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of the kings would have been alled ‘chronicles’ and not “books of
the chronicles’ ) is bascd upon the falie asswmption that the Hebrew
dibrey bayyaminm is ihe cquivalent of ‘chronicles’, whereas it mecans
only ‘the affairs of the days’. “T'hc official document in which these
were written down, may well have been called sépher dibrey hayyamim ).
Wiennnavsin's upposition was developed and modified by later
scholars. Houscier %) aitributed only the scheme to the redactor
who had taken the facts from his sources. He stressed the similarity
in form and contents of the many stercotype nofes regarding both
Istael and Judab frem the time of Solomon until the end of the book.
He argued that these similar notes provided sufficient evidence that
they had all been derived from a single soutce, whose author was the
biblical narrator B. 13 had written his historical composition during
the exile using as sources traditional legends and chronicles. ‘The
latter were based upon the official annals of Jerusalenr and Samaria.
Both the author I and the redactor of ‘Kings’ wrote their works in
Babylon. Horrscrier did not explin how the oflicial annals from
Jerusalem and from Samaria, which had been destroyed 136 years

-before the fall of the former, could have been available to the author

of the soutce in Babvlon, And if they were available to 15 why should
not the redactor hinsell have used the first-hand sonrces as well,

- if both are supposcd to have wtitten duting the same period? The
£ p

assumption of an intermediate source dating from about the same
time as the redactor of the book makes linde sense.

Al those sclolars who have assomed that the redactor took his
matcrial [rom a sinvle source 1ave based their arguments upon
similaritics in s:yle and contents but-have not paid attention to the
differences. Tndividuality, however, is never defined by what is com-
mon to many Hut by what onc differs from others. “herefore an
analysis of the fornwilas and their diflererces is essential before one
comes to any conclusion regarding the authorship of the framework
of the book. :

The bypothesis of an intcrmediate source has been extended by
Martin Norir4). He attributes the scheme of the Book of Kings (o

1) ibid. p. 285.
7 Compare Ist. it 23. x 2.
) G. Honscrar, “Das Buch der K onige, scine Quellen und seine Redoktion™,

Lincharisterion, Studien gor Befi gion wmd Literatur do . Ulen wnd Newen Testaments,
Hermann Gunkel im: 60. Celortetar, 1, V¢l pp. 120203,

Y ML Novn, Uelerlicf ren agecchichtlic s Strdien, Valle 19 13, pp. 06-8/.
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the Deuterogomistic redactor, whercas the information had been
detived from the diaries of the kings of Israclan Lol Judah. According
to Not these diatics were not the official annals, though based upon
them, but unoflicial adaptations of the histos7 of the kings. They
were not aranged according to years but had summnarized  the
material which belonged together and which usually anbraced a
number of years as is obvious from 1 Kings vi 37, 38 and vii 1),
whereas the annals had to be conducted continuously. e admits,
however, that the redactor may have made changes in the order of
the details of his source. M. Nori’s latter admission calls his previovs
conclusion ir. doubt, because the arrangement of the material within
the Book of Kings may be due to the redactor and not to an intet-
mediate source, which must aaturally always remain i the datk.
Norit docs not explain when and whese those generally known
diarics of all kings of Istacl and of Judah may have been composed.
Covering a petiod of about four hundred years, they were supposcd
to have been based upon the oficial records of Jerusalem and Samaria,
I'he assumption that both in Judah and in Istacl similar summarics,
which remind us of modern statistics, had Teen written down in-
dependently, and that these were available to the author of our book,
scems anachronistic and highly improbable, cven if he is supposed
o have written the Book of Kings in Mizpa while staying with
Gedalia, as Nori1 believes most probable.

J. Lewy?2 and J. Begricii) do not ascribe the framework of the
Book of Kings to the redactor but to the author of a synchronistic
history which included the formulas with the aumbers for the kings
of Istacl and of Judah. ‘I'he bypothesis was extended and developed
by A. Juvsirs %), Brarici denied the unity of the framework and
distinguished  four diflerent systems, while  Juesin attributed  the
whole system to the composer of the synchre istic chrogicle, who
had included all the historical information contained in the Book

1y Nori's argument that the divided arrangement of the details in the Book of
Kings cannot be due to the Deuteronomistic redactor but must have been taken

from his sonree hecause the Deuteronomist would hire joined toggether all the

information regarding a certain thenie, is not in keeping with the evidence of
the Book of Kings, in which we do not find the sysiematic order which Norit
aseribes 1o the redactor of the book, not cvan in his Cepical summery in 2 Kings
xvii 741

2y e Chiomologie der Kinige voun Lsracl sind Juda, Giesen 1927,

N 1 e Chionologie der Kénige ron Larac? mnd Juda, 1920, pp. 172148

8 Die COwellen des Kimjgehnches, Halle 1956, pp. 30-10.
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of dates and in the use I'his means that
Masier attributes the framework and its formulas to the compiler
although small scctions of the book were taken from official 1ecords.
We have been missing an cxplanation how the chronides of Judah
and of Isracl could have been generally kncwn duting the cxile in

of customary formulas.

Babylon. "Ihc lar()l)nljili(y must at least be grestioned.

to illusteate that the analysis of the
formulas of the Book of Kings leads to diilerent conclusions than
those which we have quoted above. Its fixed framework lends
the book the appearancc of unity and it is this unity that sugyests
single authogship. But 2 comparison of the formulas with cach
a lack of consistency. Not all the information of
given in the same form. "Yhe formuls differ with

their otder

Ia the following we arc Uying

other discloscs
the samec type is
various kings, patts of then are frequently missing ot
is exchanged.

