
THE DEUTERONOMIO INTERPRETATION OF HISTORY 

A Thesis 

submitted to the Faculty of Graduate Studies 

and Research in McGill University, in partial 

fulfillment of the requirements for the Degree of 

Master of Saored Theology 

Roy J. Davison, B.S., B.D. 

Montreal, April, 1958. 



ACKNOLBDGEMENT 

I wish to 1oknowledge the graoious help of Dr. Charles J. Cumming, 

Professor Emeritus of Old Testament Language & Literature in Bangor 

Theologioal Seminary, who first suggested the fruitful coalescence 

of social concern and religious inspiration in the Hebrew Prophets. 

My gratitude is also due to Dean Stànley B. Frost of the 

Faoulty of Divinity in McGill University who refined my knowledge 

of the Prophets and guided my thinking in the matter of the relation­

ship between Prophet and tradition. 

I am grateful to Mr. M. Rashid Feroz of the Islamics Insti tute 

of MoGill University who prepared the fingl version of the manusoript. 



TABLE OF CONTENTS 

CHAPTER I 

A Suroey of Historiographical 
Pè.&e 

Theory••••••••••••••••••••• 1 

CHAPTER II 

The Ideologioal Oha.raoter of tt:ieeJ Document •••••••••••••• iij, 

CHAPTER III 

The Contribution of the Eighth Oentury Prophets •••••••••• 46 

CHAPTER IV 

The Cri ticai and Normative Oha.raoter of Deuterono:my ..... 71 

CHAPTER V 

The Deuteronomio History 

al Introduction•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9; 
b: Principal Treatment •• ·••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 101 

c: Epilogue••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 127 

d: Ex-cursus. on Eli jah ••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••• •.. 1;0 

CHAPTER VI 

Conclusion 

a. The History•··•••••••••••••••••••·•••·······••·•••••l4o 

b. The Historian •. ·••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••15; 

BIBLIOGRAPHY·•••··~·•••••••••••••••••••·••••••••••••••••••••••l60 

(Each chapt@r is preceded by a Synopsis) 



OHAPTER I 

Survey of Historiographical Theory 

Synopsis 

This chapter contains a survey of historiographioal theory from 
the time of the Greeks up to the work of Soroldn and Ma.ndelbaum. It 
is desèriptive rather than critical. 

The work of Herodotus and Thucydides is contraated.- Herodotus 
fel t that History is the recording of the acta and thoughts of men. Men 
were autonomous agents with the power to influencci the course of events 
for good or evil according as they acted wisely or foolishly. Thucydides 
felt that Hiatory was the working out of the plana of the 'Goda and 
tha t men gained sta tus only as they contributed to the on-going suc cess 
of the State. This tended to reduce History to the for.mal narrative of 
the acta of representative figures and left lesa :room for individual 
variance and free choice. Both were followed by the Historian Xenophon, 
in whose work we note a heightened respect for the acts of individual 
strength and ability as well as narratives of smaller-scale operations. 

Roman Historiography Wa.s dominated by two considerations: the 
sense of mission ·to rule the world equi tably, as we find in L:ivy, and 
the Epiourean view tnat the Gode had very little to do ldth the on­
going course of events. Out of this latter vew the humanistic school 
of Historiography represented by auch writers as Tacitus and Suetonius 
and by the biogrnphical etudies of Plutarch. · 

The ri se of Christian! ty brought back a sense of· external and 
uni versa1 cri terin. History vtas the \'TOrldng out of the Plan of God 
as he had revealed that Plan to His accredited agency, the Ohuroh. 
l-ien gained status and happiness in this life and a safer chance for 
the life to come as they associated tbemselves ~dth these external 
criteria. This left very little room for those deeper variations of' 
character which make up so much of History. 

The Renaissance 'Wa.s a return to humanism and intellectual 
pretensions 1 of wbich Descartes and Pi·co della Mirandola are 
cb.a.racteristic. This note of intellectual confidence in man's ability 
to derive universals apart from the divine authority of the Ohuroh 
is reflected in the formulations of G. Vico. The later though of 
Locke, and Hume found re:f'lection in the rationalistic history of 
Gibbon and Voltaire. 

The Enlighte:runent vias a triumph of the proceas of intelleotua­
lization and formulation. The ul timate product l'laS a mystical Nature 
which was the ground of life and \'lhioh replaced the God who had been 
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removed by Deism from effective influence on the course of events. 
Of this Eulightenment-conception of a complete and self-adjusting 
Nature, Herder, with his conception of·a teleological Nature, is a 
significant product. · · 

Ka.nt, building on the Enlightenment thinkers, yet objeoted to 
this attributing to Nature auch great power a. He said that Nature of 
itself could do little; rather, it was as man in his intellectual 
genius made use of Nature that it was enabled. to give forth its· 
treasures. 

Hegel, too, \tas dissatisfied with what he considered to be 
the merely cyclical character of Nature; he fel t i t left no place 
for the distinctively human capabilitiea and emotions. For it he 
substituted hia impetuous Spirit, which proved the chain of connec­
tian, upon which the events of the Past found a place. The formerly 
disparate acta of men were united by this Spirit, which adjusted 
itself to the lives of men through the Dialectical philosophy. Marx 
representa a variation from Hegel. To Marx the connecting ohain was 
a ràther deterministic Natural Process which bound men to ber through 
their need for her elemental necessities. Marx justified conflict in 
History by the serious fight for these neoessities rather than by any 
force beyond empirical experience. 

August ·oomte was deeply dissatisfied '-tith the course of Historia 
graphy. He fel t tha t in i ts philosophical pretensions i t had become· 
detached from i ts origi·nal purpose .of recording the Past. He proceeded 
to provide \that he considered to be the correct remedy by engaging 
in impressively erudite studies Which were noted for their factual 
•tail and accuracy. However he lacked the organising abili ty of 
Hegel and found that through his erudition he had defeated his O\'lll 

purpose. He had produced some weighty and useful f'actual studies but 
they were so ponderous in their detailed character that they broke· 
the line of continuity. They were also limited to the Past, in that 
they presented the Past as a f'inished spectacle. 

The work of Bradley and Oakeshott reflects the idealism of the 
former and the progression toward History as a living tradition of 
the latter. Bradley considered Reality as flowing uninterruptedly 
do~m the time-sequence. When the Historian etudies it he selects a 
segment for his- study. But this segment does not exist apart fro.m 
his own academie constructs. To truly and rightfully study the Past 
\'le must fit our minds to it with the greatest possible precision, 
being careful not to bring to it any extraneous or later materials. 
This means that again History is always in the Past, and is to be 
viewed as a spectacle. Oakeshott fel t the.t there are actual divisions 
wi thin history and tha.t our attempt to di vide i t into periode is a 
legitimate practice rather than merely an academie practice• Experience 
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of the Past is of tv10 sorts z mediate and immediate. It is mediate 
in that it comas from a paat time; it is inunediate in tb.at we expe­
rience it in our immediate lives. He arrived from this line of 
thought at what might be called a Living Tradition. 

Croce considered all experience, vlhether of Past or Present, 
as present experience. This being true, all that a p§rson may know 
of the Past he knows i t in the· Present. We must attempt, by judi­
éious reconstruction, to carry our present selves back into the 
Past, so that we may experience it as in the Present. He distin­
guishes between two factors in the production of lœitten History& 
the Ohronicler whose task it is to collect facts and data; and the 
Historian, \'Jhose task' i t is to unify and to interpret the facts and 
data. 

Sorokin combines the abili ties of the sensitive Historian and 
and the trained social theorist. He discusses the over-all aspects 
of cultures in terme of cultural dynamics. ~~ndelbaum is a gifted 
disciple. 

The position taken in this Thesis is that the Deuteronomic 
writers fully deserve the title 11 Historian11 and the body of the 
present wri ting is devoted to a defence of that view. 
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The per13on who tdshes to stud.y historical considerations is 

hampered at the outset by the lack of clear and dependable defini-

tiens. 1History0 is a ward that is either used casually or as a 

factor in the defining of some ether term. Although the present 

writer is concerned with a group of Old Testament Historians exclu-

sively, it is felt that a consideration of other schools and periode 

\'rould be helpful. This is suggested by the mul tiplioi ty of methode 

of wri ting 11 History11 'I!Thich were prevalent in older times o.s well as 

those oontemporary l4ith the Hebrew People. 

Ancient Historiographers oontemporary with the Hebrews tended 

to record the great deeds of kings and rulers and to neglect the 

Another type of Historiography is to be found in the Angle-

Saxon Ohronicle. It is what might be oalled 11 sectional history11
1 telling 

of a succession of events and the acta of particular men. There is 

little attempt at unification. The onward sweep of History finds 

little reflection in these disparate<~ccounts. It is a progression 

from the annalistic type because there are fuller treatments of 

persono.lity and suggestions of motives; but it is still very far 

from what we would call History today. A fuller treatment of tlûs 

type '!!lill appear~in the section of Medieval Historiography. 

The poet philosopher Dante is an example of the use of History 

to support a ·given point of view. Oommenting on Paradise, VI, Wicksteed 

says, "Note that Justinian, the lavt-gi ver is the spokesman of the Roman 

Empire, whereby it is indicated that the bue significance of the Empire 
1 

lies in its imposing and fostering the arts of peace. 1 

·1 The Paradise of Dante Al Wicksteed and 
H. Oelsner, p.6o; also, pp.7lff. 



In ancient times the rank and :file were for the most part 

just an undifferentiated mass to be manipulated by the ruler 1a whims 

and his desire :for reputation and notoriety. Historiography thus 

became a method of' persona! boasting and the exposition of self'-

centredness. Its propaganda-value outweighed its accuraoy-element. 

It was written from the rather low point of view of wishin& to impress 

and to inspire others with the extremes of' admiration or :fear. Suoh 

Historiography was not concerned ao much with the on-going course of 

events or with the relation of' one gsneration with those in the Fast 

or the Future as it was with the deeds of' particular men. It tended 

to be limited to the annale of' particular reigns or the violent acta 

of ambitious kinga. There was rather little indication of a central 

point of' view. It could not be called a history of men as much as 

it could the records of discrete individuals. This may 'be demons-

trated from a sampling of' texte from the Assyrian and Babylonian 
1 

Ohronicles. 

1 1 In the eighteenth year of my reign the Euphrates I crossed. Hazael 
of Damasous trusted ta the great numbers of his troops and called 
out his troops in numbers. Sanini 1 a peak in the Labanon district, 
he made into his :fortress. Wi th him I fought and de:feated him. 
16,000 of' his soldiers with weapona I destroyed. 11 121 of' his 
chariots, 470 of' his horsemen, with his camp I took :from him. He 
fled to save his life. I pursued 
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Seldom 0aa absolute 
pm-rer and absoluto 
sel f -con:idcnce been 
so vividly set :Cort:1. 

Be!üstun Rock 

him and in Damascus, his royal city, I shut him up . I eut do\'m his 
parles and marched to the mountains of the Hame.n . Ci ti es \'lÏ thout 
nu.mber I destroyed, ~Tasted burned \'li th fi re and carried a\vay booty 
wi t hout number . :r (Annalistic fragment from the inscriptions of 
Shalmaneser III) Tf1 

:
1Against Damascus I marched, I shut up }.furi , king of Damascus , in 

Damascus, his royal city . The fear of the brightness of Achar my 
Lord smote him, and he took my feet and did obeisance . 2 , )00 talents 
of silver, 20 talents of gold, ,5 , 000 talents of copper, 5 , 000 talents 
of iron, colored garments , linen, an ivory bed, an ivory couch with 
inlaid borders, his possessions, his goods in unmeasured numbers in 
Damascus, his royal city, in his palace I took . All the ldngs of 
Chaldee did obeisance •. · I laid u pon them tribu te and taxes . Babylon, 
Borsippa and Kutha brought pure offerings to the oracles of the God 
Bel, Babu and Nergal. 11 (Inscri ption from Calakh, (Himrud) ) 'f/ 2 

These are q_uoted from -!ercer , A. S. B. , Extra-Biblical Sources for Hebreu 
and Je\'lish History, reH York, 1913, # 1 , p . )4; # 2 , p . 34 . 
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The Greeks 

Ar,stotle 1s U.Âos typif'ies the Greek conception of' static perfection 

t~t can operate independently of' man. It is sufficient by itself 

becruse it is the unchanging, unwavering fulfilment of an eternal 

Plah. The temporal is but an ina{:eque.te garme11t; i t is, in so many 

wayb, the moving shadoï'l of eternity. Such a train of thought as this 
i 

for~ade that the temporal and the changing should be real. Reali ty 
i 

could not be in theqrealm of flux, which is subject to the ravages 
1 

of iesperate man and finally to death itself. Reality is with the 

1 Goda who dwell in everlasting self-satisfaction e~d are thus beyond 

The experience of tv 9e,aS was claimed to be a. frequent one for 

arti~ts and dramatista; tthile they passed through i t they \'fere no 

longf~r normal men. Their mortali ty and fini tade were for a little 

whilt cast as ide and they sa1rr wi th the ayes of the Goda. Only for a 
1 

spac~ could they experience the ultimate and the finished; then, they 

1 . 

mustlgo back to the world of change and unexpected tragedy. 
1 

1 Out of auch a train of thought, there grew up a strong 

cont~ast 1 on the one si de there \'las the unchanging Plan of the 

Gods;\ on the other 1 the uncertainty and change of the \'rorld of 
1 

f'leet~ng life. The former \'TaS emphasized by Greek thought and 

formed the basis of one great wing of their Historiography. Those 
1 

who opposed this great Plan \'rere cast a.side into obscurity. Those 

who sJbmitted were gra.nted statua in i t. It \'ia.S under auch a broad 
., 

conce~tion that Thucydides did his beat work and gave the world 



8. 

idea that a Divine Progression moves with±n the temporal, but 

1 ts origin and motivation :from the Ideal and the Filli.shed. In 

hi~ view Bistory was first and foremost the act of the God or the 
1 

mofe or less 'i'rell-organized program of the divine Pantheon.. The 

vi~tory of a nation was accomplished because the generale were 
1 

wi~ling to submit their abilities and energies to the revealed 
1 

w111 of the Gods. · In times of peace the nation prospered and 

mull
1

tiplied only as it was obedient and oultically faith:ful. Only 
1 

whep the nation was an approximation of the over-all divine Plan 

coull.d i t be said to have ei ther uni ty or purpose. !part from this 
1 

Ide~l, whioh was preexistent and fixed, the efforts of men were 

1 
bound to be frustrated. Out of such a consideration came one of 

1 

thelmost characteristic Thucydidean elements; the Representative 

1 
Fig~e and the idealized movement of History. All history must 

1 

mev, according to it and it could not be defeated. Renee, the 

indi~idual persan iB relatively unimportant. The single persan 
i 

had ~tatus and significanoe only as he was part of generalized 

humahity, which is a belittling view. An example of this is the 
1 1 

Funetal Oration, attributed by Thuoydides to Pericles. The city 
1 
1 

of Arhens is praised because she is an approximation of the will 

of t~e Goda who gave her victory. The duty of man is to so :.iden-
1 .•. 

tify \himself wi th the.'glory of Athena tha. t his en tire affection 

and ~s entire affection and his best th~ghts will lead him to 

confo~ty with ber ends and enterprises. This close identity 

1 'l'ht.J.v.dj,de:s;>è.p 'l'h;e. Pél::O.;p,o!Jt)éàian \'iar 1 trans. by R. Crawley, London, 
;.7.,..pp.l20-128, (Bk.II Sections 35-47). ~ · · · ::· 

1 



between the will of the Goda and the life of man is again illus- 1 

trated by in Aeschylus 1 The Persians. The mourning Persian mothers 

are told that they have lost their sons not prime.rily through the 

ability of the Greek general s but because i t was the will of the 
1 

Goda. History is therefore not~ gesta.e; it is ~ ~· 

Since Oollingwood considera History to be ~ gesta.e it is 

understa.ndable tha.t he prefera Herodotus, who ha.d much more respect 

for human enthusia.sms and desires. 11 These are the researches of 
2 

Herodotus of Halicanarsus ••• " so runa the opening of the Rawlinson 

translation. His History exhibits the acts and choices of men rather 

tha.n the fore-ordained \-lill of the Goda. The Gods are still there 

but in Herodotus 1 view·they have to take man1 s freedom into account. 

The movement of History turne upon the desires and impulsive acta 

of men just as much as it does upon the will 'Of the Goda. This is 

in direct contrast with Thucydides, his successor: with Herodotus, 

the motives of His tory inc~~de the desires of men in a.ll the rami-

fications of their differences and conflicts; with Thucydides the 

motives are f'ound in willing conformity to a. finished Pattern. With 

Herodotus History includes the challenge of the exploits of brilliant 

men. An example of this is to be found in the debate between Solon 

and Oroesus; the one stands for balance and measure in life;the other 

1 Oollingwood, loc. cit., 
2 Herodotus, Th~istQrY of' Herodotus, trans. by G. Rawlinson,London,1910. 
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for seeking one 1s own ends and thus oons;r~tly exposing one 1s self 
ë,Q 1 

to the danger of \Jyf'' 5 • This 1s not a mere oomparison between two 

sorts of ideas. It is the oonfliot of two real persona, eaoh thinking 

his view the better one. The great things of Greeoe are not only 

in the heavens in an eternal Plan. They are come to earth to be 

moulded by the heroic and the wise, and to be distorted by foolish 

men and the accidents of 7:61.7 • 

Up until the time of Livy this conception was to\be a strong 

counter-challenge to the Thucydlàan ~stem. After the dowf'all of 

Athena the eommercial as well as the intellectual solidarity whioh 

she had fostered was broken up. The Pèl'bponnesian war had l:leàtroyed 

the common grourid and had severed the links ·which Athena had needed 

for her control of the Greek world. The Anabasis of Xenophon is 

perhaps the beat example of the moods of such a situation. The 

qualities which he admires in the Greek mercenary generaf are com­

pounded of bravery, administrative ability and a knowledge of the 

ways of individual men. The addresses 1n the Anabasis present 

striking contraste to the Funeral Oration of Perioles. Pericles 

praises and binds men to great Forma and Principlea; Xenophon 

prèaents bis generale as ooncerned with particular taskB and 

solutions and as appealing to the lower officers and the strong 

men wi thin the ranks, so tha t the expedition might be furthered 
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in its march back through unknown territory. Thus, there is here 

the contrast between tho universal and the particularJ Pericles 

praises Athens because it is the triumph of the Plan of the Gods; 

Xenophon praises his general because he has discharged a task with 

consummate ability. In the latter human interest has triumphed 

over universal types. 

Roman Historiography 

\fi th the wri tings of Li vy we retur~ to the sense of the 

uni versal and the permanent. Y et this time i t is not the Gods 

who provide this reference. Epicureanism had shown the Gode to 

be either incapable or undesirous of influencing the temporal realm 

and to be dwelling in undisturbed blies. It is the sense of Jl.o.ml!!. 

Eterna which bas usurped their dignity and prerogatives. Rome 

has become ~, a mystic communi ty which can attract. the loyal ty 

and win the affection of the free citizenry. This conception can 

call forth the best in a man and can induce him to act with probity 

and restraint so that the nation produces the calm and productive 

Code of !h!, Twelve Tables. Rome and Law have a close linkage. Much 

of this sense of the Law came from a oomm.on sentiment,, so that the 

most searohing distinction in Roman Law was not t~t between the 

acts of God and those of men but between Roman citizens and foreig­

ners. The ~ Gentium is the codification of such a point of view. 

The term denotes this feeling of togetherness which characterised 
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both farmer and politieal figure. In time 1t grew to be a sense 

ot Destiny; the source and founda tion of this èommuni ty and Law 

were in the destiny ot Rome to rule the world with beneficence and 

administrative organization. It was the high task of Livy to recor4 

the deeds of responsible and brilliant men within the larger frame 

work of the development of the· Roman State. He had more respect 

for tacts than did Thucydides and therefore his history has morè 

vitality. To Livy, events grew tram the aets of men and therefore 

facts were important. They were the source of both information 

and judgement. 

With the advent of Tacitus we come to a more limited, parochial 

P.oint of view. The Agricola is a highly polished 1 eulogistic state- . 

mént of the career of a Roman Governor.' W8 note a certain similarity 

with Xenophon: interest in administrative ability, respect for indi­

vidual strength in critical situations and an interest in local color. 

We may note, tor example, that Agricola dep~nds on trust rather than 

force or that he first manifeste his strength to the enemy and then 

offers them the alternative of his peace. We are again in the midst 

of particularities. Gone is the universal objectivity that lifted 

all things to the level of the Goda. 

Thus we see that History is now being presented as the amalgam 

of the on-going course of events and the acts of able, particular 

men. This is again shown in Plutarch with his interest in comparative 

biography. Here, the former large claims of community and universality 
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have been crushed by the persistent, ha:t:iying clé.iJwf ·~ ·brilliant, 

highly self-conscious men. 

Roman philosophy tended to remove from the Goda any effective 

control over the lives of men; it put the burden of success or failure 

on the shoulders of the people of this world. This led to a group 

of history-writers who recorded the acts of very human individuals 

who covered themselves with eith~r glory or shame. Greek and Roman 

Historiography bad very effectively raised.the question: does the 

historian merely seek. to given an account of things that bappen~d or 

does he seek to show how and why they happened? Does Historiography 

which seeks to do the latter deserve to be ruled out of court as 

really not what it ought to be? For if so, then we cannot even 

talk of nDeuteronomic Histories.n The term •histories• applied to 

them would be a complete misnomer. Before we attempt to answer this 

we must pursue our :v•virew somewhat further. 

The Christian Modification 

Graeco-Roman Historiography closed on a note of humanistic 

optimism. Man's willing acceptance o~ the responsibility of moulding 

future events bad engendered in him a confidence in his ability and 

foresight. The triumph of Christianity, however, resulted in an 

effective and sustained opposition to such a way of thought. The 

Christiani ty of the first few centuries bad condemned not only the 

raucous crowds of the urban centers but had seen its own 
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1 foolish.ness 11 triumph over the intellecj;ual dogmas of the Greeks. 

~hey had put the vrorl'd behind them for they bad triumphed over i t. 

In a submission to the Vlill of God as thorough-going as that of 

Thucydides,, Christian Historiography applied i tself to the task 

of explaining the destruction of Rome which had been the s&ay and 

frame of the known world. Gibbon has wri tten 1 
1 The last three 

hundred years had been consumed in apparent prosperity and interna! 
2 

decline.• The forces which had been working behind the brilliant 

facade were at the beginning of this decline a threat to the Roman 

Empire; later,they were sholin to be its conqueror. The fall of the 

Empire was not an isolated event. It had been within the concerted 

Plan of a Power Which had now shown Its full strength until the fall 

of Rome. Such aas the persistent view of the Christian Historiogra-

phers 1 preeminent among whom was St. Augustine. In his Ci vi tas Dei 

he set himself the stupendous task in explaining the part that God 

had played in allowing the Roman Empire to both 1vax and wane and to 

allow the ti tle of ŒW 't ..,.( to be attached to a Roman Emperor, Augustus. 

After· much research and introspection Augustine came to the conclusion·. 

that the rise and dissolution of Rome had been within the Providence 

of the God Who had revealed Himself in Jesus.Ohrist. Before the Gad 

Who oould first raise up and then destroy even mighty Rome, man could 

but bow in self-abnegation. 

1 I Corinthia~s, 1:25, 27,29. 
2 Q.uoted in, Peacock, W., English Prose from Mandeville to Rusldn, 

Oxford, 1947, p.244. 
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WB are once more in the realm o~ universals. The view that 

man was capable o-r tald.ng a leading part in history would have taken 

us àn to the concept o-r!!! ~estae proper. But.Christianity viewed 

man as incapable of taldng this leading part because of two main 

considerations: first, his innate sinfulness, which has made him 

incapable of sound and sustained judgement; second, the direct act of 

God was the spring of History. Without this influence, mediated 

through the divine institution of the Churcb, history would for a 

short while ~luctuate between folly and despair and then -rall into 

meaningless chaos. In this view the one alternative to God, as the 

controller of History,was a debilitating pessimism. The right res­

ponse to God brought a hope which fu."lctioned b.oth as motiva force 

and rationale for the discouragingly difficult task of building the 

world again. This rationale was to .serve as the cohesive explanation 

of the world-eourse from the t1me of Augustine up to that of the 

Occamites and the first intimations of empiricism with Roger Bacon 

at Boar 1s Hill. All was to be subsumed under the ipssissima verba 

which had been given to the Ohurch. There could be no challenge to 

it; there ~ould be no compromise with it. It was a rigid code which 

heartened the righteous with its strength and terrified the unrighteous 

wi th i ta universal presence. The Great Act of God had been accomplished 

by Godin Christ. It was an unalterable event in History but it had 

brought wi th i t a super-terrestrial Authori ty and Pattern. Man coul d 

neighter modify it by contribution as the Greeks had dona nor destroy 



1 t. by thought as the Roman bad dons. The one Act bad become 

universal Law. Therefore the Ohurch could achieve the utmost 

efficienc.y; behind every appar.ent contradiction was a single 

explanation as lofty as the Trinity and as functional as an 

oeoumenical council. Historiography had a set of guiding A.bsolutes. 

It had achieved a set. of universala. 

This view tended to take Hist.ory out of the hands of men 

and to render man an instrument; ~ true, he might be an apt 

instrument or a sharp tool, but little more. He bad been oaught. 

up into a Plan which was destined to succeed. For JISll to succeed 

man must work wi th i t and i t would involve man in· a happy issue. 

But if he will not work wi th 1 t he will be discardèd by events 
1 

and condemned by his fellow-men. History had become an objèctive 

process wi~h its own motive force and its own purpose. To the 

Roman, History bad been the colouring ~f empty time by the impetuaus 

acts of men. To the medieval Historian it was an autonomous force 

leading t.o a goal which man may not understand but which God bad 

established. We are thus back with man as a type rather than one of 

a group of unpredict.a.ble pereonali ties· who may by their assertions 

change the course of events. The virtue of man is in his submission, 

not in his independence. His sin lies in abandoning the place 

which God has made for him. God through His Acta had gi ven History 

a very real autonomy against which man bad neither strength nor 

appeal. The huma.nism which wa.s to equip man with vario&s intellec-

tual methode of questioning the absolute cha.racter of ecclesiastical 

1 Renee, in medieval historiography the will to conform is a 
predominant strain. 
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pronouncement was yot to come; all man coul d do wa.s to submi t to 

the Ohurch as he would to God if God were sti:l1 in the world. 

The First Steps Toward Scientific History 

These first steps are dominated by the subjective. W:i.th a 

deliberate· thoroughness man turned their backs on objective univer-

sals and entered first upon an impetuous assertion of private judge-

ment and next upon a painstaking search for a rationale for this 

momentous step. The impetuosity was made possible by the revival of 

c1assica1 Humanism after approximately a millenium of authority. The 

rationale was made possible through man 1 s growing confidence in his 

ability to derive universals rather than to be satisfied to receive 

them ready-made from an external authority. Oharacteristic of the 

temper of the age is the De Dignitatis Hominum of Pico della Mirandole.. 

In it he expounded the theory that the glory of man was his indeter-

minate sta.tus. 11 The nature of all other things is, limited and res­

trained within the bonds of laws prescribed by Me {God); thou, con-

trolled by no necessity, shalt ordain for thyself the limita of thy 

nature, in a.ccordance with thine own f'ree will in whose hands I 
1 

have placed thee. 8 So f'ar as such thinking was typical it robbed 

the ecclesiastics of their most far-reaching prerogativei namely, 

the enunciating of man 1s nature and destiny. 

Oharacteristic of the sea.rch for the rationale was Le Discours 

de .!!. -Methode of Descartes 1 in parti cul ar 1 and the wider tradition 

. , 

1 Mirandole., Pico della, De Dignitatis Hominum, translated by E.L. 
Forbes, Journal of the History of Ideas, June, 1942, Vol.III,, ,,p.,48 

• 



of ampiricism which ran through Locke and Hume. To quote Deseartes: 

he told himself n ••• never to accept anything as true if I bad not 

evident knowledge of i ts being so; that is, carefully to a void 

precipitancy and prejudice, and to embraoe in my judgement only 

what presented i tselt to my mind so cl earl y and distinctly that I 
:1: 

bad no occasion to doubt it.• The forthrightness of such.a state-

ment is a olear indication of the confidence Descartes bad in the 

rational process. Locke, in his conception of the tabula !!!!1 shows 

his distrust of accepting the authority and prestige of earlier 

thought. To quote, 1 Let us then suppose the mind to be, .as we say, 

white paper, void of all cbaracters, without any ideas, how oo.mes it 

to be furnished'l ••• Whenoe has i t all the materials of réas on and 

knowledge? To this I answer in one ward, 'from experience. In tbat 

~11 our knowledge is founded, and from tbat it ultimately derives 
2 

itself.n This shows the extent to which Locke was willing to trust 

the forces of Reason and observation. Hume has been cri ticized by 

many for the extreme oharacter of much of his soepticism concerning 

either individual or corporate authority. It may at least be said, 

however, that he delivers mankind from the equally dangerous opposite 

extreme of complete and often insidious appeal of the authority of 

the Past. The range of his thought is illustrated by the followingl 

1 The idea of Godas meaning an infinitely intelligent, wise and 

intelligent, wise and good Being, arises from refleoting on the 

operation of our own mind, and augmenting without limit, those 

1. Descartes, Rene, Le Discours de la Methode, Ed. Anscombe-Geach, 
Edinburgh, 1954, p.20 

1 
2. Locke, John,1 An Essay Ooncerning Human Understanding, in Burtt, E.H., 

The British Philosophera from Bacon to Mill, New York, 19}9, p.248. 



1 
quali ties of goodness and wisdom. 1 Wi thin the 'atmosphere generated 

by these men and their disciples the traditional approaches to 

Value were cast aside. From henoeforth until Hegel and Comte, 

History was to consist mainly in the formulating of systems and 

schedules embracing great periode. The work of reconstruction had 

begun when these men rejected past methode as well as past authority. 

Perhaps the clearest exponent of auch a position was 

Giambattista Vico, although such men as Gibbon and Voltaire are 

typical of the rationalism of the age. Vico divided History into 

periode. First came the pregovernmental period wherein the strong 

individual came to prominence and to a position of popular authority. 

Agamemnon woul d be a good exe.mple of this. Next came the period of 

economie expansion and intellectual precosity. As yet there was no 

formulation of the fast. It was a time of pronounced individualism. 

Following, came a period of accumulation and all the 'discoveries 

were winnowed and eva1uated. The next period was one of staidness 

which lived off the accomp1ishments of the recent Past. The last 

period was one of decadence wherein there was a lack of active and 

virile intellectua11sm. Vico is important for our study because 

in making these formulations he has for the first time in any thorough-

going way evalua ted His tory in terms of the acts and accomplishments 

of men. (That is, since the advent of Christianity) • Gibbon was a 

1 Hume, David, The Theory of Knowledge, Ed. Yalden-Thomson, Edinburgh, 
1951, p.l7. 
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true son of the rationalistic atmosphere. He praised the Age of 

the Antonines because it showed the triumph of sober, dedicated 

men to the rational ends of the Empire. He deplored Ohristianity 

be cause i t brought in a gentleness and a weakness as well as a 

supernaturalism which overthrew the achievements of Reason. Wi th 

the advent of Christianity came the triumph of barbarism. He saw 

the Fall in the losa of the distinctive and exclusive Roman national 

consciousness. To quotea 1 The nation of soldiers, magistrates and 

legislators who composed the thirty five tribes of the Roman people, 

was dissolved into the common mass of manldnd, and confounded with 

the millions of servile provincials, who had received the name, 
1 

w1 thout a dopting the spirit 1 of Romans. 1 . Gibbon i s important to 

our study because he reflected the casting a~y of supernaturalism 

and put into its place that rationalism wbich was to find its flower-

ing in the French Enlightenment. 

