars ofAmazıa and 03as reveals the opposıte:
2Kgs 23,29 ther CCUITENCES In the Book ofKıngs
Josıah went LO meeft hım:; and Pharacoh ‘Come, let us o0k OTNIC another In the
ec sSlew hım al Meg1ddo, when he face 9S 14:8)
Sq  S hım

ıt Camle o DaSS, when the captaıns
charıots STA  z .gS 22,32-33)

At thıs pomt, ıt 1S approprıiate o bring In the acCcount of the kıng’s urıa As
KnoW, AaCCOUNTS of the url1als of the Kkıngs of uda| AdIc repeated throughout

Kıngs, and en wıth meanıngz regardıng the admıration for the kıngs of
the part of the author!> 1S 1E imagıne that the author of

ings WOU. relate Josiah’s havıng been put ea! (as opposed avıng
died In battle) dS ONC In whose wake the kıng’s ervants WOU. feel compelled fo
bury hım In grandeur the City ofDavıd ® dSs read In 2Kgs 23,30 “[and hıs
servants| brought hım Jerusalem, and buried hım hıs ()W) sepulchre”.

Moreover, Josiah’s honorable urıa 1S remmnIsScent of Saul’s urıa after
being kılled Dy the Phılıstines In Samuel 51 In Contrast LO what befell Z  ab In
1Kgs 2,37-38

Compare Montgomery, Commentary, 538
Zmıirın, Josıah, 102 the hıstorical background of thıs battle, SCC Na ’ aman, ack-
ground.
Regardıng the last, SCn Na’aman., eath Formulae.
On thıs pomt, COMPDAIC Frost, Death, 376 On the version In ZCHr 35,24, according
whiıich Josjah W dS buried In hıs famıly sepulchre, SCC Bloch-Smith, Burıal Practices,
118; Japhet, Chronicles, 10  E For parallels In the ancıent Near ast accordıngwhich kıng who died In battle WAas entitled honorable burıal, SCC Hamılton,
Body, 145-1872



What Happened al Megı1ıddo?What Happened at Megiddo?  ... And they washed the chariot by the pool of Samaria; and the dogs licked  up his blood; the harlots also washed themselves there. ..”  Or King Ahaziah of Judah as described in 2Kgs 9,27-28'”:  ‘_ ..[and they smote him] at the ascent of Gur, which is by Ible’am. And he  fled to Megiddo, and died there ... And his servants carried him in a chariot  to Jerusalem, and buried him in his sepulchre with his fathers in the city of  David.”  The indirect evidence for the evidence of a battle  between Josiah and the king of Egypt  Indirectly, it can be said that Kings tells of a battle between Josiah and the  king of Egypt. If indeed what is narrated is an account of a battle between Judah  and Egypt, then this should provide a theological explanation for the death of  Josiah, who was a righteous king. Yet based on the text, Josiah died in sin,  which was his failure to consult with the prophets before going into battle.  According to the practice described in Scripture and in the ancient Near East  in general, kings would consult with the gods before going out to do battle. The  fact that Josiah neither inquired of God nor consulted with a prophet before the  battle with Pharaoh-Necho constituted a violation of a well-known custom!®.  Conclusion  From reading the text, an unequivocal conclusion cannot be drawn that a  battle between Josiah and Pharaoh-Necho occurred. Yet that such a battle took  place is not impossible, as emerges from the re-reading of the account that we  propose. Before discussing the extra-Biblical contexts of any Biblical account,  we must begin with a precise analysis of the story, examine its Biblical  parallels, and only afterwards study the extra-Biblical parallels.  In this article, we have set aside for the moment the account in Chronicles,  with the objective of focusing solely on what is written in Kings. The fact that  the account in Kings is not logical in a military sense does not rule out the  possibility that at least based on the Biblical account, a battle did take place at  Megiddo.  Summary  Scholars who have studied the story of Josiah’s death in 2Kgs 23:29-30 discussed  various questions that arise therefrom: Did a battle between Josiah and the king of Egypt  !7 A particularly interesting parallel to Ahaziah, the account of whose death is also  connected to Megiddo, can be found in 2Kgs 9,27.  18  See an expansion on this discussion in Avioz, Josiah’s.they washed the Aarıo0! by the pool of Samarıa; and the dogs lıcked
hıs 00 the harlots Iso washed themselves there