The varied strands coming from the English empirical school 

from Bacon to Hume and in Fr-ance from Bayle to the Enlightenment 

came together in the school of Herder, from which emerged the concept 

that was to dominate Historiography from Hegel to Bradley; namely, 

that History was the record of a self-conscious and mystical Nature. 

Nature was perfect in herself, being the product of a perfect, tran-

scandent deity. She became the mobile term and factor coming between 

God and His creation. In going with her, .man was participating in 
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the origin of his life and the joy of his con8ciousness. Nature 

was a benevolent process, equipped with a myriad of inner adjust­

ments and compensations which were proo.f against her destruction. 

She herself had a mystic sense which eustained her in her course, 

despite of man 1s follies and failures. Here was the way out of 

blindness and mistakes into glorious light. Creation itself had 

been found to be a consistent, ~. perfect and admirable machine. 

History was viewed as a part of Creation. Teleological 

Naturalism, as propounded by Herder, was most fully developed by 

Hegel. The legacy from the French and English Eighteenth Oentury 

thinkers had been one of variety and of suggestive vitality. The 

great questions had been broached so provocatively and treated so 

brilliantly that they could not be dropped by subsequent generations. 

At Konigsberg Kant had taken up the threads and with hia great 

analytic ability progressed through Naturalism up to what might 

be called a doctrine of•personal ends.n The present writer uses 

the phrase to denote what he considera to have been Kant's modifica­

tion of the previous naturalism; namely, that it is the human intel­

lect rather than Nature which has been moving through the temporal 

sequence. This intellect has been appropriated and used most fully 

by various figures throughout the course of events and has been 

responsible for all that is truly human and permanent in the time­

span. Apart from this there has been only futility and wrong uses 

of human resouroes. Kant is still within the created order and to 



., 
that degree is fai th:rul to the Enl.;ighteJliD!nt.. ~ausation is not 

. 
external in any of the tradi tionâl metaphysicll ways, but arises ..... '; 
from the emergent prooess. But he bas repl~ced a mystic Nature · 

with the moral intellect. He too hs.s a method of uniting the 

disparate elements of History into a .pattern; he hs.s the scale of 

intellect; the acta of men fall into certain places on this saale. 

He hs.s thua provided a common factor. 

To an appreciable degree these two strands come together in 

Hegel. From him stem the deliberate and distinctivelymodern ele-

ments. of Historiography. In Hegel the conception of History as 

the course of Spirit thr~ugh the time-sequence achieves its greatest 

and its classio expression. Up to that time History-writing had 

fluctuated between local chronicles and partisan literature. The 

work of Vico, Gibbon and Voltaire had remained slow-working leaven 

rather than general practice. Building on the work of Kant and 

the Enlightenment-figures, he came to see Nature as the outward 

form of Spirit, and he strove to find that more subtle essence 

and its method of imposing upon the temporal sequence that order 

which he hi~,el:f as a rational person had found in the world about 

him. He agreed with the earlier men that there is a pattern in 

Nature, but he did not go so far as Herder, in regarding Nature 

as herself .teleological. Rather, it was man who put Nature to 

use and by distinctly human qualities evoked from ber the pattern 

that was observed to be active in the sequence of events. This 
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patterl'l itéelf' could not of' itsel:f' contain vitaUty, though it 

did possess a certain f'ormulational value. It needed the active 

Spirit to put it to use. ·This Spirit was outside of' men; yet of' 

all the creations of' Nature only man could perceive its presence 

and employ it. This marks an advanoe over Kant. In Kant, the 

response was dominated by the rather austere morâl will; in Hegel, 

the whole personality is attracted and used. More importantly 

still, we have begun the procesa of completely breaking away from 

Nature. Hegel laid it down that History is not the mere succession 

of' disparate events threugh the course ·of' Nature, as was the view of 

the earlier French thinkers. Ratherl it is an intelligible, rational 

process involving the oonseious will and the affections of all who 

would seek this Spirit. ·His Dialectic interpreted the Spirit as 

emerging through a series of syntheses until that Spirit oould· Jtand 

f'ree of' them in the culmination of' History, the Prussian State. 

One of' Hegel 1 s most searching cri ticisms of Na ture was of 

its merely cyclical oharacter. It is repetive rather than progressive. 

Only the conscious, rational and deliberate human mind can exorcise 

that choice 1 judgement ·and desire which sin ce the beginning of cons­

cious life has been responaible for the Dialectical character of 

the on-going course of' events. 

At this point Oollingwood 1s descriptive phrase, !!! gestae 

comes into sharp focua. 

there can be no History. 

Apart from the acta and judgements· of men 

we have thus to juxtapose the two prime 

factors in any historical study: the conscious act of man at a 
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particular period and the aggregate of acts and events which they 

have prompted. Hegel did it by positing this impetuous Spirit 

which absorba all the energies and the subtlest reactions of sen­

tient men. Thore emerges a pattern that is within history because 

it is first in man. The next step is the conception of Progress. 

This'is not the teleology of Herder, for that tended tQ be an 

external mysticism. Rather, it wae an appreciation of the Past 

in terma of the Present, or rather of the judgement of the Present. 

Because of the comprehensive character of man 1s response, History is 

to be thought of in terms of value as well as of event. The step 

from individual value-judgements to a sense of over-all progress is 

but a short one. Hegel took the step more rapidly once he had 

established man as capable of judgement. Thus, the Present is heir 

to all the beat of the Past and man is capable of judging what is 

beat. There is a program in History and man can discover it. Hegel 

subjected the bare events of history to his theory. The decline of 

Greece and the dissolution of Rome may be considered haro events, or 

data of history. But Hegel decided that aocording to the theory of 

the Dialeotic Greece fell because of its inner strife which finally 

grew so severe that it severed the vital connecting links. The inner 

conflicts resulted in a synthesis which was taken up by Spirit and 

transferred to Rome. The greatness of Greece is present for later 

ages even though the Dialectic of her inner lite may explain her 

political and cultural downfall. W8 have at last come to a progression 
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that is beyond a cyclic. Nature and yet is still w1 thin man. 

The Russian thinker 1 Karl Marx, made what the present 
J. 

writer considera a regressive step tram the great work of Hegel. 

Building upon Hegel 1s theory of Spirit as the Binder of· the events 

of history, Marx used it as the basis for a new sort of Naturalism 

which as considerably narrower and more austere than the S~~"i t as 

Hegel bad used it. To Marx, this pervasive influence wa.s empirièal 

Nature. Man reflected his response to it in his economie lite. Real-

izing man 1s tremendous need and dependence upon the materials of 

Nature he posi ted that man is bound to Nature in auch a way that 

he is in no position to demand things from her or try to ch~ge 

her course. He cannot escape from the incessant regularity of· 

natural process. This is so truly the case that he is a. mere pro-

duot of Nature and all influences apart from her are to be consid-

ered illusory. Mankind is for the most part an undifferentiated 

aggregate; a man is significant only as he conforma to his type. 

The standards of the group are sounder than those of the individual. 

Upon such thoughts as these he based his Communist Manifeste, still 

perhaps the most eloquent attack upon the assertive and originative 

middle class. The acta of men may apply a colouring to the hard 

surface of Nature, but they may do little more. What is to Hegel 

impetuous Spirit is to Marx Natural Process. 

Comte 

Comte had at his disposal two factors tremendously important 

to his contribution to historiography; namely, the invigorating 



thought of Hegel and the use of modern science. He put the two 

together with his Positivism as a theory and Sociology as the 

most elaborate practioal application of that theory. He wished 

to apply the rigours of science to the disturbing generalities 

of philosophy, feeling that under the discipline and distinctiv~ 

influences of scientific method, philosophy could be shorn of auch 

generalizing tendencies and be of use to humanity. He then proceeded 

to study the events of history wi th admirable thoroughness. It had 

been one of the working hypotheses of science that from the patient 

study of observable facts larger laws might be deduced. He thus 

attempted to draw from the welter of facts some empirically obser­

vable patt6rn. Beoause Comte did not have the analytic and synthe­

sizing ability of Hegel he was not able to bring his vast collec­

tions of facts into any real pattern. At this point the researches 

of Darwin become involved. He had discovered that through natural 

selection Nature had exeroised a certain control over the myriade 

of types and mutations. Comte considered this to be the vindication 

of hia laws of life and of Nature. This resulted in an increased 

study of minutiae, even at the expense of natural laws. Such a 

practice had the effeot of isolating one fact from its neighbour 

and there began to appear the stupendous etudies of particular 

events that produced distortions in historical understanding. They 

were of value but they tended to obscure the sense of the whole 

which had been so excellently envisaged by Hegel. The sense of 

the whole was to return in part with Bradley and Oakeshott and mo~• 

oompletely with Croce and Sorokin. 
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Here we pass from a consideration of Positivism to ene of 

the work of more distinctly professional historians. The question 

passes fran one of man 1s ability to know the Past to one of the 

methode by which he. might appropriate that Past to his uses in 

the Present. 

Much of the most productive thought was evoked by the many 

failures of Positivism. Although the Positiviste bad collected a 

great ma.ss of facts they had not really interpreted them..· They 

remained an impressive miscellany but a miscellany none the lese. 

They also remained in the Past. Whatever records of real events 

and real people they contained were put together in a Past that 

could have n~ connection with the Pr~sent. But the philosopher 

Bradley had a different, more dynamic conception of Reality. He 

presented it as an uninterrupted flow, beginning at the First of 

Time and continuing up to, the culmination ot all things. When the 

Historian entera to examine any partieular part of it, he is merely 

maldng an arbitrary selection of events, persona and facts. He is 

not stopping the flow of Reality. This Reality has an autonomy of 

its own and shall continue to move into the future. The task of 

the historian is therefore to adjust his thinking so as not to 

interfere with this flow of Reality or to impose upon it the colour­

ing of any particular segment of the on-going progression. In 

practical terms this meant the.t the mind must not try to arrive 

on i ts own at any fundamente.l meaning of History. This is a 

progression beyond Positivism beoause it restored a strong sense 



of the continuity of History, but it still left the Fast as the 
·' 

Fast, a dead and finished segment of the great flow of Reality 

down the tim.e sequence. The Present could view it only from a 

detached position. 

H0wever 1 w1 th Oakeshott the si tua ti on is different. He 

recognized that there could be real divisions in History and that 

Historical Jmowledge coqld be both mediate and immediate. It was 

mediate because it came from the Fast; it was.immediate because it 

was experienced in the Present. \fe are thus in the midst of a Living 

Tradition rather than a Dead Pa~t. 

Orooe 

Up to this point we have seen how History has been brought 

into the Present but only as a unity of Fast experience of the race; 

it stands pretty much by itself. The further step of a further, more 

comprehensive appropriation must be taken before it can'really be 

said that the Fast is the inheritance and the instrument of the 

Present. Only then may its great lessons and persona be fülly used 

and enjoyed. This momentous step was taken by Benedetto Croce; and 

many of that thinker's most germinal thoughts were· developed by 

Mandelbaum and Sorokin. 

Croce begins with the basic position that whatever experience 

we have is Present Experience, whether it be of past or contemporary 

events or perso·ns. Renee it follows that whatever use we make of 

the Past we wi 11 do i t as people living in the Present. If we wish 



to go back to the tenth oentury, for example, we must realize that 

we are doing it as dwellers in the milieu of the twentiàth oentury. 

Apart from this we run the risk of indulging a pseudo-aesthetioism. 

Yet, it was Croce 1 s great achievement that we can render the Past 

as suoh a present experience. We do this by attempting jÙdicious 

and factually faithful reconstructions of a past event. We do it 

intuitively in that all our faculties of emotionaras well as rational 

experience are called into force. For example, if we wish to study 

the geometry of Euclid, we would do it in this vay. Although it is 

quite true that we cannet pass thiough the identical mental processea 

that Euclid went through, since persona! experience through its perso­

nalnéis; still, we can match the conditions present as Euclid did his 

thinking. We may thus reconstruct a parallel sequence of experience 

and thus arrive at Euclid 1 s conclusion in the way that h• himself 

arrivêd at it. 

So far as the practising Historian is concerned, the thought 

of Croce is momentous. · From now on, History is internai to the 

Historian rather than being an external spectacle. Only through his 

ability to reproduce a given period in all its ramifications oan the 

Historian claim to have intuitive knowledge of it. Thus, his sub­

stantial knowledge of facts will act as a check on either rampant 

estheticism or the irresponsible imposition of later or extraneous 

facts. As a well-equipped historian of esthetics, Croce was espe­

cially aware of the more insidious dangers of such a method of 

historiography. 



His distinction between the Historian and the Ohronicler is 

a good example of his method as a whole~ He suggests that the 

Ohronicler is responsible only for the writing-down of facts and 

f.amily-histories. It remains for the practising Historian to put 

these facts together into a ~eaningful whole. For example, the 

Monastery Ohronicler will record the events of his time. He may 

start out with the position that his vocation provides a higher 

vantage-point for the selection ~d suppression of a given body 

of facts. He will then proceed to write his Chronicle, believing 

all the while that he is producing a truthful document. But then 

the intuitive historian will enter the picture. He will make a 

larger investigation, which will include the monk 1s chronicle. Thé 

superior;ty which the monk felt was his will no longer be a guiding 

point of view; it will be·little else than a datum of hi~tory for 

the Historian: This will result in a larger picture and will thus 

be more likely to be true and fair. 

Croce has thus,achieved for us a Past that can live in 

present experience. From auch work as this, Sorokin arrived at 

his comprehensive definitions of a culture, such as 1sensate1 or 

1 idealistic. 1 Though we cannot neglect facts, we must find a 

place for them by referring them to the largest possible framework 

of understanding. This Sorokin has attempted to do through his 

erudi~ etudies of history and his study of human motivation. In 

him the trained Historian and the Social Philosopher came together 
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in an impressively well-integrated whole. 

Conclusion 

The present writer has offered a brief discussion of the 

main trends of the course of historiography. Our next task is to 

ask the question, Do the Hebrew History-writers have any basis for 

a claim to be true Historians, or are they merely Ohroniclefs deal­

ing. with the deeds of Kinga and prominent men? This Thesis is an.:· 

investigation of the Deuteronomic Historians in an attempt to estab-

lish the position that these Historians had a definite plan and 

method by which they brought their Historie Past to bear on the 

Present in such a way as to render it an aid and a teacher. Through 

their competent knowledge of that Past and their religious convictions 

the Deuteronomio Historians produced in Deuteronomy - II Kinga a 

perceptive and meaningful interpretation of the on-going life of 
2 

Israel. One substantial denial of this position is by Oollingwood. 

He considera these Historians to have been too much influenoed by 

other contemporary Semitio Historians. In that they admitted the 

direct act of God into the temporal realm, they rendered it theo-

cratic history; in so doing they destroyed man1 s free will to perform 

those particular 1 responsible acta and to hold'those desires which 

make History the account of !!! gestae. That the present writer is 

in disagreement with auch a position will become evident in the course 

of the Thesis which follows. 

1 There is a brief discussion of Sorokin and Mandelbaum in Albright, 
!e• ~·' Sorokin, PP• 101-107; Mandelbaum, PP• ll~ff. 

2 Oollingwood, ~· ~· p.17. 



. . OBAPTER II 
The J-Document 

Synopsis 

The J Document is eignificant·~or the present study because 
it containe ideologioal material that was later considered basic 
for the Deuteronomio view of History. · 

The Patriarche are considered the self-conscious and free 
instruments of the first phase of God 1s Election Program for the 
later community which was to be realized in the sacral Monarch1 
of David. Through the vivid presentation of genuine human per&~s 
the Narrator showed that Yahweh had willed to operate through the 
channels of regular human life rather than through artificially 
good persona. 

• The moral character CJf the J Document is shown by a compa-
rison of the Hebrew and Babylonian accounts of the Creation and 
Flood mythe. The Hebrew versions are held to be of ac~re moral 
and elevated character while the Babylonian versions are considered 
gross, polytheistic and immoral. 

There. is restatement of the position that the J Document 
is relevant beoause it *aa used for ideological purposes by the 
later Deuteronomic W,riters. 



The J-Document 

This section of the Thesis deals w1 th the J-Saga as a source 

for the Deuteronomic His tory. Al though i t is true tha t D 1 s interest 

in the history of the Hebrew people did not begin until the time 

of the Exodus, still the present writer feels that he (or they) 

derived from..i_ sources both factual and ideological for the wri ting 

of his great work. Thus, a study of J is relevant to our pur poses. 
- 1 

Apart from. a very important passage in Deuteronosr, to be discussed 

later in the chapter, D does not quote from. J; but it seems clear 

that from. i t he received important elements in his conviction that 

Yahweh had acted in History on behalf of Israel. 

The J-Dooument contains many instances of what might be 

called normative Hebrew ideology. The motif of salvation-history 

runs through a series of portraits which begins with Abraham and 

continues in Isaac and Jacob and f'inds its culmination in IB.vid. 

These are presented not merely as secular heroes who by guile or 

strength àad made themselves :ramous. To the contrary1 through real-

life situations they are made to show forth the active interest 

which Yahweh took in them and was willing to take in all His people. 

Their encounter with God resulted in a renewal of' strength and a 

clarif'ying of' purpose. They are more than mere types, such as 

one might find in a medieval allegory; they are real persona who 

knew the joy of trust and faith and the worry of anxiety or uncer­

tainty. Because they are presented as having passed through great 

1 Deuteronomz, 7:7-8, and others. See p. 45 · of the present 
writing. 



experiences as typical men, they showed that God desired to act 

in real life. Thus, they beoame e~ples to later generations. 

' They were testimony that God had acted in the realm of time and 

event aocording to consistent and moral principles. The J-Document 

is thus a source of ideological ideas inculcating that from the 

very beginning God had been righteous and gracious and that wi th 

the Patriarche He had begun a purposive program which was to culmi-

nate in the righteous monarch, David. 1 By building chronological 

mytb,patriarchal legend, cultic shrine stories, and historical tradi­

tions, all most wonderfully together (by means of a genealogioal tree 

no more doubtful than most J) into a unity, he displays clearly what 

Jahweh has done - taken nothing and buil t i t into a people - His 
1 

people.• 

The oovenant of Iahweh with Abraham is of vital importance to 

the position that the J-Source contains significant ideological 

materials. 1And I will make of thee a great nation, and will bless 
2 

thee and make thy name great; and thou shal t be a blessing. 1 In the 

next verse Abraham is apparently made the standard of human accept-

ance to Iahweh. Verse 7 repeats the Promise, not only to Abraham 

himself but also to his seed. In chapter 15 we read that Abraham 

is credi ted wi th doing God 's will because he had confidence that 

He will fulfil His promises in spite of inauspicious circumstances. 

It is because of his voluntary faith that he receives encouragement 
; 

and promises. The identifying of Abraham 1s seed with the persecuted 

1 Frost, S.B., Old Testament Apocalyptic, London, 1952, p.42. 
2 Genesis, 12&2. 
; Ibid., 15:1--6. 
1' ~ ... ,• , ... f 1 . ' 



Israelites is further indication of the drawing-together of the 

historical events under one ideological reference, that of His 

over-r~ling providence which shall result in prosperity and 
1 

success. Verse 18 and 20 reiterate the Oovenant and define the 

Promise in terms of territorial domination. 

)6. 

The Oovenant is renewed wi th Jacob at Padanara.m. 1 I am God 

almighty& be fruitful and multiply; a nation and a company of 

nations shall be of thee, and shall came out of thy loins, and the 

land whioh I gave to Abraham and Isaac, to thee will I give it, and 
2. 

to thy seed will I give the land. 1 

There is also a suggestion of the Oovenant in Judges 618--15. 

There is a rehearsal of the Deliverance from Egypt and a promise of 

future aid. But the treatment is not so extensive as it is in other 

places. 

There is the rather pragmatic association of the Oovenant 
J 

with prosperity and rest. There shall be an end to wandering and 

a time when there shall be a settled state; there shall be prosperity 

and contentment. 

It had been the intention of the J-Narrator to diseuse the 

origin of the Oovenant which was to b~ the basie of Israel 1 s unique 

and fundamental relation to Yahweh. He had interpreted it as His 

great and manifold gift to men of faith and courage who would dare 

great things for Him and who would trust Him to fulfil His promises 

no matter what the circumstances or no matter what delaya and 

1 Ibid., 15:1;,14. 
2 Ibtd•i:::, ;5111,12. 
;. Ibid., 15118--21. 



tragedies might interveno. Be haa t~a eatablisbed an ideological 

pattern of faith and hope. Because the Narra tor bas done this in 

retrospect, he bas been able to show tbat Yahweh .!!!,! fulfill his 

promises in the brilliant success of David. 

The present writer accepta the view that the J-Document extends 

from Gene sis 2:4 up to parts of II Samuel. Bewer 1 for examplë, extends 

i t this far because he reels that J used the David-materials from the 
1 

Court-records to complete his treatment of the Promise-fulfillment. 

In its present form~is a deliberate compilation of hero-tales and 

shrine storiea wbich in their original state were disparate fragments. 

The first united form of the Document is probably a product of the 

ninth century, ca. 850. Guru{el suggesta that they were first pre-

served by tribal story-tellers and vere later condensed and collec-
2 

ted at local shrines. When one considera the phenomenal memory-power 

of the Oriental Mind, one bas little difficulty in believing that 

though these stories are very old they have yet survived pretty 

' much intact. Another source of J was the shrine story. Abraham 

at Beersheba and Jacob at Peniel are examples of this. There is, 

however 1 an important difference between the folk-tales and the 

shrine stories. The sacred atmosphere, of the altar bad lent a 

quality of 0 -r P whi ch Snai th charac teri ses as the 1 •••• bor der land 
y 4 

between the personal and the impersonal. 1 There had been enoounters 

1 Bewer, J., Literature of the Old Testament, New York, 1922, p.67. 
The present writer is fami1iar with the theory that would limit J 
to the so-ca1led 1 Tetrateooh" (Genesis to Numbers), which bas arlrsen 
from the Scandinavian School, of which Engnell is an important 
member; but he above expresses his divergence. 

2 Gunkel, B., The Early Legenda of Genesis, Chicago, 1901, pp~ff. 
3 Nielsen, E., Oral Tradition, London, 19,54, p.25ff. 
4. Snaith, N., The Distinctive ldeas of the Old Testament, London,1954, 

p.4). 



wi th this quali ty of clÏJPwhich Snaith feels stood for the 

conception of deity attained up to any particular time. It is 
1 

thus a very fluid term. 

These tales had survived as primitive stories of cultic 

encounters. They often involved the acts of particular Gode in 

38. 

ter.as of the unintegrated polytheism of the time. The persan who 

had been caught up into the encounter was either destroyed or 

exceptionally benefited. There was little social content and the 

benefits rarely lasted beyond the life of the particular person 

involved. But J superimposed upon them a more related pattefn and 

Yahweh 1s future Promises. The Patriarche became a successive and 

related pattern of God's continuai sustenance and of firmly-grounded 

hope of future help and benefit. 

These stories ·· testify to J 1s ideology for a num.ber of reasons. 

They aarry the lassons of loyalty and faith. They are sign-posts 

in the course of the working-out of the covenant-relationship. 

They convert wanderings into pilgrimages. Abraham sets out on a 

journey through the wilderness in the confidence that Yahweh already 

knows the destination and that He will be faithfUl to reveal it to 
2 

Abraham at the appointed time. 
3 

Jacob 1 s contest with the angel is 

a lesson in perseverance. His vision of the ladder includes a 

promise that Yahweh will be faithful to His Covenant and that the 
4 

family -tree of Abraham, which J apparently bas established, 

1 Ihi4~~·51.· -~-'-_ 
2 Genesis -12:1 
3 Ibid., 32:24--32· 
4 Frost, ~oc. Oit. 



shall have national prominence and persona! prosperity. These are 

hence instances of how, in retrospect, the J-Narrator cites the 

steps which God took to ensure a close relation between His purpose 

for His people and the people themselves. 

Among the more striking examples of J 1 s remaking of older 

materials are the narratives of the Creation and the Flood. This 

may be illustrated by a comparison of the treatments given to these 

myths by the Hebrew and ·Babylonian writor1. The position here taken 

is that there is a common origin and that although J was acquainted 

with the Babylonian accounts, he profounâly altered them by his 

moral and monotheistic conceptions. Gordon postulates a commercial 

and cultural interchange between Palestine and Babylonia at the 

time of Sargon II and thinks that i t was through this circumstanoe 
1 

that the mythe became available. 

The Babylonian version of the Paradise-Creation mythe is 

summarized by J in Genesis 2:4ff. Marduk, according to the Babylo-

nian account,had gained a viotory over !iamat after a violent 

struggle and had created a Paradise in the midst of the wasteland. 

Paradise is presented as the prototype of the city of Babylon and 

as an inferior copy of thesensuous heaven of the Gods. There is 

a seduction of the man by the temptress Eabani and a relationship 

between the eating of the fruit of a divine tree and immortality. 

Man eats of the fruit and is robbed of immortali ty but retains wisdom. 
2 

1 Gordon, R.R., The Early Traditions of Genesis, Edinburgh, 1907,P•59• 
2 Ibid., pp.58, 59· 



4o. 

The Hebrew version is qui te different. By God 1s act the 

barren waste of the desert is turned into a pleasant and fruitful 

oasis. lan is created for fellowship with Yahweh, for He often 

walks in the sha.de of the evening and speaks wi th the man and \he 

woman. The fruit of the tree of the mowledge of Good and Evil is 

withheld as a test of obedience, not as a reminder of divine jealouay. 

Man is not able to live the life of God. The expulsion from the 

Garden is enforced upon them because they have committed the moral 

offence of disobedience. 

Thus, the difference is mainly moral, not merely in presenta-

tion of material but even more in moral implication. Divine jealousy 

has been replaced by moral judgement. Man, in J 1s acoount, is more 

moral and is capable of higher insight. 

This contrast is further exemplified in the narrative of the 
1 

Flood. In the Babylonian version, man, to be sure, is in a state 

of sin, but his sin is not sufficient to warrant the punishment he 

receives. Gordon pietures the Goda as destroying men through a fit 
2 

of arbitrary wrath. Heidel notes the excesses of po1ytheism which 

pervade the narrative and how they forma oontrast to the beeoming 
7 

seriousness of the Hebrew version. Ea had used the subterfuge 

of a dream to protect Utnapishtim from the waters and himself from 

the wrath whieh he has oeoasioned by his betrayal of the heavenly 

1 Bewer looates the Babylonian original in the Gilgamesh Epie, !f• Oit., 
P• 10, note. Pritchard gives the text of the Flood-Appendage in 
An.eient Near Eastern Texte, Princeton, 1950, pp.9,-91· 

2 Gordon, ~· Oit., p.44. 
' Heidel, H., The Gil~amesh Epie and Old Testament Parallels, 

Chicago, 1946, p.26 • 
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secrets. Then the great deluge begins. It is so terrible that 

even the Gods are terrified. Utnapishtin takes his family and 

samples of earthly growth wi th him aboard the ship; and the rest 

of men# good and bad, are ewept away. 

The Hebrew version has obvious contrasta; suffice it to say 

that they are mainly of a moral character. There is the similarity 

that both Noah and Utnapishtim are tenth in a list of Antideluvian 

Kings, but the similarity is rarely profounder than tbat. 

The present writer would draw the following conclusions. The 

~ treatment of these older Babylonian legenda is carried out along 

moral and monotheistic lines. J wished to inouloate certain moral 

truths and used the mythe that were well known as his raw materials. 

But the contrast of treatment is so strild.ng and thorough-going tbat 

we are all but driven to the conclu.sion that J brought to them higher 

and loftier insights and that his rendering indicates a far-reaching 

moral advance. 

It is important that we briefly examine the method used by J 

to present his interpretations of God 1s great Acts and His unfailing 

constancy. J was not merely retelling old stories; he was telling 
l 

how God bad acted in History. He had what Wright hs.s called a •Given, 1 

which wa.s J 1s starting-point. This •Given1 consista in those extra-

environmental factors which convert secular events into a divine 

progression. It is our concern here to see how J shows the operation 

1 Wright, G., God Who Acts, London, 1952, p.;5. 



of this, 1 Given1 in the life of his people. The Oovenant and the 

Promise of Rest have already been mantioned. The saving of the 

Oovenant-line is due to Yahweh1 s oontinued restrengthening. Moses 

starts out auspiciou~JlY but through losing his temper is forced to 
1 

leave Egypt. But God appears to him in Midian and sends h1m back. 

The Purpose, the 1 Given1, is again in operation. Throughout the period 

of the Judges and the first kinga God 1s plan marches forward in and 

by means of men. Thus 1 the 11Given11 is never merely a me'b3,physical 

consideration; it is instinct and warm with life~ 

We may note that it was nevef J 1s purpose to present an 

artificially good person. He presented all sides of the.story ànd as 

an author allowed the subjects a good deal of freedom. Abraham is 

presented as acquiescing in Sarah 1s harsh treatment of Hagar even 

though he knows that i t is wrong. Jacob is presented not only as 

the hero of Peniel put as the man who stole his brother 1s birthright 

through a trick; and cheated his uncle in the matter of straked sheep. 

Such a method permitted J to build up an ideological picture of past 

great men, who were nonetheless also very human. Even as early as 

this we are in the midst of a living tradition; that is, a meaningful 

interpretation of. History. 

We may now review the pur pose of i._. His aim was to trace the 

course of Revelation. The careers of the Patriarche could not be 

1 Exodus: }116-18. This passage is considered to be from J, by 
Bennet, in Exodus, (lèlr.}';Bdihburgh, no date, P•59,60. 
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truly told apart from the continued Rèvelation in their lives. It 

was J 1s purpose to build a continued tradition of piety and obedience 

to the divine commande. One of his main purposes was to establish 

the sacral character of the Davidic Monarchy. It was not the result 

of brilliant military feat nor was it an historical accident. It 

was in the purpose of God. J was at pains to show this by positing 

the Patriarchal traditions and the Deliverance. This was followed 

by the Judges and the early prophets. All this was done to place 

David in the top place of a line of righteous men. David was not 
1 

only a great king; he was f'irst and foremost T/1-,rr::rt .. t• have here 

an exalted patriotism •. It is not an occasion of' pride but of humility, 

for Yahweh had made Israel 1s people. The success of the Monarchy 

under David was the success of the people of God, the ï>Hl" •j[if:'. 

The present writer would also suggest that it was J 1s purpose 

to link Moses with the God of the Patriarche. The key-reference is 

Exodus 4a5& 1 That they may believe that the Lord God of their fathers, 

the God of Abraham, the God of Isaac, the God of Jacob, hath appeared 
.2 

unto thee. 1 

The Exodus is thus a continuation of the Oovenant-program; it 

2 (From previous page)a The fact of the intermingling of J andE 
materials forces us to briefly consider the question of-the r~lation 
of J and E. There is question as to whether we are dealing with two 
separate documents or a series of original J narratives augmented by 
a series of E fragments. Wright feels that there can be no real 
separation, hut that.! is merely a series of 1 supplementations11 to 
J. (~1 P• 74) Mowinckel thinks that there oan be a very real 
separation , and assignai, to the South and.! to the North. (Mowinckel, 
The Two Sources of Genesis, 1 -- 11, Oslo, 1957, pp.l,, 19). Bewer 
makes a rather elaborate distinction. He thinks that E is a series 
of corrections to ~· He says that according to ~ Abraham never did 
tell a lie about his wife. She was really his siater; thus Abraham 
is cleansed of the guilt of lying. When~ pictures Abraham as giving 



is a momentous event, but nevertheless only one event in a whole 

series of meaning.ful eve rita. This 1 s an exam.ple of interpreti ve 

historiography, in that it depicts the event of the Exodus as the 

special favouring of the Hebrews by Yahweh. · Bpt this great event 

in their History, the event which marked out the Hebrews as the 

special children of the m.ost powerful of all the Goda, needed t·o 

be augmented by the Oonquest and the establishing of the people 

in their own land. Else, all would be lost and thrown away. There-

fore, it seems reasonable to maintain that J continued the story up 

until David, so that he could show how the Promises were fulfilled 

and the meaningful pa~tern completed. 

We may conolude by saying that the J-Document is truly an 

historioal piece of writing. It representa the selection of 

materials and the vivid presentation of them according to a definite 

standpoint; namely the Divine Act in historie places had been a force 

causing men to change their habits and beliefs. 

2 (continued) ••• Hagar a pitcher of water, he does soto show how 
Abraham was pained at the plight of Hagar. To quote, 1 In the trans­
formation of ancient materials he (E) went further than J. His 
moral oonsciousness was more sensitive and refined ••• • (!1?_.CI.!i!,P•85) 
Even if Bewer 1s thinldng were accurate, this would still indicate a 
close comparison and working with both documents that would hardly 
have been carried out much before the time of Josiah, and any use 
D made of J and E must necessarily be presumed to have been at an 
earlier date. The present writer 1s position is that D used them. 
separate entities, although he is tentative as to this position. 

1 (From previous page). I ~ngs, 8a26. 
2 E:x:odus, .;:J Bennet considera this as to have come :f'rom iD E.P.•ill• ,p.62. 



There are significant passages in Deuteronamy which reflect 

the historiographical achievement of the J-Narrator. In 4c;l-;8 we 

find that the prime motivation of the Exodus-wonders was the great 

love Yahveh bad for the fathers. If it had not been for their faith 

and perseverance in the Plan of Yahweh1 the people of Israel could 

not have enjoyed the exclusive and all-powerful oare of Yahweh. In 

6al0 we are again reminded of the Oovenant made to Abraham, Isaac 

and Jacob and that because of His love for them Israel shall come 

into unearned benefits. In 261; we read that part of the purpose 

of sacrifice and worship was the grateful commemoration of the 

great Fast when Yahweh made the nation of Israel His special ooncern. 

Thus, D was not the first of Israel 1s historians, but already stood 

consciously in a tradition of historiography. But that he brought 

to that tradition oharacteristics of his own I hope to show in what 

follows. 



CHAPTER III 

The Contribution of the Eighth Century 

Prophets 

Synopsis 

The eighth century prophets were convinced that they bad been 
called to preach the Vord and Will of God to their times. The call 
was formed by two factors: their persona! experience of Yahweh as 
urgent love and righteousness and the traditianal moral covenant between 
Yahweh and the nation. They stressed the absolute and inescapable 
necessity of righteous living as the counterpart to acceptable worship. 

Amos repudia ted the popular doctrine of il1 n'. LI f''. To the 
people it had meant the inevitable involvement of Yahweh 1s people, 
Israel, in the great and final triumph which He was to acco.mplish 
and that all that was needed was joyous watchfulness for that Great 
Day. Amos sharply cri ticised this on the gro'lmds that an immoral 
and socially coarse people bad no hope of participating in the acts 
of a moral Deity. They could expect only tragedy as the rightful 
result of their sinful living. The Exile is a punitive measure. 

Through the terrible tragedy within his own home, Hosea had 
come to know the tragic effects of idolatry upon the mind and the 
religious sensitivities. He realized that the people were in the 
hands of an irresistible power of corruption. But at the same time 
he was convinced tha t Yahweh wished to av:e them by first rendering 
them fit to receive His Blessings. He will do this by leading them 
into the simpler life;of the Exile. The Exile is thus purgative. 

Isaiah brought to the young Ahaz faith as the basie for a 
sound and progressive foreign policy. But Ahaz, preferring the more 
tangible values of real-politik, refuses to follow Isaiah. The prophet 
tells of the sign of a child: before it has grown very old Yahweh will 
have disposed of Israel 1s enemies. 

These prophets made a real contribution to later Deuteronomic 
Historiography. Although the final solution given by Amos was too 
pessimistic, it did offer a moral explanation for tragedy. Hosea 
complements the severity of Amos. Isaiah offers the promise that 
Yahweh himself will intervene in the affaira of his Elected nation. 



Introductory Statement to Amos, Hosea and Isaiah 

It is the general position of the present writer tbat the 

Prophets bad a real and vital experience of God and that they 

brought this to the people as the command of God for the living of 

life. They were convinced that through them God bad acted in the 

realm of events and persans. Micah bad said, 1 But truly I am full 

of power by the spirit of the Lord and of Judgement and of might to 
1 

declare unto Jacob his transgression and unto Israel his sin.• Their 

propheoies bad their foundation in a God personally apprehended, but 

they never felt that they bad finished with God until they bad gone 

to the nation. The activity of religion was to be seen as much in 

the realm of the civil and the commercial as it was in that of worship. 

The prophets bad labored long and hard to take religion out from under 

the protective caver of the cultic and make it relevant to the deeper 

springs of ethical motivation. God was the health of one 1s oountenance, 

the source of one 1s ability togo on living and to make life purposeful. 

1 Turn ye unto Me, but go not to Bethel •• 1 such is the import of a good 

part of the prophets 1 message. It was, therefore, in terms of life as 

a greater whole that these men of God appealed to the people. The rise 

and fall of kingdoms, the success or failure of individual lives, the 

vitality of a view of lifes -- these were the areas of living where 

one sought Gad. In short, one sought Him in the realm of History. 

1 Mïcah, ;:8. 
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In the long run, the great and mighty Acte of God would be 

beneficiai or disastrous as the people responded to them. God 

never acted in a void, but toward some purpose; and although this 

purpose often transcended the Israelites, it always included them. 

He was ever bef' ore them wi th the Covenant He bad made wi th their 

fathers and which He desired to continue with them. He had, by 

His active Nature, established laws and patterns. If the people 

would live by them they would share in the good sense and blessings 

of His gifts. But if they would continue to live wilfully, like 
1 

stupid cattle, they would deserve only the goad and the loss of 

the distinctively human elements of life. Hosea and Isaiah felt 

that God would bring about the great restoration to goodness in 
2 

His ow.n time and in His own way, both in History and beyond it. 

Amos probably felt that any sufficient change was quite impossible; 

the people bad gone too far and had been too thorough in their 

' neglect and defiance of God. The end of the people was the end of 

the Hebrew State, at the hands of her enemies. 7!bé~ prophets' 

experience was real enough for· them to go before their own people, 
~ 

whom they lovèd1 with this severe message; they could not avoid 

their commission for they were held tight by God 1s overpowering 

constraint. 

1 Hosea, 4:16ff. 
2 Ibid., 2:14; lOllOff; 11:8; 15:4, 10; 14:4. Also Isaiah1 7&9 1 11. 
5 The present writer 1s position is that the restoration passage 

in Amos, 9: 11-15, is a later addition and opposed to Amos' 
generàl position. 

4 This is expressed or implied in Amos 1 7:2ff; Hosea, ll:l-9;Isaiah 5• 



One of the greatest aocamplishments of the latter prophets 

vas their oompletion of the process of moralizing the Divine Act. 

The Canaanitish Ba 1als were unquestionably powerful, but they were 

most arbitrary. Cultic fanaticism, oppoaing celestial factions, 

avarice for sacrifice: -- these were among the oharacteristios of 

the Ba 1als. On the basis of their conviction that God was moral 

and consistent, the prophets opposed these conceptions. As against 

the cultic fanaticism they proclaimed that God had touched both the 

rational faculties and the heart. As opposed to the celestial differ-

ences of will they presented a Deity Whose Vill was integrated and 

dependable. The God who gave the Law on Sinai was the same God who 
1 

had made the bountiful earth. To the terribly wide-spread belief 

that God would be vith the people only as they were faithful tn sacri-

fiee, they opposed the belief that God bad no need of one particular 

nation because He was the God of all the nations of the world. In 

completing the moralizing of the Divine Act, the prophets also dis-

covered to the people the more functional and satisfying depths of 

persona! moral responsibility. Through their preaching of the moral 

elements in Israel 1 s relations with Jabweh they offered a way of more 

consistent growth and sounder national policy. The right ordering 

of History and the opportunity for man to cooperate with God were 

both morally conditioned. Apart from Him, there could be only that 

general debilitation that arises from the surfeit of sensual gratifi-
2 

cation and the conviction that religion is but ceremony. 

1 Hosea, 2:8, 18. 
2 Bmith, : .• G.A., 1 The False Peace of Ritual, 11 in The Book of the 12 

Prophets. 



In View of the above we may say that the beliefs and acts 

of the prophets afford us dependable examples of the fact that God 

acts in the historioal realm. He is a transcendent God Who has 

willed to be iiil!.Oanent. (Although we are not yet at the transcendent 

heights of II Isaiah, still the constant opposition of the Ba 1als in 

the name of Yahweh indicates, in the various contexte, a qualitative 

difference which is partially explaïned by a more transcendent God). 

The m.ighty and righteous Yahveh had brought the na ti on into existence 

and was villing to inspire its priests and prophets so that that 

nation would prosper. But the nation would not go to God for the 

best and most important things in its life; therefore God sent his 

prophets first to chasten and then to oondemn. 

Their principal appeal was to their own times. There were 

apoëalyptic elements and· the tirst intima ti ons of eschatology, but 

these grew out of their interpretations of the contemporary oondi-

tiens. Oonvinoed that the will of God was vitally relevant to the 

affaira of the nation, they brought to it the great moral truths 

which were the foundation of a sound, progressive national polioy. 

The obvious example is Isaiah 1 s visi t to Ahaz, where he purposed 

to allay A.haz 1 fears and tragic indecision through God 1s promise 

of aid as well as his own sounder interpretation of the Syro-
1 2 

Hosea compared his nation to a 1 calœ not turned; 11 Ephraimitic crisis. 

the people had lost their sense of balance and proportion. This was 

1 Isaiah, 7• 
2 Hosea, 7c8• 
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true, in general, beoause the prophets were forth-tellers rather 

than detached predictors of a quite unrelated future. The Guidance 

of Yahweh was not a finished product, in any strict, predestined 

sense; it was muoh more a process working itself out in the course 
1 

of History. The interpretation of ev.ents was in a very real sense 

following along after His Will. Although the prophets did foretell 

future events, they did so because they had very definite opinions of 

the Present. Yahweh would bring disaster upon them because they 

merited it. If there was a sincer~, durable penitence the punishment 

could be averted. But the lxile would come because a nation that is 

not worthy to survive will not survive. The Future is conditioned by 

the Présent. Apart from such a consideration there oould be no conti-

nuity of the History of morally free people and the conception of 

Divine Guidance would degenerate into a series of arbitrary acts of 

favoritism. 

On the basis of suoh considerations, it seems fair ~o say 

that in the writings of the prophets we have a series of informed 

interpretations of the events of Israel 1s life. Yahweh would act 

according to the living-habits and beliefs of His people. He would 

act through His servants the prophets, whom He would strengthen and 

inspire. By the moral worth and the close cogency of their analyses 

they commended themselves to the attention and consciences of the 

nation. 

1 Scott, R.a.y., The Relevance of the Prophets, New York,l944, p.l48. 



The prophets never felt that they vere preaohing an entirely 

new doctrine. However they may have added new elements to it 

through their elaborations, they never felt that they were going 

beyond the historie Oovenant. The Law bad been given and the Law 

had been preached. They greatly empbasi•ed a present~a personal 

appropriation of that Law. It bad lain in neglect and the people 

bad preferred the sensuous blandishments of Oanaanite religion. They 

h&d a knowledge about the Law and its necessary basis in the Oovenanted 

Acts of Yahweh, but they vere indifferent to it. 

The references to the Wilderness Period and to the original 

Oovenant are numerous in the eighth century prophets. In a recent 
1 

writing G. Henton Davies lista and discusses them. His argument is 

mainly as follows. The Exodus experience bad yielded Oovenant and 

grace to the Israelites. From henceforth they wore not merely the 

votaries of a local god, but a partieular nation, bound to redeemer-

God who had taken them away from slavery and started them off toward 

nationhood. They had a theology of History because for them as a 

nation, History had begun in Divine Act, in a particular place and 

at a particular time. Davies eharacterises this as • •••• the theology 
2 

of the Presence of Yahweh in Israel. 1 The ~ent: of the Exodus is 

thus no detached eventa i t is the ground of the nation 1s being. It 
; 

has established the relation between 1 glauben and existenz.n Therefore 

1 Davies, G.H., 1 The Yahwistic Tradition in the Eighth Oentury Prophets1 , 

in Studies Presented to T.H. Robinson, Edited by H.H. Rowley, Edinburgh, 
1950· The passages are: Amos 2:9-10, ;al6; 9•7• Hosea 2al6; 12110; 
l;a4. He accounts for the absence in Isaiah of J-Exodus material by 
suggesting that Isaiah used a variant-·or i; which oîD1'€'€ed the Exodus 
material. 

2 Ibid., p.42. 
; Ibid., p.49. 



we may say that the prophets brought to the people the God of their 

fathers. They brought with them the wealth of those traditions 

which ha.d begtm as far back Covenant-times and had continued, to 

the nation 1s benefit. They were ·addressing their pleas in terme 

of the living tradition of Israel 1s Past and using them to remind 

the people lfhat Yahweh might yet have in store for them if they 

would only return to Him. To this extent1 the prophets might be 

considered conservatives, in spite of the tremendous contributions 

they themselves made. 

Through the reality of their own religious experiences and 

their conviction that God had acted in History, the prophets made 

a very real contribution to the Deuteronomic Hiatory. Because they 

were never merely detached observera or impersonal commentators but 

were emotionally and spiritually involved in their nation 1s life 

they were able to give reasonably clear and valuable accounts of 

the life of their times. 

They worked from wha.t might be considered a dual-standpointt 

Yahweh 1s traditional interest in Israel; and the developing univer-

salism that begins in Amos and finds great expression in Isaiah. Amos 

rhetorically asked, 1Are ye·~.not unto me as the children of the 
1 

Ethiopians 1 0 children of Israel1 Isaiah oalls Assyria the 1rod1 

2 
of Yahweh 1 s anger. God bad favored Israel in her youth but since 

1 ~~ 9•7· 
2 Isaiah,l0t5· 



~. 

she bad refused to grow into mature moral and spiritual responsi-

bility, Yahweh could no longer be her protecter without doing 

great violence to His moral nature. 

Such was axiomatic to the prophets because of their tremendous 

experiences of the moral character of Yahweh. The action of the 

good Yahweh was Judgement. The people had broken with the tradition 

of n~;r~.that sense ot wholeness which included the historie 

figures of Israel and also the succession of righteous and victorious 
1 

achievements of her Yahweh. The punishment of Judgement was national 

disaster, the breaking up of the national cohesion, by the impetuous, 

irresist4.b1e and demoralizing invasion of thô ne. ti on 1s enemies. Yahweh 

was to use these nations to punish Israel; they were not to act inde-

pendently~ Yahweh 1 s pur poses would succeed, wi th or wi thout Israel. 

For the purposes of the Thesis, we may·c6nsider the influence 

of these tbree prophets upon Deuteronomy to have been a general one. 

They contributed mightily to a religious foundation for the inter-

pretation of History and modified and supplemented the traditional 
2 

ideology of Guidance and Redemption. The 1robust optimism1 of the 

J Saga. was replaced by the sober but no less invigorating regimen 

ot the Prophets .• 

They preached that the God who was above all natiens was 

available to the man of righteous and contrite spirit. To those 

who would call upon Him in simplicity and sincerity he would give 

1 Oook defines n ~ ;rY: as wholeness of communi ty, including goda 
as well as men. In, Hoolœ, S.H., The l.e.bFinth, London, 19;5,p. 76. 

2 North, O.R., The Old Testament Interpretation of History, London, 
1946, p.25. 
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·guidance and a sense of securi ty tha.t ha.d praotical values. He 

had always been willing to be the God and Father of the nation of 

Israel if she would be fai thful and worship H1m purely and with 

the whole being. Not only woU.ld He be the transcendant f'oundation 

of their national security; more than this., He would enter actively 

into the nation 1s affairs so as to lead them according to His own 
1 

great and good flan. 

The God who created the nation was a God of morali tyl' It was 

part of His Nature. other gods bad been powerful patrons of nations 

but seldom had there been such a close connection between Deity and 

morality. (Perhaps the most notable exception to this is the tradi-

tion of Hammurabi and Shamash.) Because Israel was Jahweh's creation, 

she ~ be moral. The founda ti on of the na ti on 1 s continued integri t.y 

was a conscious public morality founded in the Divine Will. The 

Decalo~e and the Book of the Oovenant were but the first steps in. 

the deliberate moralism demanded of the people by their God. The 

religious sins attendant upon the Fertility Oults had spilled over 

into civil life. The unm.oral character of the Oults had infected 

and cheapened the civil laws until the rich had beco.me callous 

toward the poor.for the sake of religious observance and convenience. 

The affair of the coat taken in pledge is but a striking example of 

a temper of mind all too co.mmon. The very God who bad taken History 

into His own hands had forbidden it. 

1 Hosea, 1414,9. 



• Out of this intense conviction of moral reSpànsibili ty 

had grow:n a respect for the individual. As over against the mass-

appeal of the cultic cel•brations the prophets had preached a civil 
.. # . . 

and commercial mcirality as a legitimate and i~~eparable co~terpart 
. . . ,'' 

to worship and aspiration. In practiee this worked itself out in 

the lives of individuals. The sine in Amos are ao often those of 

the abuse of human bèingst cheating, injustice, hardness of heàrt. 
-:' .. ~\ 

Because they are offences against the conscièus sensiti~ties, they 

are offences against individuals. Yahweh 1s demand had beon for a 

nation of righteous men. ·To the degree that auch men made response 

to Yahweh, the nation was secure. To the degree that they refused 

to do, the nation courted disaster. 

In View of the above, we may conclude that in studying the 

words and the experiences of the prophets we are studying a religious 

interpretation of Israel 1s history. With this general statement in 

mind we rœ.y proceedtO...-closer look at certain elements in the teach-

inga of the prophets Amos, Hosea and Isaiah as they brought God 1 s 

Word and Plan to their nation in times of stress. 



Notable Instances of Prophetie Interpretation 

Having indicated the prophets 1 place in the ijlt:Jtory of Israel 

it remains for us to consider those aspects of their ~ching which 

contributed most notably to the Deuteronomic view.QfBistory. . . 
The subjects to be treated arec ·l 

1. The encounter of Amos wi th the people at the royal shrine 

at Bethel at the Feast of Sukkoth and his reinterpretation 

ofi11i1 • -o j'. 

2. The conception of 7 lJ h in Hosea. ..... "'.: 

;. The authentic Messianic passages in fsaiah, 1--;9. 

These are chosen becauso they demonstrate most vigorously the partici-

pation of the prophetie religion in the actual life of the people. 

Through His prophets God had become an active force for the reproof 

and the rebuilding of His people. 

AMOS 

Al though he was undoubtedly frequent in bis visits to urban 

canters, Amos had spent his real and significant life in the wilder-

ness-solitude. He had experienoed Yahweh as acting direotly upon 

His creation -- as directly as a rain-storm overtaking a dry river 

bed and causing a fresbet. Just as surely as a lion 1s roar means 

that the animal has pounced upon i ts prey; so surely bas Yahweh 

acted in the life of His world. By the same token, Yahweh 1s initia-

ting call was the iPrlni of Amos 1 prophetie career. 1The Lord bath 
1 

spoken; who can· but prophesyJ 1 Armed wi th such an urgent commission 

he appeared at Bethe!. From the relatively simple and strict moral 

1 Amos, ;:8. 



atmosphere of the desert-life he came to the lax morals and the 

devious religious praotices of the elaborate and costly shrine. 

The Feast of Sukkoth had come to symbolize the fairest hopes 

of the people, both for national prominence and personal prosperity. 

Its conneetion with the popular and age-old hope was close. Just 

as the New Year symbolized the renewal of agricultural vigour,the 

i11P'-il 1.. ;stood for the great V2ctory of Yahweh over D Îi11) and 

her forces of evil and destruction, and the r&sultant bountiful 
1 

creation. Through a proeess of extension first the king was inclu-

ded in the fruits of this Victory and then the king 1s subjects. The 

people had originally been the il '1 in terms of the tribe or 

gathered kinsmen. But when David achieved the confederation of 

tribes, the new group became the il Y and were tb.us enti tled to 
2 

the benefits. The viotories of David had been read baok to the 

favour of God and to the earlier close conneotion between the 

creation of the world and the favoured position of the nation. The 

period of Jeroboam II had been relatively free from war and the 

commercial success of the middle class bad resulted in a comfort-

able life for the middle and upper classes. This success had been 

interpreted as the continuing favor of God. All in all 1 Amaziah 

had good reason to foster the current optimism and to expel Amos 

from the joyous throng. He had good reason to consider that îl1û'. Q j' 

would be a Day of 14ght and of final Victory, both of God and Israel, 

over their mutual enemies. 

1 See discussion of ;nn•·oi"in Hooke, S.H.,&d., Myth and Ritue.l, 
Oxford, 19;;, especially pp.48ff. and 12;ff. 

2 Bentzen A., Kinf-and Messiah, London, 1955, p.45· fhe pr~sent d 
writer rejeots he idea or the ancestor as a 1 namen as d~scusse 
on this page. 
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However, Amos* repudiation of the popular idea of the 

vas swift and summary. When Yahweh ha.d chosen Israel He had 

given her the gifts of responsibility as vell as of privilege. 

The latter had been used and abused; the former had been neglec-

ted. Ever since the days of the Patriarchal Promises aiidt,oi! 

the giving of the i1,1h Jahweh*s relations with His people had r 

been moral. But the people had been unfaithful and theif defection 

to unmoral goda had resulted in the loss of that moral sensitivity 

necessary to the true worship of Yahweh. Their religious praotices 

had become dissociated from a.moral deity. Thus, they lost the 

creative connection between the worship of Yahweh and civil mora-

li ty. A fatal dichotomy had grown up between worship and living-

praetiees. The grossness and fanaticism of cultic practices had 

engendered a spirit of selfishness with its resultant offences 

against essentially humane qualities and sentiments. The people 
1 

had burâed the bones at the king in lime -- a morbid extravagance. 

The people had taken the firstlings of the flock and lain in indo-

lenoe upon coats taken in pledge. Suoh acts reflect the losa of 

the vigour and clear-sighted need of mutual aid whioh had charac-

terized the better days of the desert-period. These habits had 

become engrained to a point where Amos' condemnation was not of 
2 

partioular sinful acts but of a warped and strained public temper. 

1 Amos, 211. 
2 llid.,2a4-8. 
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Because the dichotamy was there and was so deeply roo~ed 

that it seemed nothing could take it away 1 Amos had no choice; 

he had to pronounce do am. The illil '-a j .. is not Light but Da.rkness. 

As the people had lived, so would Yahveh visit them. Amos• convie-

tion of the closeness of God's active nature to oontemporary events is 

lp his pithy statement, 1 You only have I kno~ of all the nations 
1 

of the earth; therefore will I punish you for your sins. 1 The 

deliberate, habitual sinning of the people had been the motive for 
a 

God 1s preliminary chastisement and final, later condamnation. It 

remains for us to examine the means of thi$ punishment. 

Yahveh wa.s to use other nations. History and its events would 

provide the means of punishment rather than some wrathful, arbitrary 

theophany. Al though he never mentioned i t i t was probably Assyria 

that would be the means. He pictures Israel as a maimed and flee-

ing people. They will have lost heart and outer un~ty. They will 

have lost their former confidence in Yahweh and the oomfort of His 
:; 

near presence. Al though this judgement is wi thin History i t is 

summary and absolute in character. There is no appeal against it. 

It is an analogue of the direct 1 awe-inspiring personal experience 

of Yahweh which Amos himself had had. 

We may thus say that in his repudiation of the popular 

conception of the nJn··ai·and his reinterpretation of it, Amos had 
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developed a view of History which he contributed to the later 

Deuteronaaqp School. Beginning with a thorough conviction of 

the absolute moral character of Yahweh1 he judged all he say 

by such a standard. Because Israel had abused her privileges 

and neglected her responsibilities she must lose the favour ~d 

beneficia! presence of her God. The nation that is not moral tr 
her life and pure in her worship shall perish. The olear fact of 

a moral universe is ever before us. The message of Amos does 
1 

not contain moralisme for our perusal; the very ground of his 

thinking, the very liaison between him and Yahweh is in moral terms. 

For Amos, t.rue morality did not exist apart from Yahweh. For him., 

i1 e ;rY, tha t wholeness of view, was actually part of the di vine 
2 

nature. Because n ~ ;r,..; was in Yahweh, Israel must be P , Tf. 

Beoause Israel had not learned this strongly enough to establish 

a civic morality and a pure worship she ·must perish. This teaching 

of Amos was too pessimistic to be taken over entite; but it did ... 

open the way for a theological interpretation of national disaster, 

as the discipline of Yahweh. 

1 ~ 5al8,24. 
2 This is in contrast to the more estheticJ4~~~s~. 

See Dickinson G.Lowes, The Greek View of Life, London,l949, 
pp.l47-148. 



HOSEA 

Hosea 1s most distinctive contribution to prophetie thought 

is probably his conception of By i t he wa.s able to 

gather toge~r all the elements of his unha.ppy marriage experience 

v:tth Gomer and to use the resultant pattern for his interpretation 

of the Exile. 

The present writer takes the position that the woman discussed 

in chapters 1-' is one person, that she was Hosea 1s wife and that he 

discovered her adultery after the birth of the first child. The 

corrupt state of the text and the abrupt, highly emotional style 

combine to make meticulous translation extremely difficult. But 

it is safe to say that enough has been brought to light to support 

the interpretation that follows. 

Within his own experience Hosea bad seen the ravages of the 
1 

Fertility cults, for quite possibly Gomer bad been a nJH. He ,. 
had seen the progress of the spiritual and moral degradation which 

had robbed her of either ability or inclination towards a more 

sensitive loving response. His experience was thus an allegory. 

1 Go take unto thee a wife of whoredoms and children of whoredoms; 

for the land bath committed great whoredom.s, departing from the 
2 

Lord. 1 His own situation bad made him sharply aware,and his deeply 

emotional nature had made him acutely sensitive to the moods of 

anguish and disappointment. Of all the prophets, with the possible 

exception of Jeremiah, perhaps Hosea had the least compartmentalized 

mind. His reactions to tlie;lif'e around him tended to be inclusive. 

1 Hosea, 215. So May. See May, H., The Fertility Cult in Hosea, AJSL 
(48), 19,2, p.88. 

2 Hosea, la2. 

. . 



6;. 

He had discovered the general temperament of the people as well as 

particule.r sins. He could never have been satisfied with the phrase·~ 

'tendency to sin1 , for such wou~d be too weak and detached. The 

only term approaching his requiremeht was n :11 , denoting·.an 

overpawering, externe.! spirit which he.d come into the total consoious­
l 

ness and which he.d perverted the mind, the will and the affections. 

Through her~~oontinued and uncontrollable subjeotion to this 

ni1 of whoredoms the people bad lost their abili ty to govern 

themselves and to be rational about their foreign policy. 1 Ephraim 
2 

is like a silly dove. 1 When we read that • ••• my people are destroyed 
; 

· through lack of knowledge ••• 1 , the verb in question is YT;, denoting 

emotional as well as intellectual knowledge of Yahweh. Its goal is 

warm, personal fellowship with God. Without it there can be no 

heal thy ci vil life or pure worship. The present trend can only 

result in the destruction of individual integrity and national 

solidari ty. 

Therefore, the nation was meant only for destruction. She 

he.d proven grossly unfaithful to the God Who had been responsible 

for her growth and he.d proven herself utterly unworthy of God 1 s 

gifts of sustenance and hope. 

A strictly moral interpretation of History would have demanded 

the.t God destro:y the nation in His righteous wrath. But such would 

have been a denial of Hosea 1 s own experience. It is perhe.ps safe to 

1 Hosea, 4:12. 
2 Ibid., 7tll. 
:; Ibid., 6a4. 
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say tha.t it was only after his great anguish that Hosea bad 

discovered the depths of his love. He bad found himself faced 

with a drastic paradox: to continue on with Go.mer would have 

mea.nt the denia! of justice; to cast her off \'lould have mea.nt the 

denia.l of love. It was his discovery that his sense of love was 

greater tha.n his sense of justice. It bad been his love that had 

sustained, him in his darkest days. 

This is an allegory of the divine experience with Israel. 

The nation had known a golden age in the Past, when she served 
1 

Yahweh with intelligence and loving response. The fact tlBt she 

later turned away could not change His attitude. His love had 

been kindled by'this eager response and He could not let ber go. 
2 

In the period of her thorough apostasy His love had remained cons-
; 

tant and had even increased. Although He could not give :.er up, 

He could not continue indefinitely to love the nation while it 

pursued a reokless course of idolatry. Israel must again be worthy 

of His love. Thus, the paradox again arises: to keep Israel would 

be to deny justice; to cast her off would be to deny love. 

Apparently the o.nly solution tenable would be one that 

would sat1sfy both factors. In other words, the people must 

purify their justice, by restoring the quality of their love. But 

when they tried this they found that they could not be constant. 

Their goodness was • •••• as a morning cloud and as the early dew 
4 

i t goeth away. n They could not restore themselves. The pervasive 

1 Davies, Loc. âit. 
2 Hosea, 11:1,}~ 
; Ibid., 11:8. 
4 fir'"m, 6:~. 



dichotomy between the ecstatic cul tic· worship and the sober 

demanda of the moral covenant was too great. If there was to be a 

restoration it must come from the outside. 

It is at this point that the conception of J P.!') cornes 

into pro.minence. Through His everlasting love Yahweh will create 

those conditions whereby the nation might be restored. He will 

wed the nation to Himself, 1 ••• in righteousness and in judgement and 
1 

in loving kindness and in mercies ••• • It shall be the function of 

this T~!) to bring the nation back to the goodness of former times, 

to restore her mind and heart and to render her conscious of higher 

things, and a more stable quality of love. 

We come now to Hosea 1s treatment of the Exile. Like Amos, 

he felt that the Exile would contain many harsh and unpalatable 

elements. It would be thorough-going and would mean frustration 

and disappointment to many. But there is a profound difference 

between the two Propl~ts. To Amos the Exile was to be punitive and 

final, it was to be the end of the Hebrew State; to Hosea, the Exile 

was to be purgative and temporary, the nation would be gathered 

together again. Israel was to be brought back to purity and thé 

simplici ty of the former desert-life. During this period she would 

be guided by Iahweh until she ha.d recovered ber equilibrium and 

better reactions. After this, Yahweh would say, 1 I will betrothe 

1 Hosea, 2119. 
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1 
thee tome forever. 1 The restoration shall be two-fold: it shall 

consist in moral regeneration and the purifying of Israel 1s relations 

with the natural realm. This is especially significant because so 

much of Israel 1s apostasy lay in her unhealthy and immoral affilia-

tion with the Fertility Oults. She will learn that Yahweh had been 

the source of all of nature 1s bounty and regularity. At the end of 

the Exile there shall be a reinstating of the Hebrew nation. It is 

not certain as to whether there shall be a king, sinoe there are 
2 

severe judgements amainst the reigning King. The present writer 

feels that Hosea was ooncerned with the more fundamental questions 

of restoration rather than with administrative problems. He apparently 

felt that there would be personal knowledge of God and that on such 
; 

a basis the problems of government would be worked out. 