(r Kıng azla|l of Judah dSs deseribed In 2Kgs QIE28What Happened at Megiddo?  ... And they washed the chariot by the pool of Samaria; and the dogs licked  up his blood; the harlots also washed themselves there. ..”  Or King Ahaziah of Judah as described in 2Kgs 9,27-28'”:  ‘_ ..[and they smote him] at the ascent of Gur, which is by Ible’am. And he  fled to Megiddo, and died there ... And his servants carried him in a chariot  to Jerusalem, and buried him in his sepulchre with his fathers in the city of  David.”  The indirect evidence for the evidence of a battle  between Josiah and the king of Egypt  Indirectly, it can be said that Kings tells of a battle between Josiah and the  king of Egypt. If indeed what is narrated is an account of a battle between Judah  and Egypt, then this should provide a theological explanation for the death of  Josiah, who was a righteous king. Yet based on the text, Josiah died in sin,  which was his failure to consult with the prophets before going into battle.  According to the practice described in Scripture and in the ancient Near East  in general, kings would consult with the gods before going out to do battle. The  fact that Josiah neither inquired of God nor consulted with a prophet before the  battle with Pharaoh-Necho constituted a violation of a well-known custom!®.  Conclusion  From reading the text, an unequivocal conclusion cannot be drawn that a  battle between Josiah and Pharaoh-Necho occurred. Yet that such a battle took  place is not impossible, as emerges from the re-reading of the account that we  propose. Before discussing the extra-Biblical contexts of any Biblical account,  we must begin with a precise analysis of the story, examine its Biblical  parallels, and only afterwards study the extra-Biblical parallels.  In this article, we have set aside for the moment the account in Chronicles,  with the objective of focusing solely on what is written in Kings. The fact that  the account in Kings is not logical in a military sense does not rule out the  possibility that at least based on the Biblical account, a battle did take place at  Megiddo.  Summary  Scholars who have studied the story of Josiah’s death in 2Kgs 23:29-30 discussed  various questions that arise therefrom: Did a battle between Josiah and the king of Egypt  !7 A particularly interesting parallel to Ahaziah, the account of whose death is also  connected to Megiddo, can be found in 2Kgs 9,27.  18  See an expansion on this discussion in Avioz, Josiah’s.[and they SMOTE hım | al the ascent of Gur, which 1$ Dy Ible’am. he
fled Megı1ddo, and dıed ereWhat Happened at Megiddo?  ... And they washed the chariot by the pool of Samaria; and the dogs licked  up his blood; the harlots also washed themselves there. ..”  Or King Ahaziah of Judah as described in 2Kgs 9,27-28'”:  ‘_ ..[and they smote him] at the ascent of Gur, which is by Ible’am. And he  fled to Megiddo, and died there ... And his servants carried him in a chariot  to Jerusalem, and buried him in his sepulchre with his fathers in the city of  David.”  The indirect evidence for the evidence of a battle  between Josiah and the king of Egypt  Indirectly, it can be said that Kings tells of a battle between Josiah and the  king of Egypt. If indeed what is narrated is an account of a battle between Judah  and Egypt, then this should provide a theological explanation for the death of  Josiah, who was a righteous king. Yet based on the text, Josiah died in sin,  which was his failure to consult with the prophets before going into battle.  According to the practice described in Scripture and in the ancient Near East  in general, kings would consult with the gods before going out to do battle. The  fact that Josiah neither inquired of God nor consulted with a prophet before the  battle with Pharaoh-Necho constituted a violation of a well-known custom!®.  Conclusion  From reading the text, an unequivocal conclusion cannot be drawn that a  battle between Josiah and Pharaoh-Necho occurred. Yet that such a battle took  place is not impossible, as emerges from the re-reading of the account that we  propose. Before discussing the extra-Biblical contexts of any Biblical account,  we must begin with a precise analysis of the story, examine its Biblical  parallels, and only afterwards study the extra-Biblical parallels.  In this article, we have set aside for the moment the account in Chronicles,  with the objective of focusing solely on what is written in Kings. The fact that  the account in Kings is not logical in a military sense does not rule out the  possibility that at least based on the Biblical account, a battle did take place at  Megiddo.  Summary  Scholars who have studied the story of Josiah’s death in 2Kgs 23:29-30 discussed  various questions that arise therefrom: Did a battle between Josiah and the king of Egypt  !7 A particularly interesting parallel to Ahaziah, the account of whose death is also  connected to Megiddo, can be found in 2Kgs 9,27.  18  See an expansion on this discussion in Avioz, Josiah’s.hıs servants carrıed hım In charıot

Jerusalem, and buriıed hım In hıs sepulchre wıth hıs fathers the cıty of
Davıd.”