Hosea has presented ùs with an interpretation of History. 

Through his own einotional and highly sensitive nature he had come to 

a profound understanding of both the religious and civil ills of 

his nation and of the gravi ty and pervasi ve oharacter of her estrange-

ment from Yahweh. He had replaced the punitive character of strict 

justice with the more positive influence of patient, constant love, 

of 7!]!) • Behind the severe act of the Exile would be the progressive 

love that held promise for the future. It would be a functional love 

which would restore the nation to its truly humane qualities and 

standards. Hosea is thus more positive ti1an Amos and could look 

l Hosea 1 2119. 
2 Ibid., 814; 1;:11. 
; ïbld., 21;;. 



forward to a time when Israel could be the righteous 7)Y. 

This hope beoame a major factor in the Deuteronomio view of History, 

in that to view Israel 1s experiences as being a disciplining by 

Yahweh needs something more than the pessimism of Amos. Hosea thus 

complements his predecessor. 
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ISAIAH. 

When we pass to a consideration of the Messianic passages 

in Isaiah 1--;9 we are serious1y ha.mpered by the 1a.rgely antholo-

gica1 character of the book. The tremendous reputation of the 

prophet, as recorded in Isaiah and in II Kinga bas drawn to him 

a maas of matsrial which in its entirety was probably not from his 

mind or spirit. This is true of the passages under discussion 

hers; namely 71 9, 11, and ;2. 
J 

Frost bas discussed them and the present writsr accepta 

his findings with regard to the last three and therefore summarizes 

his position as followsa--

1. Ohapter 9 is to be dated after the Exile. The child is 

recognized as the true king by discerning men of the period. The 

reference to •darkness and the shadow of death1 is to the rigours 
f 

of the Exile. It is further dated by the use of thofstil 1 , or .. 
consoiously refined, oourtly language such as is characteristic 

of a forma! s~tement. The chaptsr is thus outside the psriod 

of this Thesis. 

Ohapter 11 is dated by the word Il t ;l , a 11f'elled 1ree, 11 - .. 
which indioates the post-Exilic psriod. The reference to n 11 is 

probably after Ezekiel ;6 and is akin to Isaiah 61. Again, it is 

beyond our present range. 

1 Frost, ~· c~., pp.67-70. 

. . 



3· Ohapter 32 is not likely to be authentioally Isaianic 

since it belongs to a group of separate oracles comprising ohapters 

32 and 33· 

we are thus limited to Isaiah 1s momentous interview with 

Ahaz during the criais of the Syro-Ephraimitic war, as it is 

recorded in chapter 7• Ahaz was torn between appealing to outside 

nations and trusting to God to deliver the nation and restore its 

equilibrium. Perhaps harassed by fears and the substantial tempta-

tians of real-politik Ahaz chose the latter. Isaiah then proclaimed 
! 

that despite Ahaz 1 refusal to trust, God would act for the nation. 

A young child was about to be born; before it reaohed the age of ; 

or 4, the criais would have come to an end. The mention of curds 

and honey signify the deliverance of the city fro.m a state of isola-

tion. They are products of the country-aide and thus their restora-

tion to general use would indioate the relief of the "beleaguered 
1 

city. 1 

Scholarly opinion has been wide and varied in this issue. 
2 

New Testament writers treated it as a foretelling of Christ. In 

more recent times Mowinokel bas introduoed an elaborate cultic 

explanation based on the use of curds and honey. They are the 

symbole of a divine sign-child. Ringnn insista thatill?~!Qhas 

a dual reference: to a persan then present and to a future king. 

1 Ibid., p.67. 
2 Matthew, 1z2;. 



70. 

He ci tes the cul tic use of i77? ~ Yn in the Ras Shamra text. He 
T "- T 

further by consideringn ff! Q to be a typical cul t-word, bath 

here and in Psalm 46. Isaiah prophesies the birth of a di vine king, 

whose divine nature shall be demonstrated by his judicial wisdom, 
1 

n 'P (S"The present wri ter feels that this is perhaps an extravagant 
'1' 'T : 

interpretation. He prefera the position that the birth and the early 

years of the child denote the relatively short time it will take for 

Yahweh ta accomplish the deliverance of the city. It is a sign of 

God 1s close and prompt attention. The child is of lesser significanoe. 

The joyoUs cry of J ~y ·l.l fr refera to the near presence of Yahweh rather 
a. 

than to the exceptional nature of the child. The main point is that 

it will be a sign of God 1s gracious, salutary act in behalf of His 

people. The scene as a whole demonstrates the high confidence Isaiah 

had in the over-ruling providence of Yahweh, ~no would act according 

ta His own purpose. He would offer peace, wisdom and an enlightened 

foreign polioy if Ahaz would only acoept them. But even lus refusai 

could not stop the working of Yahweh. 

The passage indicates Isaiah 1s great confidence that the 

affaire of the world of men are governed not by appeals to strength 

or ta ambition or to the piecing-out of the nations by ambitious 

foreign princes. They are in the hands of Yahweh who will choose 

His time and His way and yet who lets man have a share in the progress 

of History. 

It remains for us now to examine the prophets 1 influence 

upon the Deuteronomic writers and this will be included in the next chapter. 

1 
a 

Ringren, H., The Messiah in the Old Testament, London, 
Mowinoke1 1 S. He That Oometh, Oxford, 1956, pp.ll2ff. 
writer interpreta i7 ~{~'il as •young maiden, 1 not as 
1 virgin1 in Deuteronomy, 22:19. 

1956, P•27 • 
The present 
the specifie lJ J ·7 -1\ 5; .,. . 



CHAPTER IV 

The Critical And Normative Character 

at Deuteronomr 

Synopsis 

.. 
Deuteronomz is vital to our present study because it reflects 

the influence of two major sources of Deuteronomio thought1 the 
Covenant of Sinai and the social cri tioism of the eighth century 
prophets. This latter source is significant because it representa 
the expanding of the original Oovenant to the point where it involved 
the response of the whole person. Without this, the highly-developed 
Deuteronomic Code could not have been written. 

Deuteronomz is at once the Plan for the idealized Community 
and the critical and normative introduction to the Deuteronomic 
History, Joshua--II Xings. With Noth, the present writer considere 
that Deuteronomz was once attaohed to Joshua but that in the course 
of time and events it became separated. It contains the traditional 
moral oovenant and also the distinctively prophetie doctrine of retri­
bution as well as other prophetie features. 

.. 
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It is the purpose of this chapter to diseuse what the present 
',,~~-

wri ter considera the dual cba.racter of the Book of Deuteronom.y; 

namely, that it is both resultant and originative. It is resultant 

because it is the produc of three earlier influences, the Book of 

the Oovenant and the joi of the Prophetie and Prieatly straina. 

It is originative becaus it functions as a critical and normative 
1 

introduction to the Deut ronomic Hiator1• 

been oonsidered the closing 

portion of the Pentateuc and to have been from the pen of Moses. 

Under auch a theory it w uld purport to be a series of addresaes 

de li vered by Moses on th the Entrance into the le.nd. The 
2 

opening wordsc 
tllù .. l .) 7 l iliA" a '/.:J -:rn n J x' 

·: . ·: -: • T : - ·; • • 

carry on claim to the authenticity and hence 

to the Book. 

Such a view has t with wide challenge. The presence of 

legislation governing a ettled state of communal life; the elaborate 

·rhetorical deviees used o present the idealized Moses; the anti-

idolatry material in ter 12; the lùghly developed monotheism; 

' the greater emphasis on ndividual personality; the presence of a 

popular law in the bande of subordinate judges rather than a code 
4 

imposed by a sacral king; -- auch considerations as these impel the 

view that Deuteronomy is a relatively late work. Its position in the 

1 This has been treated by Noth in his Uberlieferungsgeaclùchtliche 
Studiea, Halle, 194;. 

2 Deuteronomy, lrl 
'Driver, S.R., Deuteronomy (IOC), Edinburgh, 1895,pp.xxivff. 
4 Robinson, N.W., Deuteronomy and Joshua (OeB), Edinburgh,n.d.,pp.18ff. 
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canon is literary and dogmatio rather than historica1. The book as 

we now have it âs apparently § composite work. The faot that the 

1 Sinai perikope1 is a later addition is a sign of this composite 
1 

state. 

Its core was discovered by Hi1kiah the Priest during the 
2 

rebuilding at the Temple in the days of Josiah. This served as a 

doctrinal and inspirations.! basis for the reform program of Josiah 
; 

against the politioal and religious abuses of Manasseh 1s reign. Thore 

were additions made at the time of Josiah, notably the legislation 

for the lingle Sanctuary. A dia.gram is appended showing the relation 

of Deuteronomy to the rest of the Pentateuchal documents. Although 

the above summarizes a fairly common view, there have been notable 

dissenters. Weloh feels that it is very risky to date Deuteronomy 

according to the oentrality of the Single Sancutary material, for 

auch is not sufficiently important to the outlook and content of 

the ~3ook. Because the important issue is the Victory of Gad for His 

people and such a victor y had been 'l'ton at an earlier time, i t is 

possible to date the book much earlier. As we nov have it Deùteronomy 

is a highly composite work whioh has gro'l'm by accretion and was 

finally cast into hortatory form. Its final state was achieved 
4 

after the Exile. Pedersen considera it to be a totally post-Exilio 

product. The literary style, oontaining as it does, numerous 

1 Rad, G. Von, Studies in Deuteronomy, London, 1955, p.41. 
2 II Rings 2248• 
5 Von Rad notes 1a general air of revival. 1 Von Rad, ~· 8it.,p.62. 
4. Welch, A.O., The Code of Deuteronom;y, London, 1924, pp.l85,89,90· 
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redundancies and elaborate fi~es, suggests a highly literary and 
1 

studied atmosphere such as prevailed after the Exile. The present 

writer, however1 follows the earlier line of reconstruction and 

considera Deuteron~ to have been discovered in core at the time of 

Josiah, to have been a'®llented by the reform-legislation and completed 

by post-Exilic addenda. It was then projected back to the time of 

Moses because it dealt in summary and eloquent fashion with the 

great historical and ideological truths \ihich ha.d surrounded the 

beginnings of the nation. The great Victory of God in the Exodus 

had been developed by the eighth century prophets and closely related 

to their distinctive moralistic and monotheistic contributions. All 
2 

had been put together and then associated \ii th the idealized Past. 

The overall purpose of Deuteronomy was to secure a basic plan 

and system of belief t'or the feople of God, theJl1ù
1 

-.!, i)Jf. Through 

its ministrations of inspiration and restriction it was to be the 

means by which the members of the communi ty might maintain close 

contact with the God Who ha.d chosen them and made them a nation. 

Through Deuteronomy they could become a faitbful community rather 

tha.n a merely commercial aggregate. It was to be a witnessing 

cammuni ty concerned primarily· lrl th sho\rlng forth the gracious acts 

of God and His protracted generosity. In the midst of daily life 

as well as in specifie acts of \'torship the people \'lere to wi tness 

to the initiatbry acts of God, the acts of Deliverance and n 1iJ:1, 
T 

which make up the Exodus-complex. They were to witness to the 

cohesive and life-giving influence ar God 1s dealing with His 

1 Pedersen, J. Israel, Its Life and Culture, Oxford, 1947, p.587., 
2 The present writer accepta the position that Deuteronomy was 

written at the time ot' Manasseh. 



1 
people: 1 ! Syrian ready to perish was my f'ather ••• • They were to 

give thanks for the n l'Îh by which they had been able to :f'ind direction 
"'" 2 

for avery aspect of living. Thus, by repeated callings-to-mind of 

the guidance of God in the various areas of lif'e the illiJ:l was to 
T 

become a part of one 1s personality and motivations rather than being 

History had taken on meaning. The traditions of the Fathers 1 even 
4 

Creation itself'1 had direc.t connection with the People. For all 

times they had been in the predestined Plan of the mightiest and 
~ 

the lo:f'tiest of all gods. The promises made to the Patriarchs \iere 
5 

to be ful:f'illed in them. They 'l'lere to possess the land, they lvere 

to go on living. They had this splendid heritage and in view of it 

they were to devote the integrated forces of loyalty, enthusiasm and 

faith in the service of the God Who b.ad brought them on their \W.Y 

and Who would continue His blessinga. We have, then, a f'airly well 

articulated view of History: it is first and foremost the act o:r 

God. Through His condescension He allO"\'IS men to have a share in 

His purpose and on-going Plan. It is a call to service and to 
6 

profound, practical and informed lo;ynl ty. 

Upon auch a basis as this the Deuteronomic author attempted 

to construct a normative standard for the co.mmunity. Upon the moti-

vations of grateful, loving response the ~essons of morality and 

spirituality were built. Because God had acted first in terms of 

1 
2 

; 
4 
5 
6 

Deuteronomv,a$::J:r.&A cultic thanksgiving-formula;so von Rad,2,E.•Oit.,p.2.?• 
This is a common theme in the so-called Orations of Moses (.?Off) ;a 
convenient summary is found in 4:;4-40. 
Deuteronom:y:-, ;6:"t;i.~ · ::-.:. 
Von Rad1 ~·IUt., p.15. 
Skinner, J. ~9FÎ (CeB) Edinburgh, n.d.,p.l6. 
Deuteronomy, : 0-29. 



love and warm-hearted goodness, ~~e nation was attracted to Him; 

the out ward ma nifes ta ti on of in ward 1 ove is fai thful concern for 

the welfare of othersj first to the member of the Community and 

then to the s tranger , l ~ n . By e1evating the cente~s of loyalty 

and morality to the divine plane the author sought to raise the 

communi ty above the level of merely secular interests. Through 

the hortatory character of the Book -- the 1 Preaching about the 
1 

commandments1 -- he sought to link the depths of religious convie-

tion with the heights of ethical aspiration. 

If such be true 1 then Deuteronomy portrays a community that 

is JUstified and uni:fied by its distinctive religioua loyalties. 

Because God had created the nation, He had :first claim upon its 
2 

loJ~lties and beat hopes. This introduces us to the conception 

of theil 111' ".! ~ ~. The German word 11 Gottesvolk11 is a close approxima-

tion. It is a community that is to exist :for the sake o:f its God. 

On auch a score it must keep itself separate from the degrading 

and contaminating practioes o:f idolatry and f.rom the oraas commer-
:? 

cialism o:f its neighbours. Because they were once etrangers they 

must care :for the etranger. Because they were once slaves they 

must be just and considerate to their slaves; granting them freedom 

if they so desire and even aid if they wish to set themselves up 

in business. When success shall come to a man he must remember 
4 

that it is first of all a gi:ft from God and be grateful. 

1 Von Rad, ~· !Ji t., p.l;5-
2 Skiru1er, J ., ~· .. ci t•-#~ p.l6it. •' 
3 Deuteronomy 8:17-20. 
4 Ibid., 32:8-15. 
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le come now to the question of the influence of the prophets 

of the eighth century on Deuteronomy. Al though 1 t 1 s qui te ri sky 
1 

to assume that Deuteronomy was written by a single prophet, still 

the present writer feels that there is a great deal to be said for 

the general influence of those prophets. Driver has called Deuteronomy 
2 

a 1 ••• prophetical Is.w Book •. 1 He bas taken the general position that 

1 t is mub.h cl oser to the JE strain than to the Exodus tradition and 

that wha.tever connections there are with the Exodus traditions are 

bath less frequent and less-well-developed than those with the JE 
~ 

strain. When we recall the rich beauty and homiletic character of 

the Mosaic passages (~0--~~) we quickly see that we are in the presence 

of an appea.l being made rather than a dogma.tic 1 'impersonal rule being 

imposed. We are in the presence of the expansion of personal insight._ 

The experience of the prophets had been that siru1ers \fould perish 

because God would withdraw Himself and let the heavy, sullen weight of 

sin bear dawn the nation. 

The social dangers of sin are not always theoretic propositions; 

they rise from the observation of the havoc wrought by individual 

selfi.shness and criminal neglect of the public welfare as well as 

from the gross elements of idolatry. Hosea summed it up when he 
5 

said, 1My people are destroyed for lack of knowledge. 1 (The verb 

1 The a ttempt to link Deuteronomy wi th Jeremiah has be en discussed 
by Skinner, with a negative result. fzt9plll:1;yand Religion, Cambridge, 
1922, pp.l05ff. The present Wl·iter accepta this position. 

2 Driver,~·~., p.xxvl. 
~ Ibid., p.1o. 
4 AmOS, 2:7; Hosea, 4:6; Isaiah, 1:4-9. 
5 Ho'S'ë"a, 4 :6. 

4 



here is f-r;~enoting an emotional as well as an intellectual 

knowledge of God.) The dangers are couched in religious terms 

because they are primarily offences against Yahweh, Vho is righteous 

a~together. The admonitions have their origins in men who had come 

to know the terrible ravages of sin and religious perversions. Upon 

the strate. of older, more summary commandments and prohibitions they 

had established an overlay of warm-hearted appeal and liarning that 

had transformed the n '11}:)from an impersonal document to a statement 
T 1 

of progressive persona! loyalty to a saving, redemptive God. We have 

passed from the automatic, external, primitively cultio to the arena 

of human history. The inescapable relevance which God bore to the 

on-going course of events -- which had been repeated burden of the 

prophets 1 message -- here finds practical expansion; the terrible 

corelatives are here set forth. The nation that admits sin and 

perversion into its secret places courts disaster and the loss of 

those finer sensitivities so necessary to a good life. Amos' impa-
2 

ssioned call, to 1 ••• hate the evil and love the good1 finds ready 

response in an interpretation of law which insista on a quality of 

life rather tha.n on mere minimal compliance. The nation that puts 

ita trust in violence and neglects the essentially positive and bene-

ficent requirementa o~ God 1s Law will waste its strength on delusions 

and ambitious men. Hence the firm admonitions against false prophets. 

1 Robinson, ~· èit., p.l6. 
2 Amos, 5:14. 
; DeUteronomy, 15:1--18. 

; 
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It bad often been the experience of the prophets that life and death 

and good and evil were close together. Wi th Amos, i t had been, 
1 

1 Seek Me and ye shall li ve 1 ; w1 th Deuteronomy i t had •• been, Behold, 

I set before you this day life and 
2 

death, good and evil ••• • We have, 

then, in Deuteronomy a series of hortatory addresses and expansions 

of the original tlllhwhich had been written under the lively 
"T 

inspiration of the prophets of the eighth century. Their awareness of 

Yahweh and their intense conviction that life must be lived toward Him 

with the full weight of the conscious ~dll has found systematic exposi-

tion. On the basis of such a statement there are two matters which 

\'lill sharpen the discussion; namely, the influence of Hosea and the 

doctrine of the Single sanctua.ry, as the corollary of the practical 

monotheism of the prophets. Bath Driver and Robinson agree on the 
; 

far-reaching influence of Hosea. This is to be seen in the emphasis 

on the response of the whole personality to Yahweh. Religion was to 

be an outlook on life rather than a mere practice. When Hosea described 

his fairest hopes for the restoration of his people he did so in terms 

of a regenerated community of individuals, who were to have warm, 

personâl fellowship \'li th Yahweh. How splendid a coming-together of 

minds we have here: the tender idealist and the practical legislator, 

the one proclaiming the hope, the other providing the means. Just as 

surely as Deuteronamy presents the claims of Yahweh, it also presents 

Yahl'teh 1 s caU of men into active coopera ti on wi th Himself. A conception 

1 Amos, 5:4. 
2 neuteronomy, ;0:15. 
; Driver,~· Cit., p.xxxiv; Robinson, Op. dit., p.4o 

. ' . . 
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as lofty as this could have sprung only from love and the intense 

desire of God to be with His people. The betrothal of Israel to 
1 

Yahweh in love, righ~ousness and mercy is surely contributary to 

the positive, productive legislation of Deuteronomy. The abuses in 

Ho~ea are those against the most human among reactions and feelings. 

We may therefore expect that in his anticipation of the regeneration 

of Israel, the return of these feelings would bulk large. In Deuteronomy 

we have an impressive respect for human personality:- the improved 

statua of iiOmen, the injunctions the harsh treatment of slaves. Al though 

this is perhaps implici t in all the prophets treated in the present 

writings it is most strongly set forth in Hosea. One must al so 

stress the large place given to emotion in both Hosea and in Deut~ron9%Y• 

One is enjoined to love Yahweh with all the force of hope and to 

desire His presence with all one 1 s yearning and to be grateful for 

His blessings with a full heart. The coalescence of one 1s entire 

conscious life through emotio~which is so strong a part of Hosea, 

finds eloquent expression in Deuteronomy~ 

The lines of the influence of the eighth century prophets 

may be brought together under the headings of moral judgement 1 love 

and faith in Yahtwh 1 à intervening grave. 

Although the severe verdict of Amos on the people was probably 

too pessinùstic it did permit the members of the Deuteronomio School 

to look upon Judgement as a moral, disciplinary act rather than as 

1 Ho se a, 2 al9. 
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the arbitrary- blow of an unmoral deity. The e:xplanat.lon of oecasi.cns 

of national tragedy- could thœ be organically united with the previoœ 

moralistie eoncepticns of the Decalogue. A given tragedy -- either 

personal or corporate .... was lilœly to be punish.uant which ths people 

brou8lt upon th4!111.selves rather than an inexplicable and therei'cre fai.th­

destroying situatiœ. Within sueh a point of view there was still great 

respect for bUDWl i'reedom. Yahweh's acts were not so r.i.gi.dly predeter-

mined as to preclude the human effort toward goodness and moral living. 

Iahweh, as it were, is just as willing to bless asto ctrse. There can 

be positive elements in Judgement, such as peace, agricultural sm cess 

and regularity- am COJIIJJ8rci.al prosper.i.t.y • But these depend upon a deli-

be rate and moral response to Y ah web. 

It tad œ en Amos' experience that. tte people bad œ co.ua so overcome 

with sin that it t'ad becoma a matter of temperaant just as much as of· 

discret.e acts. They- had arited Yahweh's negative Judgemmt. Froà Wiat 

he considered an inescapable dilfiJUD.&, Amos t'ad dec:i.ded upon a p~ogram 

of retribut.lœ. The acts of ths people rendered them meet only for 

des;truction. Beeaus e they had œ ed their freedom to do ltlat tbty knew 

was wrong in Yahweh 1s sigàt. thsy ha.d lrough upon themselves the negative 

aspects of Yahweh•s righteous Judgement. He lad present.ed a Judge~œnt 

within Histcry, and it was upon this stn:mg, clear note that the Deutero-

nomic writers seized. Upon such a fourtdatiœ they were able to augnent 

the basis at jœtice am righteousœss md to see it in its mere ample 

form as imbedded in the very will and na ttre of Iahweh. The tsndency 

in prophetie thotght. to idmt.ify God w:i:t.h direct acts of jœ tice ani 
1 

mercy is otten reflected in Deat.eronom.y. 

1 Deuterono![, 10:17,18; 11:3-5, 12-15; 20:4; 26:11. 



As admirable as this is it im.posed upon the on-going lite ot: 

the CoDIII.uniV' a restrictive, asceti.c character. Such a ùew needs the 

complementing of Hosea. From him came the very pœi tl ve and signi ficant 

idea that Iahweh Himself would create the ccnditiœs of goodness whereby 

who le pers on may res pond to God. Accordi ng to Amos, màn stood be fore 

Iahweh as before an exalted Judge; but with Hosea, there was a more 

intimate, a more redemptive relatiœship. With this prophet, the nation 

was the off-spring of a Father. They key to goGd. li v.ing wai rlght rela­

tion with that fatherl.y' Iahweh. Such was the priœ motivation or History. 

Iahweh and his community were mutually involved in tm JrOCess at: redemp­

tion. From such a point of view the relat.i œs between man ar.d deity mœt 

be kept on tle purest and higmat of J.evels. Hence the co geney of North 1 s 
1 

relating the prophet's infiue:œe with the inti-iMlatry legislat.iœ. 

The prac:t.iee of idolatry would result only in the insidious and steady 

deterfl.oration of the religioœ sensiti vities and th! destrl.C ti. on of a 

meral as vell as an emotional rel& tien with Iahweh. Because Hosea bad 

succeeded in establishing a close relati.onship between lcwe and ethical 

resp<ZlSe, he was able to influence the Deuteronomic writers in their 

insisteme that Iahweh was the Father o:t the natiœ, as weil as t:he 

Judge. In th! practical legislation or Deuteronom;r we find the combining 

or the t10 : in ths in sis tence that the response to Iahweh mœt be \IÎlole-

hearted ani meral; in the incentive cL grateful lcwe; in the insistence 

upon the lafty- and exclusive character or Iahweh. 

There is substant.ial evideme that the Deuteronomic writers felt 

that the natiœ was under the special guidance and protectiœ of Iahweh 

1 North, h· Oit., p.ss. He remarks, "It is rreqœntly said, ani rightly, 
that the Laws in Deuteronom.y are a revision of the Book of the Covenant 
{Ex. 21-23) mder th!l influence or the eighth cent\ry prophets, parti­
cularly Hosea. Hosea had inveighed against the golden calves, (Hosea, 
S:4tf; 10:5f; 13:2). As œ S1llf it, to mult.iply altars WaS to multiply 
sin. 



and that He would intervene to save it fr• its ensaies. This is 
1 

't 

especially" apparent in chapter 20 where the people are asaiured that 

the success of the ba ttle is a f'oregone conclusiœ be cause the great 

power of' God shall f'ight on ti'Bir side ard !hall not bang on either 

the skill of' their generals or the f'crtuœs of' war. There is also 

the reiteration of' the miracle of' the Deliverance from Egypt. The 

inf'lueme f:L Isaiah is cle'ar here, both in his interview with Ahaz 

and in his conviction that the destrœticn of' Senacherib1 s &l'liT was 
2 

due to the direct, pl'"otective act of Yahweh. 

The doctrine ·or the Single Sanctuary has be en considered oœ of 

the m.œt disti:œtive contributions of the pœphets. The present vriter 

takes the position that this doc trine is the practical working out of tbl 

matured manotheism that was the result of the labours rL the p:rophets. 

They not only inveighed against the destructive influmces of Ba.'al­

worship; thq present.ed fruitful reasona why Yahweh was better and more 

desirable than tm other gods. In their hands pl'"'ICtical monotheism 
3 . 

received a clear and fc:rceful ex.positian. The legi.slat.iœ in Deutero-

!!!!1 for the construction and maintenance r:L the Single Sanctuary is 
4 . 

but the àr'ganizaticnal aspect. of a spiritual illpuhe. There mœt be 

a strcng pull away from the obviCllS blandimnents of the agricult1ral 

deities. The proclamatian that good harvests were the gi.f't of Yahweh 

must be protected from the rank excesses t:L tœ i1 ti 71? and then1 d,i • 
.,.... T#~-~ 

There must l:e an over-riding definition of orthod.oxy lest all the wà 

1 Especially' vss. 1, 4, 13, 16. 
2 n Kings 19:25-37, esptciall:y, vs. 37. 
3 Isâiâh, ~:1-3, A!!!, 9:7, Hosea, 11:8, 9. 
4 Deuteron!DI)r, 12:8. 
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ot 'tl!e prophets and earlier law-makers be lest. The resultant legisla-

tion actèd as a consta.I:t. lWiin.der ot both the purity ani the p-actical 

character ot Xa.hweh's lcwe tor His people. It acted as a discipl.ine, 

weaning the people awq fNm. local aberraticn a.rd bringi.ng them t.o 

higher things thro ugh the training of habit arx! practice. 

We come next to the ccncept fL Deuterœ!!l!l as an act ot Iahweh in 

histcry. In Israel's glorious Past the 11 Jill had been ccnsidered pri­

marily the act ot Iahweh in the temporal realm.. He had come dCIIWll to tht 
1 

m.ountain and had àlown a portiœ of His will ani nature to Moses. Because 

Moses had be en granted a share in Iahweh •s let he ceuld claim. auth ority 

am.ong Iahweh1s people. So1 the question arises, can the prophets claim. 

a.uthority on the sana t:asis md in this way remer Deuteronœy an authori-

tative book? Could they lay cl&i.m. to a share in the mighty act.s ct God? 

The present writer talees t.ht position tha.t this is sc. Isaia.h was called 
2 . 3 

and puritied; Amos was carried up into the Presence; Hosea could be 
4 5 

considered an acted oracle; Micah was :f'illed w.ith power. . It the previous 
6 

trea.tment of the out.look and spirit of DeuteronGII1' be tenable, thea w 

are in the wv of coœidering Deuteronomy to be later but no laas authori­

tati ve than the Book of t.lB Covenant. It is a fuller corpus ot laws 

and more sensitive t.o the needs of t.ht people. Iahweh had CCIIB to His 

people according to their needs. He flrst sent them. lcwe, thm hard 

discipline ani had :f1nal.}Jr prom.ised redaaption. His care had not stopped 

1 Bxodus, 18:9. 
2~ Isaiah, 6:5-1.3. 
3 ~~ 7:1-9. 
4 Hosea, 1:2. 
5 Micah, 3:8-12. 
6 Such a view is cbülenged by Von Rad, wtD seem to t.hiDiro the prophetie 

infiuence ~ rather thin am subcrdi.nate; he stresses the predom.inano• 
ot Law over Gospel. Von Rad, !l'a• .!.!!.:., p.69. 



or remained. atatic after Sinai, it bad lœpt on. Xe bad adapted Bis 

tree~ given love to either the h«i.ghta tL their exaltation or tœ 

depths of their sorrow and frustrat.iœ. There had been a progressive 
1 

revelation. Becauae Deut.eronom.y records this it records the continued 

guidance of Yahveh t.hrough. prophet and event. Although human experiences 

had bad great share in the :r;reparat.ion of it, Deut.eranom.y was nonetheleas 

the wcrk of Yahweh. He who bad tir st spoken t:trough a thi ck cloud bad 

latterl.y spoken tlTough the fUll sensi tivitiea of rational and spiritual 

men alli to .tw:dament. al and rectr ring issues. Becauae it d.id oont ain 

this record it was thrust back t.o tœ beglmings at the nation. It was 

f1mdaaent al and germinati. ve, as ha. d bi en the Book ol the Covenmt • 

Deuteronm is thœ t.o be oonsidered a conti.nuing giA of Yahweh. 

The âct of man di.d not originate this gift; it onl.,y rendered it applicable 

to human sit.uatiœs. Man's act had trovided a sitz im. leben rather tha.n 

a new creation. Because Yahweh had tir at e stabli shed a re la ti œ between 
1 

hiuelf and His Israel which bad certain tl uid featur es there ccW.d be 

growth. It was just as m.uch a lill. tter of continuing rappart as of estab-
2 

lished Covenant. There was alwa,a the chi.nce of getting back to God 
. 3 

• and of changi..ng one's lite in accordm.ce with His lite-giv.ing bleasinga. 
. 4 

Bentzen ha.s called the Y7Jtùa "tbtological. program.." In it.s - ; 

inclusiveness and its summati.on of al.l uan 1s conscious lite, the YV0 - : 

doea auch to justify auch a t:i:tle. It in:volves not only the dedication 

of the separate faculties but also of tœm as they com togetœr to fera 

1 Snaith suggests thatilF7~' meant ori.ginally a quality of straightœss or 
order. But this is elaborated and mdè.s mere sccial1y applicable by the 
prophets experience of the sccial conditions of tmir ti.Jœ s. Snaith,f.2.0it, 
pp. 72,73. -

2 Deutercnom.y, 29:14,15. 
3 30:1-10; Hesea, 14:1-0. 
4 Bentzen, Introducti.QD. to tœ 01d Testam.ent, Copenhagen, 1940, Vol.II,p.42• 
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~ integrated whole. This rather obviously inwlves the emotions and 

recalls to œ the distinctive character ani contributions of' Hosea • . 
Deu~ ia an act of God beciUS• it pr"Ovides a muns by which tm 

people may come to.;::know Him. It is trem.mdousl;r positive. It pict\res 

a ata.bility and a beneficence, which could come only from. Iahweh. The 

knowledge of Iahweh in lleJ:rt.e:m!l!lfC&rries forward and expands the 

connotations or the verb ~T.;.with ail its wealth at subtle neanings. 

To have knowledge of' Iahweh is to have peace, joy and satisfactic 

in a full lite. Through the faithful ard. lilolehearted adherence to 

this Code men could be brought to rigJ'l t praise and gw>od living. 

On such bases as these the present writer would suggest that 

~ is an interpretatiœ of History. It contains Israel's primwn 

mobile of histoiY, in the fcrethought and prior .let t:L Iahweh by which 
1 ' 

the na ti on was created. It con tains the poSitive and œ ga ti ve aspects 
2 

of Iahweh's ·~hteoœ jlligànt. and t.m rècord of His UD:ieserved m.ercies. 

It establishes tm linkage between the Patria.rchal trtJ.di ti<XlS ani the 
3 

Exodus Events. It establishes the .!>fJ.Y,.as the continuing act of 

Iahweh and renders Him an etem.all;r present rea.lizatiœ rather than a 
4 

theoretic presuppositiœ fraœ. out t:L the distant Past. 
• • 

It now falls to us to dis cœa the more precise relati œ of' 

Deu~ to the History proper. The present writer accepta the posi t.ion 

that Dea:tstœ.wa.y wa.s ance at.tached t.o the Histou but was later detached, 

for a varlety of reasœs, amcog which the follewing are significam: 

1 Dlutrcn~, 4:20. 
2 Ibid., :10-11. 
3 Ibid., 7:6-10. 
4 ~·, 30:4-6. 
r: 



1. It was shifted to the Pentateuch because the latter 

represented the corpus of orthodoxy. 
1 

2. Follo\dng Bentzen and Eissfeldt; political motives were 

at work. ArtaxerKes could accept Deuteronomy as a religious document 

but not as the religious basis for a holy rebellion.. Deuteronomy might 

well have provided an example in Joshua. 

;. It was added to the Pentateuoh in the time of Ezra. Much of 

the relevant soholar ly work has been dona in this regard by Noth and 
2 

Alt. But the present writer folows Bright in his judgement that Noth 

and Alt have gone too far in maldng suoh an abrupt and full separation 

of Deuteran9!f from the mainstream of the Pre-Oonquest traditions. 

That both traditions were organically important to DeuteronO}l'l,l is 

shawn by his full aocepte.nce of them and the frequent use he makes 

of them. 'The result must be the justification of the old theory, 

; 

that the law has been separated from the continuation in the pro{hete.~ 

prieres on purely theological grounds, even to isolate the law.• 

Deuteronomy is thus·seen to be in a middle positionr it looks back 

to the Patriarche and the ~vents of the Exodus; it looks forward to 

the history of the people from the Conquest to the Exile. 

Deuteronamy can be a criteria for the Deuteronomic History 

because for the Hebraic mind History involves God as well as man. 

Whereas the Greek in his maturity tended to draw a\inY from the direct aot 

of a persona.! God and moved to\i'ard a more seoula.r,impersonal and scientific 

l Bentzen, ~·~·, P•7:?• 
2 The US, loc. cit., 
; Bright, J. Eari'l Israel in Recent History Writing, London, 19;61pp.;orf. 
4 Bentzen, 2,E.• ~·, PP• 75-76. 
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' 
the Hebrew tended strongly to see in History the acts of a 

highly ccnsciGO.S Deity personally apprehended. History is possible 

only wi:tbii1 the framtmrk of man • s cooperatiCI.'l ld.t h Yahweh. It is 

the fa:llure or refusal ot an to cooperate with Yahweh whic:h incurs 

Hia righteous wrath and juigeœnt of Yahweh. To the direct, intuitive 

He braie mind the re could be no ati:f'i", impèr!Jomd "1 Rule prevai ling as 

over against Yahweh. The Greak: could spaak of tœp.,{("' to which even 
2 

Zeus must be reconciled before Be can be rightews; but the Heb:rews 

identifled n~7l:w1th Yahveh. In such a case, a wrong act or an 

unspiritual attitud.e talees on a dual signifl.cance: it :is a violat.iœ 

of ri.ghteousness and an at"fence against a God urderstood. as much 

through the affectic:q as the intellect. Renee, He is considered to be 

personally involved in the f'crtunes of His p~ople. For the people, 

involvemsntln law., or il11.h.;i.s involvemen:t in Yahveh. Becaus e they 
T 

had experienced Yahweh as meral restrai.nt, as guide and as sine qua ncn 

of pera.onal prosperi ty and nat.i.. en al so ~darity 1 they had known Him 

as ilJj/:Jand 1l~7S:"'• Hence, to be involved in the on-going course 

of events is to bring God into lite. 

From auch a consideraticn, it :is possible to think of certain 

criteria for the gcwernanc e ot the Cormnuni t;y and for the evaluating ot 

its lite alli its h:istor:y. Among them., the follol!li.ng are considered 

significant: 

1 Note the progress of the secular emphasi.s from the atomisa of Dem.ocritus 
to the fu.lly developed -ct,\. os of Aristotle. 

2 Murrq, G., Aeacrzlus,, Oxf'crd, 1940, p.204. 



:,_. Loyalty to Yahweh. This is achieved in two ways; tbrOugh 

pure worship and the grateful reDII!IIlbrance of God' s marcies. Pure wcrship 

is to be maintained through joyous mi stu:iied a voidance ot the œi gh­

bouring cults md the &.intenaœe of tœ standardizing md centralizing 

offices of the Single Sanc tœry. The imma.œnt character of Iahweh must 

be guarded from the grœaœss of tbs nei€)1bouring a.llts. The gratef\11 

rem.embrance of tbe great mercies will keep tbs p5oples 1 minds ott the 

more mechanical blessl.ngs of the pagan gods who were often little more 

than deified natural proce~ses. 

2. Loyalty to the n Ji)' •J,[)"f?. This was neeessary beeause the 

nm.,·JD'P:is here considered to 1:e tœ continuing act cL Iahweh in the 

realm of the historie. One's liv.ing habits wre developed for the 

sake of the Community, jœt as were one 1s m.ost exalted hopes. We have 

not ;yet reached the pervasive individualirm that bulks so large in 

Post-E:xilic thcnght. Altho~h there js to be respect for the imividual, 

he is sti.ll to cœform to the 0 ~~~l;il?of tœ Conmunity. By moral 

living and pure wcr ship he will contri bute to tbe upbuilding of the 

n lf) ... j îJ P: and ltâ.ll recfd. ve its approba.tiœ. Bu& u tie trms gres ses 

the Code œ will.be guilty in the e;yes of Yahweh as well as of men. 

3. Loyalty to tradition. In attempt.ing to :trovide the loftiest 

m.at.ivatiana mi th! mœt e.xalted of l~alties, Deuterono& had 

presented to the people the great .lets of ·Iahweh, am the lives rL men 

who had follwed Hi.m, the Patriarche, as well as tbe careers of th! 

Jh'ophets. These were cc:nsidered the distinctive narks of God's favour 

am th! exclusive property of tœ Hebrews. This being so, the prophet 



will gain credence only as his words can be fitted into the general 

pattern .of revelation, only as he speaks accord:ing to the living 
1 

9Q. 

traditi.ons of Israel•s histcr,.. This was not onl7 a strcng adm.oni-

tion to sir8le-minded loyalty, but also a wa:rning ag&inst those cult­

prophets who b7 tlair primitive ecstasy alli emoti onal excitat.ion might 

sway an uncr.itical crowd. 

Suffic:ient adherence to suc:h criteria might be ex:ptcted to have 

definite resulta so far as tte nature of the community was conc erned. 

1. An exclusive CODIDI.unity. The Hebrews were t.o consider 

them selves a people apan, having only a minimum of contact ld.th the 

out.side world. It was tbeir dut.y to keep tœ oracles d: Iahweh inviolate 

in a sintul alli idolatrou~ world. Tbere could be no easy, convmient. , 
.. ;; 

insidioœ compromises. Because of Deuteronomz Israel was as much. an 
! 2 

ideiJ.]. quality as an actual group d: people. Althou.Ejl there are require-

Dll!nl&s for good t.reatDIII!ID.t at tla stranger, 1 ~il ,sti.ll there is to be ··-
no effort to join with him.. Protectiœ is to 1:e so"tght in the over-riding 

and intervening providence of Iahweh rather than in those alliances lilbich 

not onl.y' entangle for the preser& but partiall.y commit both deity md 
3 

al1111' rer the tu.ure. It is to œ a sel.f-suf'fid.ent copmnmitY' rejoieing 

in the psace and sus tenane e whieh the bountif'ul. n lil, will grant. to. 

His faithful 

2. An unqualified trust in God. The nat.iœ is strengtht'!Ded not 

by its generals or it.s strategy but rather b7 an undeviati~ trust in 

Yahweh1s willingness and eœsummate abilit,- to intervene directl.y. This 

1 DeuteronoJil, 13:1-18. 
2 Cunillfe-Jones compares its idealiz ed, abso1utist state ld.th the 

Johanine Literature. Cunliffe-Jones, H., Deutflll."ono• {TC) London, 
;1.951, p.17. 

3 -DeuteronoJey, 20:18. 
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was a Dd.niaizing of earthly prestige and · tœ Jrl.d e at i.ndi v.i dual mm • 

The exa.lting of Yahweh through His 111ÎI:J meant the abasing of man in 
T 

his political and cGD~~~ercial ambitions. This l'equired a sort ot faith 

that woul.d set Israel a~art from the prid.e of Kings or tœ venality of 

provincial administrat ors. This trust in Yahweh had built a wall arotmd 

the Hebreu and had guaranteed that tl'ay were the Ü ltr -Jil ~rather than - . 
merely one more nat.i<ll in the mcient world. 

Wit.h suàl cœsideraticns ·:in mind we m;q turn to a consideration 

of the Deuteronomic HistO:ry 1 ext.ending from Joab. ua. to II Kinga and exaine 

its relatl. ca to the above requirements of tlB Deuteronomic Ccx:le and the 

new Community-ille it engendered.. 

. .. 
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OHAPTER V 

The Deuteronomic History 

Synopsis 

The pr.esent ohapter is divided into two sections: an intro­
douction and a consideration of various representative figures. 

The Introduction diseusses the main position taken by the 
present writer; namely, that the History is a rettospective and 
didactic treatise rather than an objective record of events. 
Examples are given of this:. 

In the section in the Bts tory the figures of Samuel, Saul 
and David are discussed, as well the Deuteronomic Redaction of 
Samuel. The figures of Omri, Aha.b, and Manasseh are treated as 
representative examples of the rejection of the Deuteronomic view 
of life. Josiah is considered to be the madel king because he 
revived the Davidic State and embodied the Deuteronomic view. 

An excursus is provided for Elijah which traces the process 
of the Deuteronomic augmentation of the original figure of Elijah. 

An Epilogue is appended, discussing the Second Edition of 
! 1 II lüngs and the Deuteronomic ascription to Manasseh of the 
tragedy of the Exile. 



.. 9._4. 
Introduction 

It was the gen~ral position of the preceding chapter that 

Deuteronomy contained a viel"/ of His tory because i t descri bed the 

relations between Yahweh and Israel and the principles and i(eolo­

gical truths which surrounded the birth and growth of the nation. 

It remains for us in this chapter to examine the Deuteronomic 

History in the light of these principles and truths and to explore 

it as an exposition of them. 

The Deuteronomic History is not History in the modern sense of 

the term; that is, in the sense of objectivity and factual reporting, 

auch as we might find in the wri tings of von Jlanlœ. Rather, i t is 

an interpretation of the broad outlines of Israel 1s career as a 

nation. It is a didactic treatiae constructed for the exposition 

of what the Deuteronomic School of wri ter a fel t to be the spirit and 

intent of Yahweh 1 s dealings with His people. It is an earnest retros­

pact designed to demonstrate the religious origin and character of 

the successes and failures of the Hebrew Oommunity. Thus, David and 

Josiah are commended and Solomon and Jeroboam are condemned. By the 

standards of the Deuteronomic Code they had been weighed and were 

found ei ther accepta ble or l"lanting. 

The author or authors of the History were not unduly careless 

or negligent wi th the facts o-r Israel 1s Past. He believed that Yah'l'teh 

bad revealed Himself in the real events of his people 1s national life 

and that they were the embodiment of His guidance and reproof of 

Israel. He regularly quoted sources and directed the reader 1s 
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. 1 

attention to them for the fuller treatment of particular individuals. 

It is not by the neglect of historical materials that the author plans 

to construct his great work but by the reinterpretation of eritical 

personages and events. 

The artifieial eharacter of the History is shawn by the 

following characteristies: 

1. The manipulation of sources. The historian had a dominant 

interest to serve; namely, the description of the relations of Yahweh 

in the nation of Israel. All "j:.hat was irrelevant was given minimal 

treatment. All that either supported his thesis brilliantly or 

showed the affects of Yahweh 1s righteous retribution was given exten-

ded treatment. Thus Omri is given only brief treatment and his eareer 

as a general is largely passed over. We know of it only through other 
2 

sources. The civil accomplishments of Asa are rather uneven, but 

because he earried on a program of religious reform he is commended. 

2. The selection of events. Because events are part of the 

media by which Yahweh spoke to his people, they assume tremendous 

importance in the eyes of the historian. Such events as the deliver-

ance of the city .or the destruction of the ordered life of Jerusalem 

under Jehoiachim and Zadekiah beco.me good examples of the principle 

of positive and negative retribution and are thus given extended 

treatment. The episodic character of the treatment of Elijah indi~ 

cates that a selection bad been made from the materials in the 

1 "The Book of the Cl~onicles of the kings of Israel 1
1 1 The book of 

the Chronicles of the kings of Judah1 • Montgomery gives a full 
discussion of sources in Kings (ICC ),Edinburgh,l951 1 pp.~0-~7 •. 

2 %.e. Moabite Stone, Assyrian Inscriptions. 
· ~ I Kings, 15:11,12. 



possession of the Prophetie Guilds. Through this process of selection 

a certain bias could be shown and a certain thesis maintained; namely 

that loyal ty to Yahweh and the traditions of the Oommuni ty could 

lead a nation on to prosperity and national solidarity and that 

defection could lead to disaster. By using actual events, the 

author could impart to his readers a sense of the reali ty and the 

gravity which he himself must have felt. 

;. There is evidence of a cl~nge in motivation and in the 

enlarging of persona who exemplify the Deuteronomic interpretations. 

Since the cnaracter of the lûstory was didactic rather than merely 

fàctual, this could be conaidered a legitimate deviee. Gideon pre­

sumably began his military career as an honorable man with an accept­

able faith; bût bis·.;earcrelf wa.s changed by the wri ter to appear as 

righteous battle for the Lord in defence of His honor against the 

worshippers of Ba 1al. He was very possibly a miner but energetic 

and religiously inclined chieftain; but he is changed to be the 

leader of the entire nation in their fight against non-Israelites 

and heathen deities. The army of Joshua is presented as a tightly­

knit, intensely loyal group of men and Joshua himself resembles 

Oliver Cromwell. They are never attracted by either the beauty of 

the land or the hope of plunder. Although there is no free-ranging 

neglect of facts, there is a clear reinterpretation of motive and 

of attitude of heart and mind. 

4. Another indication of the artificial character of the 

History is the telescoping of events and the presence of a formai 

pattern. Tlw Oonquest is presented as accomplished by the end of 



97· 

Joshua. There is a strict pattern in Judges of the sad plight of 

the nation f!I.B~tthe resul t of sin, an act of public penitence, the 

sending of a Judge and the retun1 to prosperity, to be follovred by 

an additional lapse int.o sin and idolatry. Beth suggest that we 

are in the presence of a forma! retrospect rather th.a.n of an eye­

witness account. It is clear that we are dealing with selected 

patterns and eventa which show forth the author 1s point of view with 

a great deal of vividness and vitality. 

We may thus gather from above that we have an artificial 

presentation. We may take the further step and say that it is a 

didactic product of the Deuteronomic schools. It is written to give 

us examples of what is good and what is bad according to the standard 

of Deuteronomy. The covenant which Yahweh makes wi th Joshua is a 

moral and exclusivistic covenant w!ûch binds him to a strict obser­

vance of duty and which requires selfless devotion. Because Saul 

went aside from the directions and sanctions of Samuel he is con­

demned. He is no longer fit to be the Lord 1s Annointed and Samuel 

is sent to find a new and a better king. The juxtaposition of 

I Samuel 16:13 and 14 cannot be merely accidenta! but illustrates 

th.a.t didactic intent; namely, to show why things happen the way 

they do. The fall of Solomon was due to a complex of factors, both 

civiè and economie; but the religious reason is given the greater 

analysis. The historien sa\'T that the lassons of History are beat 

taught by History itself and so he used these events and personages 

to present his great !essons. 
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The History as we now have it, inculcates certain great 

truths, which were fundamental to his thesis and which we must 

understand if we are to accept the extrema and absolute judgements 

which the author metes out to the ld.ngs or false prophets of Israel. 

There is the principle of moral judgement. There is no appeal 

against it or any extenuating or balancing circumstances which may 

be produced against auch a judgement. The standard is fixed. The 

rigidity of the standard may be demonstrated by the fact that previous 

to the instituting of the anti-idolatry legislation there were many 

ld.ngs who practised it. But in the recasting of the History, there 

is severe condamnation on all who do not adhere strictly to the 

principle of religious exclusivism. 

There is the great truth that Yahweh shows his wili through 

highly moral heroes. Although he bases his reinterpretation on real 

persona, the Deuteronomic writer superimposes upon them a series of 

additions and expansions which raise them to a higher level both in 

the eyes of God and in popular estimation. The obvious example is 

Elijah, who presumably began as a man of great strength of personality 

but who \inS augmented until he takes on semi-legendary proportions. 

Although the example of the moral hero may serve a variety of 

purposes, perl~ps the most important one from the point of view 

of the Deuteronomic ~œiter is that the hero shows the acta of God 

in terms of actual life as it benefits or harms the Community. 

According to Deuteronomy, life is to be lived in terms of religious 

truths and attitudes, either aobly or meanly, either with joyous 



assent or rebellious disloyalty. In the lives of the great heroes 

or the notable traitors the positive and negative aspects of the 

Deuteronomic doctrine of retribution could be most clearly seen. 

The most consistent note of condemnation comes to those who 

are guilty of religious disloyalty. Defection from traditional 

Yahwism. usually brought wi th i t a return to the revol ting practioes 

of the Fertility Oults and the divorcing of ethical response from 

religious practice, and so the condamnation was in great measure 

justified. Because the people bad been called to a distinctively 

corporate unity within the Oommunity of the Lord 1 s Folk, the dangers 

of idolatry were likely to be widespread. Jeroboam was condemned 

because he involved all Israel in sin, and not just because he him-

self_ w:l.shed to indulged in priva. te defection. The return to idolatry 

is aonsidered to have 'b.~~:.'perYa.eill'ê",_,:-·'::., to have :f'ostered a general 

disloyalty. 

This didactic treatment imposed upon all successes and tragedies 

a theological explanation. It bad been characteristic of the prophets 

to :f'eel that God bad acted directly upon His creation. Amos bad said, 
1 

1 Shall there be eVil in a city, and the Lord hath not done it?1 The 

impetuous and heavy tread of the oriental invading armies was seen 

to be not mere1y the resulta of military ambition or the lust for 

power but as the instrumentality of Yahweh in the exercising of His 

righteous wrath. Nothing in cfeation is its own master. It is to 

the great credit of the Hebrew thinkers that they rose above the 

--==========--=--~-~ .. ~.-.-.-.-,----------. ----------------------
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grossness of animism and seeing Yahweh in the temporary irregulari­

ties of Nature. But they did retain theif bèlief that Yahweh wa.s 

very close to His creation and was guiding it according to His own 

Purpose. Therefore, the fall of kingdoms, the death.of a king or 

his being stricken with fatal or loathesome disease, as was Uzziah­

these were looked upon as the acta of God rather tban as the worldngs 

of a more or lesa impersonal Nature. In auch a light, the events of 

His tory become the agents and examples of Yahvreh 1 s mighty pOlier. It 

was in the understandable course of events rather than in some myste­

rious and arbitrary divination that the will of Yahweh was to be dis­

covered. There were rational and moral. explanatio~s of all tl~t 

happened if only men could read the signa of the times. 

With auch understandings in mind it becomes clear that the 

Deuteronomic History is a oareful and religious retrospect carried 

on over the events of Israel 1s Past from the Oonquest to the Exile. 

It ia based on Deuteronomy and is an exposition of the doctrines and 

statutes contained in that Book. Upon the basic facts found in 

original sources the author bas superimposed a deliberate interpreta­

tion consistent with his own deep conviction and faith that the God 

of his fa.thers à.a.d created t.'le nation and had guided her with 

blessings and reproof 1 wi th good fortune and \d th pathetic tragedy 

according to His own good Jurpose. 

We may now pass to a more detailed examination of certain 

selected incidents from the History which the present writer has 

chosen to illustrate the line of though oontained in this introduc­

tion. 
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The Dèuteronom His tor.r 

Tbl Books of Samuel and Kinga provide œ w:ith the histoq of 

the Hebrew people from the id.ealized ccnquest ot. Joshta up until the 

first daya of the Exila • It 1a tœ poai ti on of tta present writ _. 

that they cont.ain tœ jlligeiB'lts md biases of the Deuts:"onolllic School 

of Histor.i.ans, and tha.t they contaia, amcmg other materials; an exposi­

tion highl3" deliberate and -.Çatema:t.ic, of Deuteronomic principlas. 

The plan to œ follwed is, an ex,Dination of tlw principal 
1 

f1é}lres of Samuel ani David ani the somewhat lesser f:igure of Saul, 

wi.th reference to the variaus sources from which we derive our informa­

tion. By suàl a œthod we may hope to aee how different points of view 

gaiœ d expression and how the dis tinèti vely Deuteronomic posi ti oœ ma;y 

be compared ani isolated from the ot.her treatDBnts. · These figures 

received sig1iticant treatmer:t from the Deuteronomic writers am are 

either commended or condsnned accordi.ng to the Book or the Law. 

Samual 

'l'hl treatmm t fL Samuel is am.o::g the mœt elabcrat e in tm 

Histcrical Booka; it is second in length only to that ot. David. He 

is picttr ed aa Prophet, Priest. and King~ttker. Ev flloUgJr the Books 

end after his death, they still bear hia na.m.e at their head btcause 

it is he who had. set the pattem of absolut.e lG,Y'alty and lbo had annoin­

ted both Saul and David. He :S. the traœi tt on-figure between the tiD 

of the Judges and the firml.y established Monarchy. 

1 ()nrl, !hab, Elijah, Manasseh and Josiah will be treated later. 
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The primary sotrces were origi.nally disparate ard were gathered • 

together at a later date. Up unt.il the Exila these sources were in 

fiuid relation to each ot.h_. and it was only during the Exila that a 

redactor with pronoum ed Deuteronomic predi.le cti. CilS brcught all .r 

them together, so that. .we have from h:i.a t'and làat is sutetantially 
... 

the present Books of Samuel., The pri11éipil sources for the stories 

of Sa.JB.uel m.ay be cited as follows: 

The Sotrces favorable te the Menarchy of Saul: 
1 9:1 -- 10:16 
u 11:1 - 11 
• 13:2 • 7a; 15b - 18; 23 
tl 14-:1 - 45 
•• 15 

Daw: lOth cent. 

Tbe Sources unfavorable i.o the Monarchy- of Saul: 
(Belowid~ified with the Deuteronomic School} 
1 8:1--22 {closely associated w.1.th 7) 
" 10:17-24 
., 12:1-25 

Date: durl ng the Exile• 

There are various local traditions and ccntemporary 
records and local hero-t.ales. An exampla of t.hese 
would. be 19:2f'f, 11. 

(. 

The sources favorable to tlle Monarchy of Saul are probabll' tt:e 

more objective am accurate. They are presuably earlier ahd deals 

Mre objectively with tt:e facts. Thfii.Y' present Saul as a mi[jlty warrior 

ani Samuel as acquiescing in his annointing. In tœ favorable trea1mmt 

Saul is presented as the charisatic King ani one lb o is admitted to 
1 

the c~ of the prophets. Thase factors alœe would guarantee ld:m 

an enviable place in the lino of sign.iti cant men in Israel. 

1 I Samuel, 10:5-8. 



However 1 'When we caœ to chapter S ot I Samlel we :f'ind a signi­

tican\ contrut. The present wr.l.ter f'eels that :tt is based. on 

Deuteranom;y 17 vith it.s untavorable sentimants towards Kingship. He 

here differa from Smith who f'eels that the warnings given in chaJ*.er S 
1 

are auch as might be giv en against any Oriental Monarch. The simila-

ri ti es with Deut.eronov 17 are lia ted belw: 

1. Deu'ieronom;r 17 requires that Israel be the birthplace of' the 
king. 

2. The king shall not. qa.ge in a progre of' personal aggrandise­
ment.. (17:16,17) I Sam. 8 lista both personal ag&randisemant 
and \yrannical rule, 'Which often went together • 

.3. The Law at.ates that thare shall be unswrving loyalty \o 
Iah~ The Samuel-passage cit.os as the mot.ive for desiring 
a king the longing te be 1ike ether na ti ans. 

4. DeuwonOI!{ 17 present.s the permission for a king as a . 
concesS!cm. to the sinful desires ot ~ pe~~ ple am as an: act 
of' disloyalty ~ (14) I Sa.Dmel 8 presents the desire for a 
king as an act of' deep disloyalty to both Yahweh and Sam.uel. 
Closely related. to this chapter, though by cantrut, is 
I Saauel 7. In iu idealised picture at tha penitent nat.ion 
and âf' :tir m loyal.ty to Sa.auel as the representative of Yahweh 
it is qui.te Deuteronomic in tone alli in character. The summar,r 
nature of vs. 13 is ·typical of' the doctrine. that leyalty to 
Yahweh resulta in personal p:m sperity ani f'reedom from war 
and privation. 

5. I Saauel 10:17-24 again rebukes. the people for 1heir wud.se 
and irreligious choice that a king ani not Yahweh shall rule 
over thml.. Saul is present ed as an unwilling cene es sion, both 
from San ue 1 and frcm Y ah weh. 

6. I Samuel 12 contains a retrospect of the dangers ar idolatr,r 
and a confession of lo,ral ty to the Law and to Yahweh. It 
also contains a public confession that in choosing a king · 
the pe~~ple d.id an evil thing, (vs. 19). Such a cmf'ession 
accords ill 'Wi.th the pre-Konarchy' sources, for example, 9:16.~ 

1 Smith, H.P. 1 .!1 II S!pmèl, (ICC), Edinburgh, 1909, p.55. 
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The distinction between sources is further illuatrated by an 

en•inatiœ of I Sa.mu.el, 9, ll and 12 which present an adulatory 

picture •f Saul. Chapter 9 cites t.he pious, honorable background. of 

Saul, the express desire of Yahwh that Saul b• annointed and tœ èlos•, 

inti11ate contact between Saul and Samuel. Chap\er 10 vs. 26 present. 

an appeal to t.he quiclœned CCilscience of the people: they l'ad received 

a new ilq>etua for living when Saul rec«l.ved his annointi.Dg. Chapt.er 11 

presents Saul as the Lerd 1s general who will fight His bat.tles. But 

in chap\er 8 t.here is ne JUntion et an amoint.ed king or that Iahweh 

will choose to act t.hrough a king. In 12 t.œre is a strict prescrip­

tion of dut.ies ani ideological pronouncementa rathef than a fulsome 

statemmt of joy over a king. There is an atmoephere of limited 

permissiveness rather than that air or celetraticn foun:i in the p:nt­

Monarchy materials. In the Deuteronomic source Samuel appears as 

the cr.i.tic and judge of Saul, whereas in the earlier source he is 

the sympathetic and cooperative guide. 

SUmel was, t.hen1 v.l.ewed as the man who was to dete:rmine nati.cnal 

policy and t.o define orthod&:J:x;y. He was the person who waa t.o maintain 

the dJstinctive eharacter of Hebrew life. He is the sœrce of thl 

nat.1.on'a JllC'Itives and acta and bence of ber Histo:ry. He had annointed 

Saul t.o be king ml bad aough\ another king when Saul had coJIIID:i.tted 

the sin of defecti.cn. It was Samuel who bad defined orthodex practice 

and could thus rebuke Saul for of fering aacrifi ce. It was this prophet 

and king-maker who could determine t.he requ:l.site degree of loyalty 

and he nee could slaughter Agag .._ Saul bad spared. Only as the na.ticn 
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was closely loyal t.o Iahweh could ehe have a br.l.lliant. and secure 

place in the world; but if she t.urœd away from Him t.hen she could 

expect. the lœ s of ber king and defeat. at the bands of hèr enemies. 

The pragmatism of Deut.erons is quite apparent. and Sanuel is the 

exalted spokesman of it.. 

David 

Wit.hin the mtire Deut.eronomic Hist.oFZ t.here is no more asple 

t.rea.tment. of a single personality t.han t.hat of David. He is tm great 

hero who bad done tl'B will of Y&hweh in the Bdd.st of reallife. Thro~-

oui tœ circumstances of rivalries r .. his throne, of faily t.rage~ .and 

the WlZ" rie a of great wars David sought Jabweh 1s will and the st.rength 

to do it. He is a person both to inst.ruct. ani to inspire. 

Our guide to distinctively Deuteronami.c t.reatment. is again 

examination of th!! sources. Althougb there are undoubted]J" a number 

of them, the more important are here cl ted: 

'l'he Book ot the Wars of Yahweh 
The Court. and Teapla Records 
Local traditilon 

Deuteronomic Redaction 

Date, ca. lOth cent. 

Date, during the Exile. 

The first. t.hree sources are much earlier and objective. .Ut.hough they 

come together to give a vi rld pic ture at David thêy ccntained incidents 

which were rep'llgllal'lt. to the viewpoint. of the Deut.eronomic School -

auch incidents as his adultery with Bat.hsheba and his grievous war 

with his wn son. These are t.o be !oum in II Samuel, 9-201 which 

is a separate literary uni iv, apart. from the mare dist.inc tly Deuterono-
1 

mie :ma. terials • 

1 Keœe4, A.R.S. ,!, II Samuel, (CeB), Edinburgh, n.d.,p.6. 
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The Deuteronomic passages ccmtain two ideas of very great 

import.mce; naœly, the d:fvine approval. of pa:vid as rul.er ard tb!t 

first intimations of Messianiam. This Redaction is a very late 

product and quite possibly renects Exilic feelings. Out. or the 

mature yet harassed judge~~~d; fit that. time came tb!t canv.i.ctiCil that 

most of tb!t trage~ that had. befallen the nation in those broken 

days had coma from. a successic ~ bad kinga only rarely broken b_7 
1 

godly .IMl • The Redact.or read his juigemsnt back in the t~ of David. 