The indırect evidence for the evidence of battle
between Josiah and the kıng of £ZVYp

ırectly, ıt Call be sa1d that Kıngs of between Os1ı1ah and the
kıng ofEgypt If indee: what 1S narrated 1S ACCOUNT of between Judah
and Egypt, then thıs should provıde theologıical explanatıon for the death of
Josıiah, who Was rıghteous kıng Yet asel the teXT, Josıah dıed SIN,
16 Was hıs aılure consult wıth the prophets before gomg nto

ccordıng the practice esCrTY1DE: In Scripture and In the ancıent Near ast
In general, kıngs WOU. consult wıth the gods before go1ng Out do The
fact that Josıah neıther inquıred of (G0d NOT consulted wıth prophet before the

wıth Pharaoh-Necho constituted violatıon of well-known custom!®.

Conclusıon
TOom eadıng the teXT, unequ1vocal conclusıon be drawn that

between Josjah and Pharacoh-  echo Occurred. Yet that such took
place 1S not impossı1ble, d CINCISCS irom the re-readıng of the aCCOUnNT that
PTrODOSC. Before discussıng the extra-Bıblical of 1DI1Ca acCCount,

mMust egın wıth prec1se analysıs of the SLOTY, examıne ıts 1DIl1Ca
parallels, and only afterwards study the extra-Bıblical parallels.

In thıs artıcle, have sefi asıde for the MmMoOoment the aCCount In Chronıicles,
wıth the objectıive of focusıng solely what 15 wriıtten Kıngs The fact that
the aCCOUNT Kıngs 1S nNOT ogıical mıilıtary does not rule Out the
possı1bılıty that al least AaSse. the 1D11Ca aCCOUNLT, dıd take place al
Megıddo.

Summary
Scholars who have studıed the STOTY of Josiah’’s death In 2Kgs 23:29-30) discussed

Varıo0ous questions that 11SsSeE therefrom: Did battle between Josiah and the kıng of Egypt

Ea partıcularly interesting paralle]l Ahazıah, the ACCOUNT of whose death 1S Iso
connected Megı1ddo, Can be found 2Kgs 9,27

18 NSee expansıon thıs discussion In AVvIOZz, Josiah’s.
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take place ISO accordıng the aCCOUunNntT In Kıngs? Is the Chronicles ersion based the
Kıngs vers1ion, 1S it taken Irom another source‘? Thıs artıcle deals solely wıth the first
question. Our objectıve 1S ShoOow that based the aCCount Kıngs ell
Chronicles, Josiah diıed in battle 10 that end, PITODOSC He  S analysıs of the Kıngs
acCcCount of Josiah’s death, wıthout discussıng that Chronicles

/usammenfTfassung
Wiıssenschaftler, welche dıe Geschichte des Todes Jos1as 2Kön 23,29-30 analysıert

haben, stellen auf (irunde diıeser Dıskussion folgende ragen: Hat der Kampf zwıischen
Jos1ia und dem Könıg VoNn Ägypten uch ach dem Bericht 1mM uch der Könige
stattgefunden? Ist dıie ersion In den Chronikbüchern auf Basıs der ersion 1mM uch der
Könige geschildert der schöpft SIE dUus ıner anderen Quelle? Der vorlıegende Artıkel
analysıert dıie erste Frage. Unser 1e] ist begründen, dass sowohl nach der Be-
schreibung 1Im uch der Könıge als auch 1mM uch der Chronik Jos1ia 1Im Kampf gefallen
ist. afır bleten WIT ıne CUu«c Analyse der Beschreibung Jos1as 1mM uch der Könige,
ohne dıe Beschreibung in der Chronik berücksichtigen.
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