Such a line or reasoning guided his selecticu of material.s, ld.th tw 

n.otabla resul\s: 

1. 'l'he presentat.ian fL a shortened biograptv- of Saul, w 
the limita of I Samuel, 14:17--51. 

2. The extraction of biographie&! materia:Ja abmt. his favored 
David fr• II Samuel, 9-20. 'l'his e.xtracted œ. terial ~/?,_.. 
n à buis of tm present II Sauel 8, lbich serves as an 
introdu.cticn to II Samuel 9-20, wh.ich is the Court Record. 
Chapter 8 is an Iaealized portrait œed to neutralise the 
unsavcry elements in the ~t. Record. 

We may- thus say that bot.h Samuel and David wre subjects ar elaborate 

Deuteronom.ic redaction, in the interest of preaer&ing pious .1111n who 

sought to do the ld.ll of Jahveh and to lead the people of Israel in 

that path. 

It remains fer us to examine this Deuteronollic figure of David 

and to attem.pt to relate him to tb!t on-going purpose or Iahweh for 

His nati cn. Two elaants are illportct ; 



1. The portra;yal ot a righteous, pioua, fa:l.thful man, who 
could. be at.d•s favorite and His own King, his Mesaiah 
to His people to show tbiiR the ways of righteouaness and 
salvattan trœa ain and tmm tragedy. 

2. The augm.enting ot that figure alter the death of David. li 
until he became an exalted type. 

The proc ess ot. portrqing the tai~ ful man migh t be sai d to 

begin with the attributing cL tl:B death of Goliath to David, lhe reas 

it is probabl;y more true to say that the teat was perfonaed b;y Blkanah. 

The pious reference to the Lord ot Hosts is rather fc:rm.al and studied 

and quite possiJtl;y shows a bias; Illlllel;y li that even at tbi s ear l;y age 

David had been an :i:ns trummt far God. 

The contrast between ths annointmg ot David witb the express 

approval ot Yahveh and ths ccncession-aspect of tba annointi.ng of 
1 

Saul is sjgniticant. David is the servant ot Yahnh. The wards 
2 

of the Prophet Nathan are fulsome al unqualified, in cantrast. to 

the dogmatic ut~eraœes ot Sam.œl over Saul. The œw king is promised 

an everlasting ti.~ dom and mercie s tha.t shall know no md. This is 

the first intim.atiGn of messianism: David shall be. the arch-type ot 

the good, righteous manll for wbom. Yahveh shall do mighty things and 

who shall bling men to Yahweh and to perfect pea.ce. The idealized. 

charact.er of sudl promises is clear Di is m great part dus to the 

retrosptctive nature cL the Deuteronomic Redactor. Kennedy h«i.S)lt.ens 
3 

the Messianic element here ·by relating Psalm 2:7 w:ith n Sam.uel 7:14. 

1 II Samuel, 7:5,8. 
2 ~·li 7:3. 
3 Kemedy li !a:. ait., p.226. 
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The final1Song of David1 is a literary product f:ntm a poetic source 

and is 4n idealized confession of tl'B power of Iahweh and rL His 

great marcies. In its •phasis œ a r.ighteoœ response it is appro-

priâte to the Deuteronomiet~e purpose of presenting David as the 

grea.t moral hero. 

A.t'ter his death David. vas turther idealized. A p:rocess of 

aug&Bnt ati on raised him. even higher than tt:e Samuel œ. teri al.. He 

had beee• the favorit.e of Iahweh, for wmse sake He wuld expend 

His powr on behalf of Israel when presert. circumstances threateœd 

to und.e the nati.on. The f:irst instmce ot this augantation is the 

Dedicatory Add.ress ot Templa iJi. I Kinga 8:24-26. This hu bten idct.i-
. 1 2 

fied by Me.tgomery am Sld.D:ner as a Deuteronemic pusage. David is 

here the guarantee of the conti.nuity ar tbt tlrone; he is the leader 

in the ways of enauring Iahlftlb' s constant guidance, favour ard. 1111rcy. 

There is &lao th! •phasis on David u tt:e righteous king, against. 

whom lat.er kinga are to be adjudged either faithful or rebellious. Por 

exaaple, there is I Kp!gs 15:3-5, with Jeroboam; I Kinga 15:11, with 

Asa; n Kinga 16:2, w.ith Ahaz; 18:3 with Hezekiah, The City ot 

Jerusal• is spared the onslmght. ct Senacherib 1 s armies because it. 

is the city of David, II Kipgs,l9:34. When Josiah receives his fulsoœ 

ccmmendation it is because he followed in th! footst.eps of David.(II 22:2) 

The Deuteronomic treatm.en:t. of Samuel and David jure important 

to our study btcauae th.- represent. the d:istinct and elaborate work t:L a 

par\icular sctlool of historlographenr. It rem.a:ins for œ to attempt 

1 Mont.g0llflry 1~ ait., p.l93. 
2 Skinner, !E,.;-m:-;-(Iangs) p.l46. 

l. 



to discover how the specitically Deuteroncmic viewpoint is here 

expounded and so to determine the nature af this history-wr.i ting. 

It was the apparent purpose of the Editor to present his 

predispesit.ions in terma of real lite and in those .r well-known f 

figures, so ttat his .principles ma:r be seen as a way of lite rather 

than being on4" an absi.rac'S code. The highly didactic character .r 

the Deuteronomists•s version is clear-ly shown by hia selectic ani 

suppressim of materials. The writer ha.d a loft;y mative for present­

lng his histary and he was faithiùl to it even at the cost of :sin:ilifz• 

mse factual a.ccuracy and large blecks of material which were probab~ 
1. 

aubhentic. But the point is, sudl material was net; suii.able fœ the 

presentation. of his lesson. By a.rrangeuent and condensatiœ; by judi­

cious ommission of unsa.vory iœidents, the editer became pra.ctically an 

authar for he bad recreated the figures ~ S&JIIIlel and David, and his 

recreations have li ved in the hearts fi. pious men who looked for the 

close presence of God iil their lives. It was, bence, the desire of 

the Editar te present to his countrymen two personages who were heroic 

and warthy of emulation beca:use they wre fa.ithful to Iahweh. He lfished 

. to establish and edi.ty the nation in the pious traditi Cil fit God4" men 

who by their faith and wisd-. led the people to victety over their 

heathen œi~bours am to a peaceful, p:n.sperous natimal lite. The 

present Deuteronomic l!odYtion is ths result of this train of motivation. 

We may now enquire irito soa of the specifie lessons inèi:til.eatlèd 

by' t'bi Deuteronomic sàlool in the Beok:a of Samuel. Thetr were doubtless 

1 •• g., II Saœuel, 9-20. 



llO. 

'' 

,Buaerous, but the follwing are siglifican\. 

1. The pragmatic chara.cter of prophetie doctrine 1 cctdi.fi ed. 

in Deuteron•& , finds fulsOJœ expression here. The priee Gf detect.ion 

is defea.t, a.t the bands of hea.thens a.ai meraie s. So lœ.g as Samuel -­

as God•s representative -- bad chLrge of tœ effica.cieœ battle-

sacrificea, all wen1; well; er so lcng as le bad tœ final wrd on the 

dispositi. Cl'l af battle-speiis all vas sœcessful. But when Saul tried 

to overstep his prerogatives, ali endsd in defeat &Di his OWl disgrace 1 

in the eyes of Suru.el, Yahwh and the peeple. The dea.th of Bathsheba ta 

:f'irst child is coœidered 1;he punishmn.t for the sin of ad.ulte:ry, to 

be expia.ted by penitieœe before Solomon coDs as the Deliverance ani 
1 

the way back to Peace. Conversely, when David seeks to perform the 

pious act o:f' building the place of worship1 he brings down the favour 

of God ani thel throne is secUl"ed in perpetuity. This pt"agmatic charac­

ter of Hiatory is a.lso denoted by tll!J idealized character of I Samuel 7: 

ali waa peace and order wtum. Samuel was respected. The sinful desire for 

a king brings on tbt pee ple tœ trw ble and anguish of di aloyalty am 

lmbealth7 ambitions. This pra.gmatism mq be stated summar.i..ly: adherence 

to Yahwh and to the wa.115 of lite He haa giv en tl'rough Law and Prophets 

will bring national solida.r.i..t7 ani personal proaperity and will impart 

a. wrthwb:ile cha.racter te lite; but detection br.i..rgs disaster, both 

personal and corporate. 

2. Closel7 bound up with the tirst cmsidera.ti.en are those Gf 

loyalty and exclusivism. The pt"edilecti.c of tbt Deuteronomie aU..hor 

1 n·1JJ 0: peace. Yahwel\ds wrath prophesied by Nathan, II Samuel, 
12:14: 



for a theoaracy is shown by his mti-Monarchy senti..•nts and his 

eager acceptance of the ariglnal David as the ba.sis for his recons-

truction of him as a pious .figure, who del.ighted to do tha divine will. 

The Deuteronomist bad required that tha natian. have no dealings with 

ether nation. Israel bad begun as an elect natiœ., chosen through the 
. 1 

exclusive faveur of the greatest God of tha universe. It was part of 

the tiy and tha dignity of the naticnal leaders w maintain the exalu­

siveœss thus inaumbent upon this ele ct naticn. The purpose of Israel 

was to be a righteous ColllDilJÛ.V dedicated to Yahweh as He bad rev~aled 

Himself in the Patriarchs, ~- and Prophets. Samuel a.rd David are ideal­

ized as righ.teous, joyous servants who took upon themsel.ves tha responsi-

bility or teaching ani showing tm people tœ paths thlr' sheuld walk -

Samuel as tœ authorized prophet and David as the locus or publia sentiment. 

We may thus sq that beth are plaeed in a succession of pious 

men through whom Yahweh WC'ked in erder to create a r.i.ghteo~ nat.i.c. The 

Deuteronomist ldshed to d.emonstrate that. Yahweh had been planning a 

Com.unity which should be fmhful to Him in terms tL aatual lite, 

rather than in tl:a proteated atmephere of a cultus. Upen the basis of 

the real figure of David he buil\ the present Hrnest md admirable 

David wh:i ah has capt.ured the imag:in a tian or subsequent Rist «y. However, 

he h&s not made an anaahronism; the aut.hor shows considerable respect 
2. 

for local aolor and tha con:lit.icns of David's own day. The Deuteronomic 

principles are therefore not li11ited t.o a book but are shown forth in 

a series of active ca.reers and persens, who aan .iùpire loyalt.y and 

affection and aould le ad men to lcwe Iahweh wl th the \Il ole heart, seul 

and might. 

1 Deuteron!!f,. 7: lff. 
2 Kennedy, b.· J!!!:., pp.12,13. 

f 
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'l'he Monarchy ia thœ seen not to rest on the acta of men but 

upon the Plan of Yahveh for His peopla • It stands in organi.c relat.i on 

to the great Deed.s of the Delivera.nce ain the Giving tL the~ The 

preaem writ er ha.s a.lrea.d.y ta.ken the positian tha.t the Jo DocUIIlent wa.a 

prompted by Pa.triotic sentimsn t .-1 1fli\ll invoked a.a a .turthe r support 
1 

of Da.vid•s throne. The collllllllnd ftr loyalty is not so much from a 

king ambitics to keep his kinpm in pea.ce and order a.s from Ya.hweh 

Himself who from the .t'ir st bad be en in charge of tœ na tl m • The present. 

writer is in a.gree•nt with Noth, tha.t. the Deuteronomic Histary e:xtems 
2 

!Na the Pa.tria.rchal Promises te the Exile, althClUgh the real unifying 

criteria came frem. DeuterCIIlomy. · 

To cœclude. The Books of Samuel a.re thua seen to be tremend.ous 

importance in the stu:Jy of the Deuteronomic Histcriana. They esta.blish 

the Deuteronomic ideologies of retr.i. buti.on, l_,.alty ani exclusiveness. 

They present ua with the Davidic Mona.rchy as the idea.lized Commun.ity. 

They give us arch-typal patterns for future lud.gement. They present 

the Comm.unity and i ta leaders a.s coopera.ting so cl osely with Yahwh 

as to be cmsidered human extensi.oœ in His w.-king-out tL Hia plan. 

Accerding to the Deuterc:nomic ver si an fiL the Books of Samuel, God is 

pictured as w.-king ttrough the men He bad ca.lled ani strengthened so 

that. He could a.ccomplieh His will on earth. The Deuteronomist haa 

accaplished His purpose: he bad shown ttat Gcd is preser& :in Hiator;r 

and that thro~ man ta freec»m and affect.im He can a.cc•plish His will. 

1 'l'he reader is referred to page 55 of the present wr.i. ~ • 
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Omri and Manasseh 

The two figures or Omri and Manasaeh af'terd us c1.e ar eJCalllples 

or \he typical method and doc\r.l.nal outlook ot h Deut.eronomic Hist.o­

riana. Be cause thes e kinga did. not r oUw the line deemed right atd 

Taluable by t.he Deuteronomic School they wre candllll.llltd as negative 

e:x:aaples or kingship. The ad.ulatGI"y treatJDI!Ilt or Josiah is contrasted. 

That aœh a jud.gement is qui\e subjective is the position here taken. 

One need but examine the extra-Biblical aurces concerning ~i 

to :ntilize how minimal and uninteresting is the Kinga treatment fi. this 

king. Such docUil.1ents include: 

a: The Moabite Stone Date 1 ca. 9\h century. 

b: Assyri.an Records and Date, ca. 9th century. 
Inscriptions. 

The Moabite Stone ccntains the tollGWing WGI"ds: 

1'When Ch.em.osh was angry with his land, Omri, King af Israel, 
held Moab in subjection tor many years." 1 (lines 4,5) 

l P]Y 
J ,\' l l..d ' 

2 
7 J ]:J 

., 

Cert.ain Assyrian Inscri.ptiCI'lS &lao carry enti on or Omri and 

identity Israel as the lan:l fi€ Omri. ("Bit Qnr:i. u) Example a te llow: 

1 Bennet, W.H. The Moabite Stone, Edinburgh, 1911, p.2 
2 Ibid., p.62. 

i 
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• • ••• who(Adad Nirari) con~uered from the b§nks of the Euphrates, 

the Hittite Country, Am.urru in its entirety, 'lyre, Sidon, the 
land of Israel (italics, Mercer) Edom, Palastu ••• • 1 

(Oalakh/Nimrud/ 
inscription) 

1 (B1t Omri) all of' whose citie'a on 1.1J.Y f'orme;r_pampa.igns I ha.d 
added to my territory. 1 ' (Anna.ls of Tiglath Pileser IV) 

(Date, 8th Oentury.) 2 

The judgements of modern soholars also present a more compli-

mentary picture. Noth speaks of Omri as an energetic and capable 

soldier who rose from the ranks of the mercenary armies and througb ' . 

ability became king. Oesterley and Robinson consider him a great 

king. 1 Under the house of Omri Israel rose to a height which she had 
4 

not attained since the death of Salomon.• Omri had attempted to 

raise the standards of culture by making commercial alliances with 

the commercial and cosmopolitan center of Phoenecia. He had made 

extensive conquests, had strengthened his nation and had caused it 

to be knvwn among the other na ti ons. 
5 

However, when we turn to the Kinga account 1 we find a decidedly 

different picture. The man who has been portrayed as a formidable 

opponent and one of far-sighted commercial a.bility ia here pictured 

as betraying the beat interests of the nation in terms of idola.try. 

He is considered the worst of nll Israelite kinga since Jeroboam. 

Beyond the minimal citation of his cha.nging the capital and his deat~ 

notice there is nothing but severe rebuke. 

1 Mercer, ~· ~., p.;4. 
2 Ibid., P·39· 
3 ~oth, M., The History of Israel, London, 1958, p.228. 
4 Oesterley and Robinson, A History of Israel, Oxford, 1923, p.287 (Vol.l} 
5 I Kinga, 16:16-28. 



l 'c:; .~' mrl.s may be expla.ined by referring to the 'ri.ew-pein'i of the 

Deu\eronem.ic Editer. His main int.erest. centntd in the rela;t.ion of 

Israel to tho Yabwh of tle Fa thors, and of David. All elso lG.S 

secondary. B7 this cr.i teri& Omri had failed. It made little dif fer­

ence \hat as a king he had •do \orritorial gains or had initiated 

hipply preti t.able .t.:l.nancial ven\ures. He had perml:ited wrship on 

the high places ani tht.w had violated the :requirfiiiOnts of religioœ 

exclusivism. Hence he is cond.-lned. 

M&nasseh 

Ail the factual informati.tn w l'ave of Manasseh•s :reign is 

that he ruled for fifty t'ive years and that he follwed a pro-Assyrian 

policy. He followed a po licy of synàl retism and shed innocent blood, 

presuma.bly that of nartyrs for the CCilservative cause at a t.ime of 

persecutien. 

The remain:ler of the chapter cenaista of a Deuteronomic Serm.on 

and a death-notice. This lerm..n is the buis for tm treatamt by' the 

presen\ writer. 

!heae practices of Manasseh constituted a repudiatian ef the 

Covend-based md ideal.ized Monarchy or David. Dav:id. had hold his 

throne in tm frauewl'k or popular approval and ems mt. "The Israelite 

king was thus, if' we mq use the phrase se eiil"'ly, king by cont.ract, not. 
1 

by natural right." Ma.nasseh deoied this and disregarded it with a 

1 Oesterley and Robinsc, 1!2• !!!•, p.229. 
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calleusness and a 1boreughness lèlich although typical of the praetices 

or othor nati.,_s was quit.e at variance wit.h the \radi'Ucal Iaraelitish 

Oovena.nt. David bad rem it neceasary te •k• restitution for his 

sins and w be cognisant. ot public prerogatives. But the thœ"èUS'lneas 

and high-handed tono of Malaaaeh's polieiea leave very little greunda 

for our thinking tha t he waa very muoh coœ erned abotâ public sentiment. 
;,. 

Apar\ fr• hia repuliatien of religl.us exclusivisa and his renewal ef 

a aynchret.istic policy hia reip waa high~ aecular in character rather 

than giving full rMJI. to the rel:igious foundationa am sanct.:i.tns of 

tho Monarchy. 

As grave aa these aina are i.hey are all out.wed.ghed by the renewal 

of an ict.l&treus policy. The Deut.ercomic d~'WlCiatim is heightened 

by a ser.i. es of comparisC~ns: with Ahab,who was prev.i.ously dmounced and 

made to bear the respmsibility or the upheaval under Jehu and Hazael; 

and w:i. th the .Am.erites who bad be coDa t,'pes of revel ting practices. The 

exilent of Manasseh1s idolatries waa w.ide. It iœluded mœh that wuld 
•.. 

degrade a highlj merll religion -h the levol of magic. md er at~mpM.ng 

to beni . the f_.eknewledge and power of thl Deity to the l•er ct.sires 

of tœn. The traffic in enchanters aai wizarda auggeata tlw atultif)ring 

affecta or divinati.-. will its non-moral oleenta and its cultivatien 

er corrupt and venal practices. The :re:introduct.ion or aynchretism and 

idol& try bad c»ne m.uch to talee aw;.y that ethical incent.iv e which bad 

had bten a stro~ point :in tradit.itnal Yahlilisà arri which bad contributed 

migh tily to tho 1Mil" al fibre or Sil" lier tl-s. But the rei.gn .r Manasseh 

bad seen \he ravages ef id.olatr;y in the persecution et the ces ervative 



eleaents of the State am in t.he devoting of walth t.o the iàrilœ 

t:reasuries. 

The renowal of idolatrlea was, by st.reng implication, U:iabanden­

ing ot the exclusi 'ft ehara.cter of traditi onal Hebrew religion.· The 

Law had enjoined upon the p•pla an exclusiviatic attitude tward other 

natice. But the pl"actices et Manaasèh .. irllicâe that he waa quito 

willing te go te ext:r•e lengths te identify himselt wi.th the ways of 
1 

ether nat:t «US. "He made his son pus th:rCII.lljl the t:ire .n "He :rebuilt 
2 

the high places.n Al1 in all, the perl.ci of his reign Wt~a a. :repudiation 

of the great Past, lilen Israel had gi.ven willing service te Iahweh and 

had served Him lili th exclusive l.yalty md DIE' al living. · 

The Deut.e:ronomic charact.er of the C«l demnatic of Manasseh lll.i\Y 

be illuatrated by cepar~ him wilb. David as llU id.ealiz ed Deutervnemic 

figure. By this tiDB David had become a type as well as an a.ctual man. 
3 

Many et his :f'aults ha.d be en :ndnimiz ed and he wa.s cmsid eredT~J-.JT .'.f ~. 

He was thœ the standard et leyalty am til judgement • He wa.s the ain 

bulwa.rk ot sacral nati-.alia. It was umer him that the tribes ha.d 

been dra.wn together and l'ad made the dream et naticnhoed cencrete. Alcg 

aide of the national developm.en t had ceDB religi eus exclusi veness. The 

Deute:rontmdc injun::: ti..enl!l tha."S man should use all his :tacul t.ies to serve • Iahweh and Hia only had :tound an e.x:ampla in David. But tlw period .r 

Manasseh waa anything but exclusivist. The idelatry and divinatim 

speak only too clearly ef a.ccomcdati c ar:d tbs delibera te adoptien 

1 n ~, 21:6. 
2 Ibid~:3. 
3 I KinQ, 8:24,25. 
4 Deutercay, 6:4,5. 

· .. 



118. 

of foreign rites. 

The id.ealized David. was alse tm suppert of erthed.u:y. He bad. 

sholCl great willingness and desire to build. an àppr•wiate d.welling-

place for Iahweh and because of this had received His coDIDier:datim 

ttreugh His prophet, Nathan. He had beceme the exam.ple et eager 

service te Iahweh in ali areas of lite. Hence, his attitude toward. 

religi.ous matters wu comidered standard and Cll"thedex. The ccntrast 

here is equally great. Manassèh had replaced David' s close and refresh-

ingly spentaneeus relatitn with Iahweh with mavy md thick separatiens 

made up of ela.berate rituals am tœ d.evieus, clemed ways tL divination 
1 . 

and occult prephecy. The final•sen~ of David:Hhad presented Iahweh as 
-"- •• •·4•• ••••• ·- 2 

the ;.ide in ethical crises md as the Giver of rjghteous juige~Mnt. 

The la.ter king repla.ced this w:it.h t.he attem.pt to cent1'9l the Deity 

ttreugh sacrifice and cultic cereateny. David had carried en the orthodox 

practice of clese:cy iden tif'ying the .-ral will of Iahweh with tm civil 

code. But in eagerness te prem.t.e tyrmny and abselute centralized 

control Manasseh rejected the concepti.u of tm sacredness of the Law 

wbich was binding c king as well as en people. In its place he put; 

his own will and his own acquiescence te tœ cul ttc bans ani prohibi­

tions that were part and pl reel fil the f.rei gn systems. 

We JD.a.7 thus sq that. Ma.nasseh was cendsned by the Deuterenemic 

Ed.it.r becaœe lw deliberately rejected the .g•dly exaple ar David 

and et these statutes and well-established cœte:ms which theugh unwritten 

were •f an autohority- tlll~:t. no man might properly- ignore. The condt~~.na.ti.en 

1 n Kinga, 21:6. 
2 II Saauel, 24:2lf.t. 



.talla inte three distinct parts: l, t.he reint:n~dœtion et idelatry; 2, 

the break wi ih traditi.uù exclusivism; ani 3, the blaming of Manasseh 

for the tragedy of the E.xil.a~ Tha king is cmsidered tobit undSI." thil 

Judgement et Yahweh ani tha censure et !,JI~ Mn. 

Althouéll eneugh has prel:ab ~ been said ab out the na ture et tbl 

idelatriea, it may be wall te note tœ manner fi€ the Editcr's prese!Sa­
l 

tion. It is entire~ negative. ·Here we are given a list of cendsnna.-

ury netices et aina·~ C'teœes. Whatever geed M.anaaseh may have dtne, 

whatever increased ce.mmercial aetivlt.y hl migiS have initiated, is quite 

passed ever, until we are left witb n~hing but evil acta. The Deuterenenrl.c 

Editor•s criticisra i~ virulmt and. abselute in dlaracter. He has created 

a veritable m.nster of iniquity. 

The elR.reme nature of this eendanatitn is indicated by his ascrib-
2 

ing the tragedy et the Exi:I. te the s:ins et this king • This message is 

said te be delivered te the godly elemmt s in Jerusalem th:n~ugh tm 

ac credit ed channel of the pn phets. The full ayat em et revela ti Ill is 

here œed, and the re ean be ne questi ming :i:t. Altheugh i t is perhaps 

true that the Hebrew natic tell because et internal weakness alli t.ht 

rejuvenat.ed strength ef Babylen, still the Deutermem.ic Editer held. fast 

to his versien, \hat tl'B natien ha.d tallen at the hand et Yahweh because 

one et her eminent ses had. cemmitted terrible s:ins • 

This t.reatmmt of the reign et Manasseh is tjypical et· bfih the 

aill and athed of Deuterenemic Histliriography, fflr t.hree reasms: l, it 

is geverned by the Deut.erenemic requireDII!!Irt. s of purity of wwship and 

1 At least ldth Omri we receive seme inti-.titn of pesitive achieveDII!!Int. 
2 II Kinga, 21:11-15. 
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exclusive ley-al y te Iahweh in ci vil as weil as religleus aff airs; 2, 

it shws the Deuteren..:l.c d.ec trine at pragmatiaa and retribul;ien; 

and 3, this resul ts in a di dac tic treatmmt rather tœ.n a mere 

objective atating of the facts. This t.reatDISlt is a negative e.xampla; 

wrath upen ibem. Yahweh will ind.icate His purpeses and His pri.nciple s 

threugb. His ~ple, whether it bring bliss er misery. A stmdQI'd 
1 

bas been prwided the people and it hils bun applied; and they œve 

been feund wanting. Renee, they sha.ll be put away in Exile. 

The Deuterenemic treatmen t of Jesiah is but one .expressic of 

\he paried of natimalism. threugh loÏlich the ar:cient wrld was passi~ 

at this t.i•. The fall of Assyria bad amt the chance fer independ­

ence fer all tbl major naticas -- Egypt, Baby1en and alse the Hebrew 

Kingdems. Within this larger framswcrk of na tt onalism, the Deuterenemic 

wri'ter bas fi t'ted his complinant.ary pic ture of J•i&h and the Refermatien 

that was accemplished in his tia ard utder his ent.husiastic speœershi-p. 

:'Altheugp. the Referatien d.id cont.ain civil elsents \hey are 
2 

aubs11111ed under a religieus he4.d. The central prinaiple tmt all must. 

1 The presem writ er accep\s thlll pHition that Deuteron5 was writ ten 
duri.Dg tht rei.gn ffi Manasseh. Fer additienal treatDlClt see page 8} 
of the present writing. 

2 Perhaps tt. beat exaple fil this wuld bt Deutereno1Ç" 12, which, 
presunably was add.ed at tbl tia at the Ref .. matitn of the Cultus. 
Altheugh there are certain verses whicil suggest an earlier date 
(which may be deliberate anachr.nisrœ te auggest this earlier setting) 
e.g., 9-ll, still tlw chapt,er as a whole reflacts tone of drastic 
change which wa.s prevalctt&t the time. The recurrent phrase" ••• in the 
place wt.re the Lord thy God shall l':h•s•" (5,ll,l8,21 (with varian\), 
26) suggests the stoppage of local shrines which was characteristic 
of the centralizing-pregra. A.fter the speci.ficatieœ and requiremsms 
are given, there is the familiar Deutercomic promise .r sœ cess," ••• that 
it may ge well with thee •• 11 (28) Ferrœr cultic practicea ha.d munt tragedy 
and th• lees of tbl wholeHma gitt.s at Yahwh. Deut.erco&l2 is t.he 
praotical legislati.m fer thl carrying-thr•USl. of the impul.ae .toward 
uniV' which was so typical ef' tht Josianic Refermati.on.For additional. . . - -- -
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be den• with Yahweh as the tira\ theught and cens ideratian finds 

expreasien here. Hence, the eai.re Refera ti • is presented in 

religieua term.s. F..- eXIID.ple, the destruct.ien fil tœ pagan shr.i.nes 

ani the exptlling et the diviners presuably stepped many cerrupt 

tinancial arrangeants and ether .r fensive PrllCt.icu, but w he ar 

net.hirg et this. The pr.-incipal reaaan ter thel.r destrœ ti en is that 

thly carey en a religieus practice cantrary: te the will et Iahweh, as 

1!!!. and Traditi en àad defined th at Will. On . J esia h' s part this nay be 

dem.anstrated in a number ef' ways. Under his instigatian the Temp:bt was 

reatered and the elder cultus revived. This indicat.ed a desire te retur.-n 

te Yahwh att.er the outrages .r Manasseh. Whc hl beard the Law fr.m -
Hilkiah ani Shaphan hl was se appalled th& hl went threugh a paried ot 

penitence, which wu pres'UIIlahly m..-e than a selfish f'ear fer t.œ lenge­

vit.y ef his t.hrone and was m.t.ivated by thereugh searching of' hlart arr:l 

spir.:i:t.. The appea.l te Huld.ah the pr.-ophetess is quite characterist:lc a1lT 

Deuteronemic in its religious tenu it involvea cendanatim r ... sin, 

the dec trin • that the ge ed man shall live in pe11ce ani that fer his sake 
1 

the horrible future 'Willd not immediately c- ab eut.. Chapter 2.3 

begins w.ith the public aesemb~ which Jesiah calle •• t.hll:t; he could 

again bind the p•ple te the Law and te Yahweh. 11And all tœ p.-ple 
2 

ste od te the Co venant • n From hencef' .. th there was t.o be a mr depen-

denee upon Yahweh aa:l a :new c1esena sa te Him.. This was te t.. a .ua tter r .. 

1 II Kinga, 22:15-20. 
2 Ibid., 25:3. 
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all t.ho pee pla • The daïrs ef tyranny were th us a.nd •ned and the 

older., mere d•ecratic ways upbeld. The t.horeugh-going purge et 

Jerusalem frem the centers fil idolatry was not only central te tho 

attem.pts te bring the peepla \o right relation te Iahweh. Many et 

these refoœs were possible because of the retum te mflueme of the 

prophetie party and their insisteme on popular religiws meti vatim 

in civil affairs. During the reign of Manasseh the mere comiliatory 
··~ 

elements were in contrel., having received. tiw suppert. of tho king., wHb 

t.he resul\ that the conserva.tive ele1111nts were suppressed ani a full 

pregr• .r acc81111D8datien and synchretism was carried o\5. But with 

their revival under Josiah the prophetie party arese te prominence and 

centrel. They net only reiived tradi:t.ienal Yahw:i.t!lil but centinued thei;r 

age-old. practice of calling tœ· people back te the Law. Upon auch a 

basis as this w nay inquire inte the public effect of tbt Ref .. mat:tm. 

In this way w may c•• te see haw the public enactlllnt s ani require.nts 

of Douterenom..y were put inte practice. 

The revival had brought Kith it a retum te tbt older, JUre direct. 

othic of the .r .. mor f'aü.h. There was no lmger W' seeking of the will 

of' the Deity tlrough tht devious ani obscure 1111di.a of the diviners b~ 

rather threugh a Mre direct, li.C"e transparent ethical rosponse. The 

relation between the Deity &Di tœ censc:ieus act. of man bad been close, 

traditiorally; yet dwing Manassllb•s reign it bad become separated; but. 

the Refozat:ton restored the public te this closeness se tmt once m .. e 

the quality of religl..us experieme wu eitber made or marred by the 

meral response. The strenuous ethic was again in force QDi aust biL ve 

pr•ed a bracing contrast te t.ht mass-appeal of thl former cult-wwlbip. 
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The reviva.l fif the traditienal br.ught 1d. tb it a recrudescence of 

natienalism. Previ.ua te this, the aeeemm.odatienist pelicies ba.d admitted 

the preval.mt social as well religious abuses, such as judi.cial corrup­

tion and unsavoey sacrificial modes. But t:t:e reign of Jesiah is inter­

preted as starting and finishing a th41l"eugh purge of all alien corruptions 

in ravor of a rebirth er leyalty and exclusive servie e to the cause .r 

Yahweh. Hence it is tba.t the Reftrmation was not carried out :in a vacuum 

er restricted te ·a sht!il tered cultic setting. !llll1 :its ppegress it breught 

to the fere t:t:e daye wren Iahweh had received willing service and under 

Hia the nation had been respeeted by the rest er t:t:e wo:rl.d. Inextricably 

bound up witb the legitiate religieus aspiratiens were the hop!Js of a 
1 

revived Davidie State. In this fonner king the cemecti.eœ between 

civil enactmem ard the Divine will as revealed iD. Law and Tradition had 

reached that degree of refiilemeni felt te be se nece8sarily and se trulJ" 

religious by the Deuterenemie Scheel. Hence, to copy the brilli&Ià 

natienalis.m. of the t:ime .r David was te bt in line mh Deuterenemic 

theught and precept. The &ef41l"mation was an appeal te the whole lite 

of the Hebrew C8111B1.unit7. It was te restere right relations with Yahweh; 

and to the He"trew mini, in· its c.:tcreteness, that meant ail the r:ichœss 

of gHd living as wll as spiritual religion. "The whole work (I,II Kinga) 

ie wri tten te dsnenstrate the eeuniness, both in thiery- ani in practice 1 

of the Deuterenemictheeey .r ille, with Jesiah as the greatest exanple 2 . 
and proef er it s value. 11 The re vi val of religi. eus na ti on al ism must 

1 Wright, G.E., Deuteran!!Y, (IB), Nashville, 1953, p.323. 
2 Snaith, !,. II Kinga (IB) Nashville, 1954, p.4. 



124. 

have pr.ved a stimulating centrast te the lax morals atd lw social 
. " 

tene of the former re:i.F ani it s effences t. the purity and B•iV 

of the earlier Yahwism. Renee, we have not merel.y a reactierary 

m.ve.IDint motivated by nestalgia but wha t wa.s just as much the l:as:ia 

of a sound, progressive policy. In this connectien Snaith cites Ames 
1 -

3:8 as the general tasis of ,!, II Kin,ss • On1y a~ ,:Israel could retum 

to this fundamental explanatim of Yahweh 1 s dealings wit.h her, ceuld 

• Bhe hope te get back her equilibrium arxi seund.œss atd go alJJad te 

a better indi. vi dual am corperate life. On1.y in this way ceuld she 

get back te tha.t impreved general tone which w.uld. be-her salvatim 
' .... 

and bir strength of da;ys. Because Jesiah bad ca.rried eut a refem 

which premised so richly fiC these hepes ml standards he r eceived the 

fulsome praise fiC the Deuteroncio Sch"l. 

On the basie of these considerations w. ay more cl8 arly understand 

why the treatm.ent of Jesiah is se distinctly Deuterenomic. It is the 

most distinctly Deutera1emic encomium in tht entire Histery. On such a 

basis as this w. nay ce.IDI te see hw Jesiah cane te be the pieus atd 

righteous man wh• actualized the hopes ard staniards of the Scheel 

which had preduced the great. Histerz. He is p.-triijyed as the Davidic 

here-king wht can bring the people back te Yahweh atter a period of 

rampant ar:d tragic defectim. He can br.i.ng the correct orientation 

te lite by prwidi.ng a bstter habitua! center of wrship. He is able 

te revive the excellent. hepn .r the Fathers and turn tha inte a 

1 Snd h, !E.· ~·, p. 7. 
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feundatien et a higher qual:it.y ef respense, and frem. this will flew 

a superier ethic and a selider, better-integrated secial ergan:ialll.. 

He bad alse rest.-ed. the successien •f pieus DBn. Evel s:lnce 

the begi.nning ef He braie hist .. y, si nee the time ef ths Patriuchs, 

Yahweh had always heard and henered the appeal et the rig,.teeus, pieœ 
1 

man. Such a censiderati en feund eminant •xrr essien in Abraha and 

David. The scse ef these passages is censidered te ha.ve bum fulfilled 
3 

in Jesiah. He fulfilled his recegnitien ef the Past by he1ding the 
4 

Passever. He not mly d.id Yahweh's ld..ll but enjeined upen the peep1e 

what he ceœi~ered te be an inescapable invelve~~~~nt. This Ret .. m was 

never the private and often erratic mysticism. et an Akhnalen; rather, 

it was an appeal te pepular accept.ance am. enthœ iasm.. It ste ed _. 

tell accerd.:ing te its effect en the Cenmunity. The destrœti.m ef tbe 

idelatreus places ard the stepping ef all traffic in divinat.i en and 

magic were fer the pr«. ectien of the pee pla. The restera ti Ill of the 

Cerrmunity shared tully in the referm. ef the cultus. Hence, in Jesiah 

we lave the fultillm.ent ef me et ths priDB facters ef Deuteren!JDY: 

the actualizing ef Israel as Yahweh's Felk wh• were te serve Him. and 
5 

Hi• •nl.y" wi 1:b t.he whele persen. '~ ·· s 

This interpretatien •f Jesiah, :in its fulseœness is thœ censi-

dered t• be ba.sed en fact. He had restered the centralitor ef Yahweh 

1 Genesis, 18:23-32. 
2 I Kine, 8:2;. 
3 II Kings,22:2. 
4 Ibid., 23:21,22. 
i. Deutereng, 7: 1-1;. 
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and bad thus delivered \he State fr.m the deadening efrec\s er religieus 

idelatry ani ci ùl cerruptien. With him at the head the re was every 

stimula ti. en te the trul;r humane qualities and m.eti vati ens • The rerwwed. 

respmse te tradi.tienal Yahw.i.sm. had d.elivered men rrem. the stagrating 
. 

effec\s er a religic ef ma.ss-appeal and had restered the deliberate 

and ethical respeœ e. Beth the dignity and humility ef meral integ-

riV' were again in r .. ce. He bad fulfilled the require1111nts ef reli-
1 

gieaa am national e:rœlusiveœss. Frem hcceferth Israel was to be 

mere truly separated to Iahweh, in righteeus·ness, truth and enlightened 

lwe, Tbre~h him the p•plJJ might. alee turn te the Lord wi.th all 
2 

heart ani seul and might. acccding te the Law et Meses. In him. the 

grewt.h is complete. The l.abtu.rs ef Patriarchs and Prephets .and ef 

the thinkers ef the Deuterenomia Scheel f:ind a peint et ~ting - ani, -lliS t. im.pertan\ly', this peint er meetiq is net in a~theery er a precept 

but in a war.m, admirable human life. The pl" aise .r the Deuterenemis 

is fuls.. but much et it js jus tif!. ed. 

1 The present. wr1 tsr accept. a the pesit ion that 23:25 is the close .r 
tlle Firat Editi c ef ,!, II Kings. Seo feetncrte 1 en pagea:2f .r 
present writing. 

2 II Kinga 23:25. 

.. 
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Epilogue 

The Second Edition of the Book of Kings includes the 

addition of II Kings 2}a26 to the c1osing of the present book, 
1 

at 25:}0. Although it is stil1 a product of the Deuteronomic 

School it bears an entire1y different tone from that of the bright 

adulation of Josiah and his Reformation. There is a strain of melan-

choly about it that demonstrates the heavy working-out of Yahweh 1s 

retributive justice rather than His positive blessings. The Deutero-

nomic principle that sin and defection bring disaster is here in 

full operation. 

The opening verse (2,t26) is characteristic in its moralising 

tone. The Exile was the result of the dead-weight of Manasseh 1s sins 

and idolatries. Because the people bad supported them they must 

bear thé brunt of that king 1s wrong-doing in the sight of Iahweh. This 

weight was so heavy that not even the good heart and pious life of 

Josiah oould prevent its banefu1 effect. All he could was delay its 

coming and give the people a period of better lite. His early death 

eut off what might have been a substantial period of cleansing and 

conservative strength. 
2 

The pragmatic character of Deuteronomy could not be denied and 

in this case receives an expression that is both poignant and severe. 

Though Yahweh is willing to bless and to create He will not hesitate 

to ourse and to destroy if His Law is neglected or condemned. Because 

1 Pfeiffer, R.H. Introduction to the 01d Testament, New York,l941. 
He offers the fo1lowing dates, which the present writer acceptez 
First Edition, 600 B.O. 
Second Edition, 55 B.O. PP• '79,410. 

2 B.g. Deuteronomy, 11:26-28. 
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the people had followed Manasseh with all tl~ enthusiasm of ill-

governed passion and had let fall the bars of restraint and propriety, 

because they had substituted the languourous incense of self-indulgence 

for the fresh wind of Yahweh 1s demands,they brought upon themselves 

the terrible wrath of His Judgement. Hence, the puniahment of the 

Exile had to come: the very fact of a moral universe necessitated it 
1 

and worked for i ts coming. The retrospective and formai Song of Moses 

ci tes this direct moralism. The basis of cal ami ty is not a flighty 

Power but a Deity Who has made provision for a sinful rebellion against 

the love and goodness which He had always shown and was willing ever 
2 

to show. This intense moralism is also shown in Lamentations. 

This was certainly a comprehensive tragedy, but there were 

doubts as to whether this is actually the final word and that Yahweh 1s 

forsaking of His people was his final act concerning them. These 
; 

doubts have been discussed by Von Rad. According to him, the 

sentence of the Exile was not the last word. Even during the Exile 

God would be working for his peoples 1 restoration and dignity. When 

Evil-Merodach honoured Jehoiachin and took him out of the shame and 
4 Jr 

constraint of prison, this symbolised the upswing of the fortunes 

of the Israelites. Even in the midst of captivity and lethargy the 

people discovered that Yahweh was their God and not the idols of 

their captors. Although this theory has much to recommend it, the 

1 Deuteronomy ,52, especially, vas • .55-42. 
2 Lamentations, 4a6. See Gottwaid, Studies in Lamentations,London,l954, 

pp.65,66. 
; Von Rad, !!P.• (lit., P• 9;. 
4 II Kinga, 24&27-,50. 



present wri ter still feels that when the Exile had finally come i t 

closed a definitive era. 

Because of this oaptivity the glory of the nation was too 

severely sl~ken to recover its former prestige and place. (The Restoration 

under Ezra was through the permission of an aiien king.) The State 

which Deuteronomy had served so well had ceased to be, and with it 

went much of the cogency of the Law. From henceforth Israel was to 

be an ideal quantity rather than a political reality. There l~d to 

be a greater, more subtle and intimate relation between Yahweh and 

His chosen people than had heretofore prevailed. That greater inti-

macy is reflected in certain of the paalms ~~d in the lyric poetry 

of Jeremia.h, who had arisen to be one of the foremost critics of 
1 

Deuteronomy. 



Excursus on Elijah 

After the Carmel event Elijah had fled for his life to Mount 
1 

Horeb. He was a beaten man. • ••• and I, even I only, am left1 • At 

Horeb he reoeives a commission from God whioh encourages him and 

acquaints him wi th God 1 s pur pose for Israel. .He i s to orown Hazae1 

king of Syria and Jehu King of Israel. He is to appoint Elisha as 

his Successor, so that the prophetie office may continue. These 

men are to perform God 1 s will for the nation, in that they are to 

act as His scourge against idolatrous Israel. Elijah is further 

encouraged by the seven thousand who have.not bowed the knee to Baal. 

In the two future kinga we~are to see God 1s band in history, in the 

overthrow of the kingdom of Ahab and in the establislwent of thoae 

who will rule according to His will. Jehu was crowned so that he 

might avenge the wrong done by Jezebel to the prophets of Yahweh. He 

considered the massacres he ordered to have been at the behest of 

God as He had spoken through the prophet Elijah. After he had alain 

the Baal-worshippers he received God 1 s co~~endation and the promise 

that his family should oocupy the throne for a number of generations. 

Thus runa the 9th chapter of II Kinga. 

Hazael rr1as also considered the scourge. As King of Syria it 

was his duty to make war against Israel and to ttcut it short.n (II Kinga, 

10:;2.) His wars against Israel were thorough and probably fanatical 

and brutal. So, it would seem at this point that we have the actual 

1 Kinga, 19:10. 



we:rking-put et Ged•s pregram. as He bad p:-esented it te Elijah en Meunt 

Hereb. The present evil kingd• bad fallm 1 by tht hama ef Jehu 

and Hazael. 

Actual eventa gave a rather different picture. Althel.lJh the irient 

was fair1y cens tant. in its practice ef brut.alit,y 1 st.i11 the blHd.y days 

et Jehu were excessive. They appeared te bi semtwha t sh .. t-lived and 

the natte retlrned te bad living. And y5 1 the prephetic interpreta-. 

tien speaks in large teiW 1 as theugh they felt that this was gaing te 

be the t.hereugh c1eansing ef t.ht nati.en. The qtwstim aria es, is it 

pessil•l• that this is a prephetic reading-l::ack ef t.he th eughts and 

desires ef a later age. If this is pessible 1 then the precess et 

reasenirg might have gaœ altng in auch a way as this:-• Yahweh has a 

purpese fflr histery; naa.ely, te create a natitn that is faUhful te Him. 

He may be depen:led upen t. reveal that ptrp18 e te a preperly accredited 

persen. That He actually lw.s revealed it is mwn by the careers .r 

Jebu and Hazael and their ackmrwledgU~~œ t.hat they were sure that ttwy 

were deing his will. But. if th 'Ir perf.-me d His will, they must have 

kniWll ef it, it li1US have 1::e en revttaled te them. The qUI stim ttna 

arises 1 wh• ceuld l'ave boen su.ff:icittntly eminent and qualif'ied 1i.e be 

the bearer ef sooh a great revelatim. 

In the Hereb cemi.ssic w read that it was Elijah, wh• rece:i.ved it. 
1 

Mentgemery ccs:iders this te have bi en a la ter additien. Is the fact .r 

its blirg a later additien a ~ed reastn fer be1iJJving that. it. m:i.gbt be 

a Jr•phetic reading-bacle? It might be censidered se if it tell in with 

1 Mentgemery, !12.• .rui:,, p • .315. 



more speci~ic evidence. If so, it oontributes materially to the main 

emphasis of the present Thesis:-

1. It representa the conscious realization by man of God 1s ~pose. 
: :::~. ; .. , ·>::. 

2. It represents the Deuteronomic interpretation of actual 

historical events. 

It remains for us to examine the evidence in favour of the 

view that this passage is a reading-back of the later prophets. Although 

the Elijah we have in the present form o~ the narratives is a combina-

tion of fact and legend, still it is probably safe to presume that 

there was beneath the overlay of the legendary a tremendously virile 

and dominant personality. He was able to influence people and was in 

line wi th the la ter conceptions of Yahweh, though he was in many ways 

far behind. In his own right and in his Oltn day Elijah had gained a 

reputation ~or uncompromising loys.lty to Yahweh and for s:ym.pa.thy with 

the poor. His impress on his own day was such as to attract to him 

all manner o~ legenda 'Vrhich fi tted into the sympathies of the suppor-

ters of the older, more austere daye of the desert-period. These 

legenda indicated forti tude, courage, intrepidi ty, strength..:.::·àlh.ôf 

which would have called forth the admiration of the conservative 

elements. Am.ong those elements 'flere the Sons of the Prophets who' 

rallied round him and claimed him as their voice. As James has 
1 

remarked, 1 • .-.they were his disciples; through them he operated. 1 

They were presumably responsible for the first writing-down of 

tne Elijah-stories. The more he sho'1'1ed himself opposed to the soft 

l James, F., Personalities of the Old Testament, New York,l~~~}.185• 



ways ani thl lax sta.Mards, the mere he l::ecUit tl'w Yahwist fer his 

ganaratien. I\ is quite pessible that upc sœh an histerical. feunda.-

tien as this thl Deutarmem:ic adi •rs fel t that they might build the 

praaatii figure of Elijah. A parsen ef auch parts ceul..d bal entrusted 

with the great secret, even theugh lw s.hlw'ed weakness and faar. Ged 

ceuld use him ani lard hia atrqth. 

Let us new ex.anine vafi.eus piaces ef evidence fer the view tha.t 

the JJt gendary matarial. and the added incr .. ntia are sutficie1 tly 

Deut.~erenOIIi.c te justi.fy the view that th ev came from. such a seur ca. 

T'lw latter ~dditi.en of the cen:missien pt.ssage haa been neted ani 

the a uth .. i 'tl! ..r Ment gomery addœ ed in i ts faver. 

There is much in the Hereb ani Carmel steries te suggeet di.st.im-

tively Dautarenem:ic re ems truc ti. en. Mergenstern euggests that the 
1 

erigl.nal Cannel stery was far mere primitive thm thl present. varsien. 

Elijah had erigl.nally used tht climax ef the feast •f. Sukkoth as an 

occasion te arrange a cul. tic çentast bet ween Iahweh am Baal. The tw• 

geds were av.i.dent.ly on abe'l.t tœ sarœ qualitative leval. It would ses 

that the v.i.ctery of Yahweh was at best only the vietery .C ene tribal god 

ever anetl::ar. His challenge, 1'Why do ye halt betwMn tw epiniens'lll is 
2 

paraphrased as, "Why de ye hep wer twe threshelds?" If this be a lagl-

timate paraphrase, i t might be taken te suggest the comparative levela ..r 

1 Mergenstern,J., in The Jewish Encyclepaedi.a, New Yerk 11939, p.74. 
2 ~· !!l:_, 
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the twe daities. Merganst.em. makas lW DBnt.im of tht l.ti;r pra;ver. 

Ceuld i t be tha t silSlc e at s œh a s eemingly-impertant. peint ceuld 

suggest that Mergenstern cmsiderad tha prqar te l'ave had. ne real 

place in such a setti~?. Such a qlllstim must. remain in suspens •• I 

have net be en able te f:ind support fer it from ether schelars, but. 

this might be said: if tha stery is really as primitive as Mergenstern 

suggests, thll'l the prqer migtt. be ceœidered an anachrmism, best 

explained as beiqs a later additien. The prqer has many features 

which ceuld œ oensid.ered Deuterenemic: the felt-need ef meral referma-

tien, ef leyalty te the jealeus as weil as tm meral charter ef Yahweh 

and et the e:xalted functien ef the pmphet. Pedersen speak! .r the 

centest as a "culti.c centest" in ltlich each ged 11feught by his awn nan." 

It was perhaps used as a kernel•f histericity; 1n it was superimptSed 

certain Deuterwn.mic features which breught it te the high level it 

new has. James seems te fïrther such a view by enphasizing the nen-
2 

meral character ef the triumph, altheugt iiiO.St'~ see!Œ' te disagree md 

emphasizes the m.-al. If James' be the truer v3ew, thm ps:'haps such 

might. have been ene ef the earlier elamS'lts. 

In the Herab tb••pha.ny, Mergenstern sefiiiiS t• fib:i cens id erable 
3 

evidmce addœing a later and thereugh pr•phetic revisi en. It seeDI'!I t• 

me that his evidence is uneven in quality. He suggest mre that the 

1 Peders•n, .22• -~,III, IV, p.520. 
2 James, ~· m., p.l74. 
3 Mergenstern J., The Earliest DecUDIIInt ef tm Hexateuch, in HUCA, 

Vel. IV (1927),pp.32-39. 

1 
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substitutiens and li terary disharmenies existing in the present veri!Ji.en 

are strClg evidence in the directien of la ter revisi. m. He censiders 

the spiri tual level of the pres~t veri!Ji.111 tee high to have been ttt&ined 
• 

in the da;ys of Elijah. He saq that sœh a lavel had net bien reached 

by thel) .3 ::::> concept.ien ef the P Documtnt, whi.ch he date:s a!ter Ame 
T 

ard Hesea. If th:Us be true, then it is rather abstrd te think of a 

fiSire of such earlier times reaching that high. Morgenstern's pesi.tien 

is perhaps wea.kened by tèa ·ract tbat Pfeiffer appannt:cy- accepte tbt 

pas:sage in its presa versien, except fer a miner marring peint ,19:9b-
1 

ll&b. Fer the actual theephany-level ef spiri tuality he pestulates a 

date after the first pntphets. In his recenstructiCl Mergenstern suggests 

that it was in realitw" an eld Kennite shrl.ne te which Elija.h had fled. 

It wuld seem that Ellja.h ha.d .. igl..nally been from tèa Seuth where he 

had gained much !rem the Bechabites, altheugb. he: medified much of it. 

Mergenstern bases this claim en textual evidence. He weuld. suggest 

thatf.l, ~ 'fJ:l dMs net refer te a village but is reilly a derivàti.ve ef 

Jc.d", te sejeurn. Thus, Elijah sejeumed but did n.t c- !rem - .., 
Tishbe. He attribut.es such an interpret&tien te the prephetic prefer­

ence of the N.rthem Kingdem. He says, · f'urth er tha t the !act th&t the 

arti.cla is œed with 11caveu shews that i t was a specifie cave that was 

m.entiened, a Kennite ehrine where theephanies mifjlt be expected. He says 

that if' Elija.h cevered his face befere geing te the meuth ef tb! cave, he 

did se becaus e he was expecting Geel. The present a:rra~eœnt ef verses 

1 Pfei.f'fer, ~· ~·, p.405. 
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will not all• that. But if' wo accept the idea of' the slTino, th en tho 

rowo:r:king t.ha.t M .. genstern presents is in a œasure jœtif'ied. The adducing 

of the article as proof is atta.clœd by tbl reasming ani grammatical 
1 

ana.lysis of Norman Snaith, who sa,a in affect tha.t the article :ia 

œed because the cave ha.d been Jlllnti.entd shert.ly '!»fore. The translatitn 

"a" is te be pref'erred, a.ccording te the normative usage. Mergenstern 

" dees allow a th•phany but onl.y a. very. primitive one, " ••• with ail the 
2 

remantic and spiritua.lizing elsents reaul!7ed." His position might be 

stated thœ: Af'ter; fieeing from Jezebe1, Elijah had an experience of' 

Ged. which enco'lraged him. Later se\rces ra:iaod up tbl spiritual l.evel 
1 

by cmtrasting a gent1e voice with tbl ran .r wind ani fire ani earth-

qua.ke,with the implica.tien thi.t tbl gentle voice was more spiritua.l. 

These additions are from the peried f'ollowing the Sth century prophets. 

Pfeiffer suggests thi.t ely the Nab.t.h st .. y beltng!' te tm First 
3 

edition .r Kings. Beth the Camel and tho Horeb narratives belong te 

the secoai editien, which Bew.r dates as hal.f way threugh ibe sDc:th 
a. 

century. That is, aftor Deuteren!!Y. This seems impertart be cause 

it indi.ca.tes in some :measure the pregressive, accretive nature .r tho 

, 
On the basis of such evidence it seems safe te assume th& the 

figure of Elijah as he appears at present is a cembinati c of hist.ric 

fa.ct and l.egeai. The position tha.t these legenda are distinctly Doutere­

nomic might wel1 bt strengthened. The Deuteronomic elaments in the Camel 

1 Sna.ith, N. Notes on The Hebrew Text of Kings, Lenc»n, 1954, pp.62,32. 
2 Morgenstern, .!E• ~·, p.35 
3 Pfeiffer, .!!E• ~·, p.408. 
4 Bewar, ~· iit., p.xiv. 



prayer have been tou::::hed upen. The tact that the cemmissim is 
1 

considered te be a traœfer fra Elish& te Elijah is suggestive. 

It might be ta.lœn to point te the im.plJJmenting of the dignity and 

the importance of Elijah as the prmciple here of the land, te lbem 

sheuld be ascribed all the greater majesty and moment. Or se seems 

the argums nt in Montgomery. 

The treatment et' Ahab in the Nabotb-story seems te show a strong 

prophetie bias. He ia presented as being weak arr! ineffect.ive, the 

mere tool of Jezebel. He is an idolat.- who 11walked in the sins of 

Jeroboam. "He had acquiesced in the promotion of Baal worship. (I Kings 

21). Such a conceptim is deregatery in the extreme. On the ether hand, 

in the •Annale of the Royal House of QD.ri1 is seen in a much mere faverable 

light. He is a brave and capable seldi.er, well theught ef by the people. 

He was the here .r the battle tl: Karkar. Of the tw versions, prebably 

the sec end has mere accuracy, al th eu.g,. there was perhaps seme justifica-

tim fer considering him. as allwin.g Jezebel te assert her s trength. 

There is also the <peet.i en .r the miracles ascribed t. Elijah. 

H.W. Robinson makes the peint that miracles in tbt Old Testament are 

merely e.xtraerdinary happen:ings in Nature. b conception of the ment 

obscure laws of Nature was tee •phisticated for the people te grasp, 

se the;r explained the apparent discrepa:ncy by referring it te one of 
2 • 

the many superhuman forces in Nature. It was by n• means necessar.r 

te ass'WDit that sud1 a force was God in the erdinary sense ef the term. 

1 M•ntgemery, ~· ill• ,p.315. 
2 Robinson, H.W., Inspiratim and Revelation in the Old 
rt~m, Oxford, î946, pp.l2-16. 
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The miracles feund credence only as tJurr cenfermed te a pree:xisting 

religieus pattern or were attached te a persen of kn41Wn reput:.ati en. 

The miracle cennected with Elijjb might well cenferm te the Deutere-

nemic pattern. Whether they wre accepted as trwy wre by Deut.erenem.ic 

writers er whetbtr they tht!lllselves implament.ed them, is a question 
.. 

which the Jresent. writer mus\ leave in suspense. It is perhaps t:rue, 

hwever, t.hat; the ascent •f Elijah in 1he fiery chariot, as it cenferms 

te the pat. tern of selar m;ythelegy, Ddght. s l»w the e'Vi.d mc e of great; er 

editing. The healing of the wi.dew1s a.n, the !Q days in the wilderness-­

all seem te present a here wh• was faithful te 'Iahweh and att.mtive te 

the needs of his pteple ard à was later raised te great and gleri.us 

h«i.ghts. 

Kentg••ry presents a series of readings-back ani shift1J:8 of 

verse-e~ gins,· whic)i, if they are correct weuld show a hneiderable 

manipulating of the text and ideas en the part ef the editers. He 

considera that II Kings 9:J5 is preef that I 21:27!f was a later 
1 

oracle put:. in Elijah' s meu th. The passage origina ted at the timl 

of Jehu. He spsalœ of the werk of Jehu as a propbtt-iœpired rewlt 

against Ahab•s ccynasty, and dates it as centemperary with the events 

it describes. It had the .a.ppreval of the prephetic scheela and erigi-
2 

nated there. In II 9:36, he sees the erig:inal er Elijah• s werds in 

I 21:2.3. Oesterley and Rebinstn call the w .. k of Jehu and Hazael, 
3 

the "Prophetie Revelutim. n 

1 Kent.ge•ry, SŒ· !â:,t., p.402. 
2 ~., p.399. 
3 Oesterley and Robinson, !E• tit.., p.338. 



Cenclu.sien 

This, the wa.s tt. perstnage wJ:. was te recei ve · Gët4.!. s great 

werd fer the cleansirg .r his p•pla. The Deuterenemy editera had, 

as· it were, censid.ered that tl:a hist.-ical figure ef Elijah as the 

apprepr.i.ate receiver .r Ged•s wrd; but upen that hist .. ic figure 

th-.r built a Man ef Ged. They chese the Hereb the•phany as the 

apprepri.a te pla ce te ihssrt. the Dllssage. 

The cenclusiens may be stat ed as fellews: 

1. In his •w.n right Elijah was an eminent, deminating peri!Jenality 

whe had captured pepular lfti!!.\"D.t;;.âmd.:ll8à;lfncnm fer his intrepid leyalty 

te the Ged ef Israel. 

2. Upen this hister.i.c figure the la ter Deuterenem.rwr.i. ters 

superimpesed distinctively Deuter•n•m:ic charactoristics, thus present­

ing an enlarged, semi-legeniary persorality. 

3. In reflect.ing ever the past events ef t:he tw kingdems, and 

especial.ly the acts et Jehu ani Hazael, they believed they saw O.d•s 

band therein. B&ving perfemed Ged's will, the chief personalities .r 

his day must have recegnized it as sœh. Tha.t weuld mly be pessible 

if it bad be en revoaled te thom.. Elijah was ·the medium ef that revela tien. 

The Hereb cemmissien thus emerges as a cencrete oxampla .r 

Ged1s direct personal participation in the en-geing events •f His 

po•ple, Israel. 



CDPTER VI 

Cenclusiens 

Synepsis 

The cmc lusi m is· divided inte tw .pl rte: tm Histecy and the 
Histerian(s). 

The Treatmem. ef the Histo.J.Y is as fellws: 

1. The Metivatien ef Histexy is the Electien by Y&hweh •f 
the nati•n et Israel and his guidance et hlr destiny threugh. 
Patriarch and Prephet. 

2. The Spbllre ef History is tm o.urse •f events of this 
w•rld and the free, willing a.cceptance of Yahweh1 s Plan as 
the nerma tive standard •f living • 

.3. The Geal ef Hist•ry i.e the respending C•mmunity. Apart 
frem the C•mmuni ty there was lees chance .r enjeying Yahweh 1s 
Blessings and Purpese, altheugh this dee s net take awq 
individual dignity. Its pœpese i.e te gl_.ify Yahweh and 
witness te His :r...ve and Guidance. 

The Histerian is cmsidered an earnest didactician wh• is incul­
cating ma"al and ide•l•gical truths rather than rec•rding ebjective facts. 
Thes• truths are cens id ered valid be caœ e they aris e as much eut ffi human 
experimce with Yahweh as frem any form.ulatitn er cede. This Deutermemic 
Hist•xy is c•nsid.ered a legitima.te Histery because it rec•rds vividly 
and critica.ll:y tht grewth ef narmative id•l!gical and spiritual truth, 
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We have surveyed tt. career et the Hebrews fr.m the first peried 

ef the Patriarche up until the dtatruct.im et the natienal consai. eusness 

at the tiDa ef the Exile • Tha t this bad boen the ever-all and unified 

experience et a particular peeple ;nd nat.im was the cenvictim et the 

Deutermeudc Sàl .. l et Hiaterians whe edited the beeks frem. Jeshua te 

II Kinga, and lb• had seen the band ef Yahweh in all the significant; . 
events of that nat.ict 'a lite. They had seen that Hand se clearly that 

they ceuld. net aveid the pesitim tha.t witheut Yahweh Histe:ry were 

i.mpessible, but that w:ith Him the ceur se ef events ctUld lead te sucees a 

and te the tulfilling .r man's innate nattre. In these cencluding pages 

it is the t-sk ef the present writC' to bind tegether the theught •f 

these writers in terms et their oenvictiens et the relatien et Yahweh 

te the en-geing precess .•f H~ tery. 

The Greund ani. Me ti va ti m et Histery 
• 

The meat fundarœnt al ~Starting-peint .r tte Deuterenemic Histery 

is n.t. tt. Exedus and the wilderness wmderings, altheugh that is perhaps 

where fexm-criticisœ wuld have us begi..n ani wl'Bre Deuterenemy malau 

its first pres~ntatien et the idealized Meses. Rather, this star-ting­

peint is tbl deliberate Plan Yahweh had for His creation. The Deuteren•­

mist teek •ver many of tl'B Hebraic teachings am used them r_. the basis 

fer his often eptimis tic estima te ef man. This was c•nsistent with hia 

cenvictim tha t tw was g•ing almg mh what waa best in the th eught ef 

his people as weil aa adding distinctive featu:ras et his ewn. Many 

adjacent religlens had pictured the s-ds aa rem.a.ining mestly in a 
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heavenly paradise er vieiting earth fer erratic er less than creditable 

reasens. But the Hebraic traditi.tn which the Deutermemist accepted. 

presùs the Deity as careful ard ctllsistent in crea"ti.tn and. as willing 

te d.evel.ep and guide the tempera! realm threugh an erderly Plan and. a 

werthy Purpese. Man is created w.i.th ratienal and Illlll"al sene e se that 

he can reepend te Yahweh ani l'ave a l!hare in His w.rks. Altheu(jl such 

a cenvictitn wa.s un:i•ubtedlY currenlo befere the prephetic ptried, still 

it wa.s taken up by the Deuterenemist and made :t;art and parcel et that 

Cenmunity which was la ter te be t.hs bearer ef revela titn and. m.ral 

knewledge. The characterisic Deuterenem:i.c appeal te the 'Nlele persen 

were impessible apart !rem this basic pesitien that man is able te 

receive the gifta that Yahweh is intent that he shall ha-w. 

Hence, man is never merely an appendage te creatien .- an arbitrary 

tey .r the geds; rather, he is m integral part ef th, creative precess 

am as :t. rises abeve such a level he is p;Lrt ef Ged's ewn ~pese. When 

Yahweh called Abraham eut. ef Ur ef the Chaldees He was carrying .ut a 
1 

phase •f His tmrpese rather than deing semething entirely new. Abraham 

was te be a free m_. al iD.struoa!S threu(jl lèlem Iahweh 111N1S te swt .rf 

His peeple in tbl way that He -w.uld bave them ge. Threugh all the channels 

efwrship, ley&lty, lwe and rm.th Yah-.h wuld. draw men te himself in 

Cemmunien and in beuntiful git ts. Even theu[jl it is true that the natien 

was net thus ch•sen and grant.ed statua until the time ef Meses, still 

it seems justifiable te Slf3' that the Dectrlne ef Electien had its 

1 Wright c•nsiders i te have been the starting-peint .r the Electien­
Dectrine • .11., "The Fai. th ef Israel", Vel.I, N~shville, 1952, p.353. 
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beginninga whc Abraham became the fir st instance ef Iahweh t s willingneas 
~ 

te deal with His peeple fer their geed and fer Hia glery. This 1s 

Electien frem Ged t s aide. 

But Dlà.n alse had a share. He was never a puppet but had within 

hia the pewer te delay the .Purpeses .r Iahweh .. te lay them temperarily 
. , 

aside. His share in the pregra ef Electim was a real ene; and Deute.re-
1 

~ indicates this. Man at his œ st had a sense ef invelvement with 

Iahweh. The Greek and Reman' ateica might apeak ef a rather det_ached 

e.p"~'r.waa the seurce ~f ethics but this weu.ld have t.c most ebjec­

tienable te the prephets and seers. Fer them the aturce ef jœti.ce 

was Yabwh's will ani h'J!_ ?S~the preduct .r the erder atd tattern 
a 

which an active and pympathetic Deity had i!'lparted tAt creatien. Apart 

frem this sense of mutual invelvement thire ceuld be no justice frt 

Purpese. In s:ignificant wqs the cenceptim ef cevenant had arisen 

eut ef this invelvemant. Un til man makes a deliberate reapense, tbl 

Cevenant remains repugnantly abatract and ineperitive. It exista 

becauae Ged has called and ele cted the peeple fil Israel te H:i.Jis elf and 

they have respended. The greuui ard sphere .r hist.-y becemt the 

wrking eut ef the Cevenant. 

Therefere, te the Deuterenemist, Histery is qui te im:pes si ble 

withu Iahweh 1s initiatory acta ard man's highly censcieu.s respense. 

The fermulated result ef this isÎ/)Îtl.It is net Law ii the mltdern 

institutienal sense er in the Reman senee ef ~· Rather, it is firet 

1 Deuteren!!Y~·The whele persen is invelved. 
2 Snaith, !E.·~pp.59-60. 
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and for~st the expression of Yahweh 1s creative will and sympathy. 

tl ii":l r 
became law because Iahw.th had œed it for tr.e regulatic 

1 
of his pMples' lives. The Hist.ory of the Electi111 was carried 

fo:rward becaœe Abraham had had the ctU.rage to trœt Iahweh and had 

gene off from the knwn te the unknwn. Abraham obeyed becaus e he 

trœted. The delayed Plan aga.in m.,ed forward when Moses took upon 

himself the responsibility of leading a slave-people away from lothargy 

and rudi.Dantilry necessities,into a trackless wiJderness. The Histoq 

ma.rched fo:rward when David responded t.o Iahweh ard built the righteous 

Monarchy out ffi the raw materials offered by actual lire. Over and over 

again it ha.d been proven that whln mm will answer to Iahweh' s Will and 

Purpose he ld..ll be guided ani helped, and his life will issue in satis-

faction and succoss. Through the exerting of his most distinctiYely 

human qualities -- love, hope, lt~Yal ty, ote. --man had answered the 

Divine Call to involve himself in the c-going· Plan of Iahweh. Thus, 

there could be Histor,r. 

When we turn to Deuteron.Uc Historians wo fiild an example of 

this involveDant is what Von Rad calls the "Deuteronomic Theology of 
2 . 

Hiatory." The principle purpose o:t History is to dsonstrate the 

congruence between the creative word of Iahweh and the actwtl course 

of events. In this wa;r it ctUld be dsonstrated that Iahweh was in 

active control over History. Follwing is an extract from Von Rad•s 

fo:rm.ulation: 

1 Wright, .!.:2• _ill., (Deuteronom.y), pp.312-.3l3. 
2 V:•n Rad, .!l?.•ill.•, PP• 7S ... iii.3. 
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Prephecy: 
II Sam., 7:13 Yahweh establishes the Temple, but David •s 

sen will build it. 

Fultil.l.mm t: 
I Kiîïis,S:20 

Pnphecy: 
I Kings,ll:29ff. Ahijah prephecies that ten .r tha tr.i.l»s 

will be taken fr«n Selemen • s king&.m. 

Fultillm.ent: 
I Kings, 12:15ff. 

Pnphecy: 
Jeshua, 6:26. Te rebuild Jeriche, the feun:iaticm-stene must 

cent ain the bedy .r the King 1s child.. 

Fulfil.J..ment : 
I ,Kinga, 16:34, with Hiel. 

Because the Deuterenem:ist felt that there was this cengru.-e 

between tt. C4llrse ef event. s md Yahweh1 s creative am purpesive Will 

there ceuld be Histery. The rel.atien l»tween hUIII&tl acts am the divine 

Will had l:~um established.: Yahweh had sent ferth His Intent and sensitive, 

responsible men ha.d answered freely. 'When we turn te the Sphere fil 

Histery (sectien fellfid.ng) we ~~~.q see furth.s- ev:idence ef this enceunter 

ef Yahweh • s purpese wi th hum.an lif e. 

The Sphere ef Histery 

The scepe ani ge4Kily pattern ef creatic as wall as the prephetic 

experience •f Yahweh ha.d suggested that He was far abeve the erratic 

and. arbitrary acts ef ether geds ani sooh a cenvic ti.n feund its great 

ex.Pressien in the ca.ll er Isaiah. {6:1-7) But Yahweh was als• il:am.anent 

if it ut w:ith His purpese te 1» se. It is tart ef the 8biding quality 

·'· .. :·: l '"'' 
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•f the pnphetic writ.ings that thly present Iahweh as acting anthr•p._ 

m•rphically. Y et .i t i.e an acceptable and edifying antttr.~m•rphism.. 

The Pr•phet H•sea g•es v•ry far in this directi•!l t• arrive at hie 
1 

m•ment•us insights. As Iahweh wills te make him.self inmanent se d•es 

the realm •f events bec•me the sph•re •f Hiat•ry. The events, h•pes 

and plans •f men are taken up inte the mind •f Iahweh. 

In what is truly significant mm acte becaœ e lw is resp•nd:ing 
2 

t• th• centinuing activ:it.y ef Iahweh. This i.e different frem. the 

Greek experience, •f ev f9eÔI.I' , sine e in the Deuter•n•mic Histery man 

centinues te act acc•rdi.ng t• the higher interests •f this p::-esent life 

rather than being spirl ted aWÇ" fnm this life and fav•red with a tempc.­

rary waiving •f tlw cendi t.i.-ts ef finiteness.. When Iahweh wished t• 

in.fl.uenc e men He did s• by indic ating an ad.ditdl•nal dimensien te the 

llfe already lived. Ott••s 11n•umineus, 11 •r irrat.i•nal fact•r in religien, 

weuld have met ltd.th rather severe cr.lticisn frem the .Deuter•nemic 

Thinkers. 

Because man had. bt en end.•wed with m•ral ss:use he is resp•nsibla 

f•r his acts. They bsc•!IIS tte picttre ani ind.ex •f his cba.raoter. Becaœe 

Yahweh 's Will came in terme ef events and great pers ens -- and becaus • 

these were in tha temp•ral stream •f evmts - the acte and intent.i «ll!l 

•f men became ef. crucial imp•rtaœ e. Thycydides ten:ied te minimize this 

by claiming that an individual pers•n had statue •nly as he becmne a 

1 H•sea., 11:8. 
2 Simps•n, C.A., Revelat.i.-t ani Resp•nse in the Old. Tssta.nant, New Y•rk, 

1947' p.l3. 



part of the 77 °). e :s , ani te do se he ha.d te giw up a geod pa.rt ef his 
1 

individuality. But this wa.s never true te nearly the sue degree 

wi 1h tbl Deuteronomic His t.orian. What we ha. va in tn, History is a. 

series of 'Vil:tl.d pert.ra.its illuatrating the free-will a.cceptance _. 

reject.i..:t of tm Divine Purpese. Man ha.s the choice either te accept 

the Plan of Iahweh and te go on te a gHd ille or te rej ect it md te 

trust in the erratic ceurse of events fflr temporary success or failure. 

In st.ressing the direct relation between the ethical act am the Deity 

these thinkers were able to a void the insidious pitfalls of a dei fied 

arbitracy factor, ~6x}' , whi.ch frequently rais ed the course ef evert.s 

radi cally above and beyond man • s central. But in the Deuteronomic 

Histog the statement is frequently made tha.t the cause ef trageqy had 

been the cumulative affect at deliberate acts .r sin ani rebellion, 

rather th~ the imper.ious decrees of Fate. 

This is im.porta1t becaws e it g~e s 1!10 far in expl.a.ining 1!10 mœh 

of the Deuteronomic em.pha.sis on J:8rsonality ani Wl.ich has nade the 

biographical treatmmt of David such a monument of a.ncient literature. 

Because the mflral personality is so significarrt:., the His toria.n has uaed 
2 

what MontgoJiery has called, the "Histericat. Story. 11 Histfll:"y results 

from the attitude of the autonomous man toward the purpose whià1 Yahweh 

had set fflr His creation. The contmts of his Histfll:"y afe often 

partisan ••• 11 for it is lobat a nation tbinks of itself, its origins and 

ità future, that serves to make histfll:"y, quite as much as the current 

1 The Greeks, H.D.F. Kitto, (Pelican Books), Harmondsworth,Middlesex, 
1956, pp.65, 65-79. 

2 Montgomery, !E• cit.,p.25. 
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1 
faets." The liais•n between Iahweh and the histerieal pr.eess is 

the eharaeter ef huilan reepense •. Whm œn are attraeted. by the value 

and buuty .r the ... al life there is satisfaction am success; but 

whm tht~r delay His Purpese they ineur that wrath which is a necessary 

cenditien. te the eelid character •f His jœtice. 

Such a c•ne iderati tn is b•th expaœi va and hum.bling; expmsi va 

because it grants t• man a letty statua; and humbling, bocaœ • it places 

hiJJl in the very centext et the Divine Plan. Alth•ugh the c•nceptim .r 

electi•n underlies the relati•ns between Yahweh and thil nati111 •f Israel, 

still that Eleeti•n was n•t f•r eemf'•rt er te ronder the nati•n culti-

eally e:xaepti•na.l.. te ail the exigenci•s and dangers •f r•al ille. Rather, 

it waa a call t• service and it Dl&de strict demanda up•n these fact•rs 

•f pere•nality and meral will which wuld inv.lve a pereen in real 
2 

life. Within the Deut•ren•mic frauewerk man randers himself mest 

acceptable te Yahweh when he Jractiees the virtues ef lwe, jœtice 

and ferebearance, these qualities acquired. whm man attem.pts te live 

in cles e quarters with man. 

The sphere •f Bist•ry, thm, is this presint. life with all its 

requirem~~n\s and ail i ts real suc cess and fai.lure. Its particiPants 

are Yahweh with His Plan ani Purpese and merally respensible mm lll• 

are ealled inte a v•luntary c•venmt and wh• can render service te 

Yahweh thl.wugh their ethical and spiritual reactims. Hence, the !Dith•d 

ef Histery is the rec•rding •f tht acta and decisiene .r men as they 
3 

live •ut the ir lives. 

1 l•e. cit. --2 See P•Itll •f the present writing f•r the c111trast betWMn cof•rt and 
service in the Day et the Lord D•ctrin•. R•le;r says that the Election 
was hen•rable rather tha.n arbitrary bocause it was a cill t• service. 
In The Redisc•very •f the Bible, Philadelphia, 1940, p.90. 

3 The methed•l•gy et the Hist•ry will be mere fully treated later. It 
is mentiened here as the appr•priate c•nsequence .r tœ meral integrl. ty 
•f men. 
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,_. the Deutereomic Histerian the goal et History was the 

Righteous Community, thl CoDmùni.ty of personal'who wre able .and 

willing te respond te Yahweh and serve Him with their l'hele lives. 

Previous te the Exile there was a minimum of personal m.yst.icism auch 
·-

as we have in the so-called Apocryphal period. All the goodness of 

Yahweh•s promises was te be enjoyed within the fellowship of the 

Community. 

This was the w.rk ing-out of Yahweh • s Plan; i t was, accordi.ng te 

the Deutercomist, the last ani culminating etage of His purpese for 

His people. This goal of the Folk of Yahweh had been prev.ided for 

siœo the boginning. It was im.plicit in md 111 cessary to the Patri-

archal tradi.ti ons and !:ad previded the interpretation which preservod 

the Patriarche and joined thtm in a lina of pioœ llU!Il who wore looking 

forward to and aiding the wrk et Yahwh. The combinati.on of Sinai 

Law and the eighth century p:-ophetic criticism based on that law resulted 

in Deuteron•Dil which was the source of st&tute ani inspirtlt.ion for the 
1 

Community. 

Hence, the gr~tat events of Hebrew His t_.y -- the pilgrimages of 
2 

the Fathers, the wondrous event of the Exodus, the growth of the 

Monarchy, the saving of Jeruaalem in 721 -- wore not disparate event.s; 

they were all relevant to Yahweh1 s great Purpose. They wore signs th at 

He had involved Himselt in the on-going pr.cess of Israel• a career se 

1 See P·l'O'.) of the present thesis. 
2 According te Rowley, it was only by experience ef Yahwh 1e abiding lfie 

that the people were able to relate the Exodus-miracle with their sub­
sequent naticallife; it was nover a eeparate incident. Ro\iley, op. ~·~ 
p.85. 



that He ceuld take the na tien te himself and train it te de His ld 11 

in the werld. This was rendered explicit by tbt Deuterenem:ist when 

he made a deliberate id.entificati.en ef the Pa.triarchal traditiens 

with the Ex.ed.œ Deliverance and the anticipa.ti.m of the settled 
1 

Comm. unit y. 

The gt al was net ene im.peeed upen intractable er inapprepria. te 

material. It was within reach of humm being'!S and WII,S a.ttainable 

threu{jl the exe:fcise et hum.an faculties. It was thl task ef the Law 

te guide, prune and retine esse nf.; ia.l hum.ani ty te ward the purpese ef 

Yahweh. "But the wrd is very nigh un te the e, in thr.r aeuth and in 
2 

th.y he art, that Vieu mayest de i t. 11 The Law ard tœ Promis es had 

ever ani .ver again teund an a.nswering ring in buman experience. One 

et the IDNt attractive qualiti.e s et tbt Hebraic legal and prophetie 

cerpus is its cemparative sanity and nermalcy. This is never te say 

that thl Cede is aerely humdrum or ceDD.enplace; hardly, it is inspiring 

and w .. th.y et the greatest striving. But nenetheless it is within the 

realm ef huma.n persenality te de tht will ef Iahweh a.s He has revealed 

it. 

This carries with it the ill.pertant cerellary that the Plan will 

ge r .. ward er will be d.:La.yed as mm either ceoperates er sets himself 

te be rebe1lieus. Altheugh he is carried almg by this Pllan, he is 

never se engulfed in it that he cann.t. step aside and evaluate it. Beth 

Meses and Jesiah are p.-trayed as leading the p•p1e inte a ve1untary 

1 Deutereneœy, 7:7, 8, 12-13. 
2 Ibid., 30:14. 
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accept.ance and praise of the Law rather than fCil"cing them. te submit 

te a burdenseme yeke. This was nev:er a case ef a benumbing cultic-

ban but rather ene .r stimulating the pseple te highly self-censcieœ 

times ef repentance and inward moral change. Yahweh never vielated 

huma.n freedem, He set befere men the facts ef a meral universe and 

let th~~~n draw the natural cenclusim that eager accept.ance ef His 

Purpeses meant the fullest enjeynent and understanding •f human lite; 

and rejectien et it mant the f rustratim ef their very nature. 

Hence, it weuld appear that the geal ef Histery, accerding te 

the Deuterenemic Histerian, is thl Cemmunity ef pieus, respensive men. 

They were te enjey the gif ts ef life and te rej eice in the s-vernanc e 

ef Yahweh. Threugh the excercise et justice and mercy they were te se 

rule their lives that thly wmld realize that thl functim ef their 

human striving and thl Plan which Yahweh had set r .. them were idtntical. 

The Achievement ef a Unified Traditien and Nermative 

Criteria 

Mentgemery quetes J. T. Sh.twell wh• censiders the Deu.terenemic 
1 . 

Histery a n ••• recerd af natienal traditi•n. 11 Thi:~sis •ne •f the mest 

i.mpertant. reuens why the Hist•ry is se impertant; it recerds the best 

theughte and feelill3' ef the natien concernmg its place in the Pu.rpese 

ef Yahweh rather tran being sat:isfied with the semwhat lesser censidera-

tiens ef mere factual depesit. This sense .:r a unified na. ti mal tra.diti en 

1 M.entgemery, .!E:. ~' p. 26. 



152· 

was long in coming but when it did ce.ua it was with the great f .. ce 

of seeming-inevitability and experience. 

In this tradition the Intent of Yahwwh was cleur in its outl"k 

and irresistible in its effect upon the seœ itivities .r tbt Deuteronomic 

Writers. This conceptim fiC unity was not œrely a convtnimt formula-

tien or academie construct; it was the result of diligent enquiry into 

tbl actua.l events of the natie1 's career as seem in the llght fi Yahweh 1s 

revelatien of Hiuelf, in the Election and Deliverance of Israel. 

Out of this traditic a~se the keenest tool of the Histtwrian, 

an extemal standard of Judgement. By it hl Otuld evalua.te the lite ef 

the people and tht course of events. The criteria were two: the degree 

of fidelity to the Yahweh of the Fathers and tht œmmunity1s per.t .. mance 

in being an exclusive 'Witness te tht goodness .r œr God. When contronted 

with these standards the more sensitive people realized how far they 

had striiY'ed, beth f~m. Yahweh's Plan and from their o\111 nature in their 

defection and in their being satisfied with lesa than the lef'ty and 

benefici.al Law. The Judge•rt. s the Historian infl.icted upon the nati c 

were severe ar:d perha.ps ha.rsh but they were never intended to be arbit-

rary or vi.ndictive. They ha.d arisen out of the cumulative attitudes 

and exper:i.mces of tho people thems elves. They bad ar:i.sen as much f:ntm 

thsir knwledge of trage~ as from the m_.al character of Iahweh. The 
1 

Judgements had been vindicated by the course et events. When the 

people lest a vital perception of His purpese they lest cehesive feeling 

1 Se, presum.ably, Isaiah interpreted the saving of Jerusalem,II Kings, 
19:35. 



feeling and were thus prey f.- any wall organiseQ.,aggressive rua.tiltll. 

But w:t.n they realised that t:t. ~of Yahweh was fe- their s-.d ani 

would bring the to a s.lid and jœt state of living, then t~ natim 

was a seuai and fermidable eœm.y. The final, bleak days befere the 

Exile were preef enoué'Jt that becaœe ef their sin the people had lest 

Yahweh's pretection and His near Presence. The result was fear, uncer­

tainty and the less of ail that had made life worth liung. Renee it 

was that the peeple had net te d. with a J:ed;mtic fermulatim but wi.th 

inescapable realities. 

The Deuterenemist as Historian 

Having dealt with th! questions .r Moti vatim, Sphere and Gea.l 

in History, we may pass en te the questicns of methed in Deuteronem.ic 

Historiography. 

Because History is human response te Yahweh 1 s initiatory Election, 

Coverua.Ht; and Guidance, the q.1e sti en immediately a ri ses, How did. the 

Histerian examine and report tœ career of the rua.tien ef Israel? 

The Methed 

It is i.mmadiately apparent te th! reader tlll t he ha.s te de with 

a :series of p~~rsonâlit:ies mere than wit.h either events or institutions 

indeed, beth the se arose becaœ e Yahweh had !ir st ha.d frui tful communion 

with a. respensible person. This is not the somewhat suspect aetiology 

ef som.e of the ear ly Greek wri t ers su ch as Pirdar or Homer, who ela.borated 

the chance enceunters ef mortals wlth demis-ds or silly gocidesses. Rather 



it meant a great beginning and a tillllt of Pr.mis e and Covenant. Both 

Abraham a.t ~re and Jacob at Peniel received grea.ter dignity and 

were from thsnceforth involved as 8Xillllplas .1?:!! exce~nce of strik:ing 

persenaliti.es who wers to œ uaed by Yahweh lilile yet reta.ining tbt 

cla.rity of hasan ani the ftll"ce of Will. A.m.es pr.claiœ, "Thu:s has Iahweh 
1 

said •• •", ths verb is in the perfect. Alter Iahweh speks Ame na de 

the massage his own and thin delivered it te the peeple. In a very 

real sense, therefore, the Deuterenomic Histery can be looked upon as 
2 

.!:!.! gesta.e. Althoufj'l. tJ::is Historian might not have quite as much freedem 

as Collingwood would prefer him. te have; still, there is a :trofound 

respect for human freeda of will. The present writer feels that 'With 

all dœ respect for the ability and a.ccom.plishment of Collingwod, that 

he unduly minim.izos the Hebrew Historians \tihen he considers ths to be 
3 

so closely bound to a rigid pattern that tmy cmnot present real persons. 

To the contrary, Histery becones possible only lben Ylihweh's Plan is in 

operatien thr.u8J. distinctly human qua.lit:ies and m.otivaticns. It wa.s the 

frequent complaint. or the pr. phets that though thl people knew about the 

will of Yahweh they did very little a.beut it. The Deuterceaic Code hu -
to do 'Wit h human rel a ti an shi. pa in t lw eu es of Yah:weh, and in J osiah' s 

Reformation -- which was tilt Code' s great inaugural setting -- the re is 

a drawing of the general public into the C"bi t of its demande mi 
4 

blesaings. This brings us te one of the most compelling features of 

the Deuteronom.ic History; namely, the moral hero. The Hist.ry :is given 

1 IP4:~, 1:3 
2 Collingwood, !E.. ~, p. 9. 
3 ~., p.l?, 
4 II Kinga, 2;5:1~5· 
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beth direction and uni tu th:re u3l a line . of jrea.t heree s and public · 

fi@.lres who do Yahwebt.s will and le ad tm p• ple the rein. From Abraham 

up un til Josia.h the ptople are eith er edi.tied or lad astray th111ugb 

the full effort and ded.ication of mdi viduals te either laudable or 

unworthy ends. Becaœe Yahweh a.cted in this wa.y He showed that His 

purpose could be put te U8e in the wrld of affaira and that tmugh 

that milieu His Will might be kno'Wl'l ani li ved by men. 

The Histori&nts method was also te limit ex:temed treatllllllt te 

those situations which he cons:idered critical so far ~s Yahweh•s 

dealings with thl natl.on were coœemed. Hence, we have beth teles-

coping and rearrangenant .r events • An obvioœ e:x:am.pla is tt. treatmmt 

of th_e fall of Solomon 1 s thnne. Although eecular factors had se very 

much te do with it, such as extragagant spend.ing which caueed increased 

poverty or the graduai break-up of the outlying p«tiena .r tm Kingdom, 

the reason gi ven DIJieJ t pr.minenc e is that Solomon was too la x in his 
1 1 

religi.o\18 exclusivism. This is aJso true about cer\ain areas .:r life. 

Se 1.-tg as a king bad suc ceeded in a.voiding the sins .r Jeroboam he was 

held in the esteem of the Deuteronomic Historian, but no amount ef 

ci vil excellence could atone for defectim. The dominant interest, --

indeed the very justification .r the Deuteronomic Historz,was its clear 

and strong claim to knowilig the Judgem~mts of Yahweh. Ali that did 

not concern those Judgenants W'lS irreleva.nt ani could l:8 su.lllllla.rily 

lJI Kings, ll:l-ll. 
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dismissed. The principal area was w.rship. It was threugh the ainten-

ance ef pure worship that Israel ceuld bring itself cleser te Yahweh; 

ani hem e the rec•d .r either leyal ty er defection was thl index ef 

the natienle perfer.œance in thl enly things that really mattered. 

ft:&k practice; •f prescting a series ef persenalities in 
' 

critical situa.tiens ani areas led te the suppressien of materials. 

The Histerian had a <»minant interest and 111 ever-present passien; 

namely, the prephetic pragmatisa, te main tain that ble ssing fellewed 

ebedimce and tha.t disaster fellwed sin. He tl:Jtrefere chese these 

decUDBnts ani events wtli.ch supperted his the sis. He was wri ting en a 

bread scale and was more cene erne d te present general truths tm. ~h 

representative figures than te giv • a ceaprehensi vs ani complete acceunt 
1 

ef Israel1s histery. 

This eert of methodelegy was clearly geverned by the writer•s 

presuppesi tiens and di.dactic- purpese. It is rather d.ubtful that the. 

Deutereneaic writer W'lS producing an ebjective histe:cy; fer if se, he 

seem te lia. vs fai.led rather mis erably. Rather, the p:-esent writer 

feels that it was his purpese te wri.te a didactic treatise deveted te 

the inculcating ef certain lessms wh.ich he cens idered indispensa"ble. 

It was his purpose te tea.ch tllt nearness ef Yahwah ani te ins:i.st tha.t 

apart. from Him. there ceuld be ne Histery or Purpesa in ille. It was 

his task te teach that apart from Him ani from whelohearted ebedimce 

there ceuld be neither individual well-being nor natimal selidarity. 

1 Such acceunts existed in conte:raperary recerds and were, presumably, 
availab le fer iilt.erested persans. 
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hie greateet juetificatien fer the severe ani search:ing e.cial criticism. 

Th• prephets were able adv.cates r .. either the grace er the cendemnatien 

ef Iahweh btca.use tlwy were s.e weil inf'erm.ed as te the essential fa.ulte 

a.rd weaknesses of thsir time. . The Deuter enemic Cede W'IS se we ll able 

te lea.d. beca.œe it gave scepe te eesentiàl cenditi ons ef human lire. 

Hence, the Judgement.e and Blessings which i t brings are t'rem a. Ged 

whe is vita.lly ceœerned with persens as persens and Wh• eva.lua.tes 

the:i.r perfermance by an a.tta.ina.ble standard. 

This being true, them the writer ha.s a right, se te spea.k, te 

juige. He is using n• a.rtiticia.l standard er ene tba.t is cultica.lly 

exceptiena.l t'rem re'l.l life. His cendem.natien ef the Jerebeam type •f 

king is tha.t tlwy did not œe their humanity cerrectly; his glewing 

praise ef David and Jeeia.h is ewked by their givi.ng their lives up te 

Ya.hweh and receiving ba.ck the sa.t:i:sfactions fil riétJ,teeus living. 

The reliability e:f tlw Deutercemic Hhterz is thus seen te 

lie ma.inly in the a.rea. ef ideelegy a.rd dida.ctic ma.teria.ls. It is ne 

mini.llla.l cel1!1 idera.tien. By her tea.chings rather than by her pelitical 

hiatery Israel ha.e li ved, whereas m.ere pelitically p.werf'ul a.rd advanc ed 

na.tiens have enly an mtiqua.rian interest fer ths present dq-. But 

the measure e:f the abiding quality ef Israel' s ideelogical tea.ching is 

eur a.bility te censider their very genuinely human insights as being 

seDIIthew within ths very na.ture e:f Ged. Only beca.use they lived se 

intensely in this WC"ld were they able te discever itB meanings and te 

pass on tbat :mea.ning in term.s .r admirable er igneble persens er thntugh 

the pressure. e:f circumstances en mind and spirit. 
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It was his purpose to induca a right spirit in the people, both.of 

peni t~nce for sin and confidence in Yahl"teh 1 s abili ty and desire to 

be the Guardian of their nation. It was also a partof his teaching 

that Time and the stream of eventa \rere real rather than ei ther illusory 

or eut off from the Present. From this came the significdt conception 

of Living Tradi tian. Beneath the layer of real differences bet\"leen 

periode and environment was the sure conviction that Yahweh must be 

served in avery generation according toits needs. Because History 

involved the active participation of both Yahueh and Israel, and the 

other nations as they impinged upon Israel 1s career, the Temporal Realm 

became tremendously important; it was the sphere of history, the over­

all occasion and opportuni ty for knowing His Will. It \"l'as the atmos­

phere of will, emotion, hope, disappointment, success, failure -- in 

other words, of personality~ 

This leads us to the vital question of the reliabili ty of the 

Deuteronomic History; does i t present us iii th a reliable guide to the 

events and personaees of the period? The present wri ter feels tha.t 

i t is eminently reliable as a didactic and ideolibgica.l record of the 

works of Yahweh rdth His people. However, its overt pra.ctice of 

suppression renders it factually unreliable. 

However true this may be of the trea.tment of precise details, 

it is surely most untrue of the treatment of moral questions. It lias 

·the Historian 1s conviction that the great issues arase from the very 

nature of life and were in no sense exempt from any part of life. 
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The present writer has carried en a stu:ly ef the Deutercumdc 

Interpretati•n ef His ttry and has discevered .tt-reiterated the~s. 

Ged is invelved in Hist•ry am wlll bring te it either 

blessings er retributive judg .. nts. 

Indi vi dual persens are significant and are ne ver te ba cempletely 

subsUIIIIId inte a greup er even an ideelegr. They retain thei.r ability 

te make deliberate cheices md centributiens te the en-gei~ life ef 

the nati1111. 

The grea test pessibl. success is to ba found in deing Yahweh t s 

will. T• accemplish this is te find eraself guided and sustained by the 

meat beraficial Truths ani tha clearest Ligbt ef all Creatien • 
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