If the framework had been composed by the author, we should
ask, why did he not fit all his material into it and why did he alter
the formulas so often? The changes do not scem to have
tended merely to avoid stiffness and pedantsy. The authog’s stress on
religious and moral aspects hardly allows for an assumption of such
purcly literary appreciation. Nos can the { cquent onissions of the
came details like the name of the king's father or mother and the
of parts of formulas be duc to later recen-
“The deviations tom the scheme are t00

been in-

changes in the sequence
sions ot to scribal errots.
many and often of the same type to he reparded as accidental. On the
contrary, the formulas make the impression of having been derived
for the greater part from first-hand sources. It makes little sensc to
assume that the author created a system in arder not to use it for all
style from

his material. Iispecially some records 1) which difler in

parallc! ‘aformation always brought in formulas, nake it probable
that part of the material was taken verbally from the sources.

I'he (ramework of the hool consists of::

A) Introductory formulas with length of the king's reign, -
1) formulas for the religious cstimation of the king,

) formulas for the close of his reign.

‘here are two types of introductory {»rmulas

1y Compare 1 Hings xxii 37 with the usnal concluding formulain v. 40,2 Kingsi
7owii b2, ~iv 24 with the waual formutas.

for the kings of

ROpEOSeSE
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. M s o l) the sut ! reyg ll cars Wltll tll(,
O

1 1 ’)f on 1) ‘ ll]c l\lﬂg S (bn:

In' the year . . . of C king of Judah
reigned ') A (the son of B) over Istacl (in .. .)
... yeats 2), ’ o

the other g i
the ot cr group lfns two parts like the Judacan formula, one for th
accession of the king and onc for the length of his rcign" *

A the son of B began to tcign (over Isracl)

in the year . . . of C king of Jud: .
in... ... years 3)'5 of Judab and he reigned (over Iseacl)

The par: e ; j
uda 11‘}1;'11&1 schqn'c of the introductory formula for the kings of
1 differs from this one not only by additional details =e

1n the yar ... of C (the son of D) (king of Isracl)

began to reign A (the son of B) over Ju;l’nh.

S years was A old at his accession and ... years rei

in Jerusalem and his mother’s name I the daugl.n)(,:r'u% ";:rlf):xr::d i])L

Only Rehoboans
Y )R ; n])bo.m'. s and Jehoshaphat’s formulas beoin with their
nes. Re ; > fiest ki the di ;
k} ; chohoam, the fiest king of Judah after the division of t
gdom, has, of course, 1 mchronis o
x;\? ‘ , no synchronism.
ow, it is hj i
. |-’ is highly improbable that ncarly the same scheme of
cording cve :
fecond fg_‘ ]cxl sats should bave been developed separatcly by Tsracl
q N ALSH H o M oCenaralt ‘ e
by} (1.1 11'11(L1 their separation. Ancexact analysis of (e formulas
S ticlec : SC 1 the .
show ,1 deed, @ conscquent diflerence between the two system
s Jue « ©two systems
o lcmnncls hothv attention and Explinaiion. We intend to disc ,
hcre only the nmain oints. ' e
Leaving adide the i
o : ng,lzlmdc the synchronisms, most of which were, in
rinton, added later to U igi . la
d later ¢ original text, we get the
opiniom ade et (o I Lext, we get the following formula
gth ol the reign of the kings of Isracl:

A -11C - i
lld ’ll 1c [(I’HC(I AN Lllc n of B IVt [S (1

& ( S0 ; C b
m... A ;C‘U:\y

1) For the sake of i
sakc of co nparison we i
the sa s v are keeping :bre ’
:\hzlsmlx;ﬂ)_xt offends against the Iinglish l‘mp{x)'u';:: i the febrew order of words
e ¢ gains ] ish languape.
31 K;ngq :::;g, x\\:ll ,'l,‘,; xl\,r 2_: ;\2 Kings xiii 1,10; xiv 23; xv 8, 17, 23, 27 xvii |

. ngs Xy 2o, vi 295 the XN version of this verse bri Cthe uswal fo il
i‘z‘\-nmlg'“ ”h.{l‘Jm]m.“" Dithe XN porsion ol i verse l;nn{L llu:,usnxll.It)rll\u';l
17 B st Siovépe 10 Tosopx:™, | Kings xxii

4 1 Kings xv ; g
} ings xv 1, 95 2 Kings viii 16, 25: ix 795 <iv Ty ~xv b, 300 i 1 i I
; v Doxvint L




420 SH. R. BIN-NUN

or, whenever the king’s name has been mentioned before in the

formula for his accession:

And he reigned over Iszacl .. yeags in .. ..

The same {ormula with another veeb wayyispot—and he judped ox
wavyasar-—and he riled instead of wayyimlofe == and be rejgned occurs many
times in the Book of Judges for rulers from the northern tribes of

Isracl.
“And there ruled Abimelech over Isracl thice years”,
“And he judged Tstael twenty and three years”, Tola the son of Puah,
“And he judged Isracl twenty and two vears”, Jair the Gileadite,
“And (s0) judged Jephthah Isracl six years”, :
«... and he judged Isracl ten yeats”, Iilon the Zchulunite,
«_.. znd be judged lstacl cight years”, Abdon the son of Hillel the

Pitathonite. 1)
In the Book of Kings this same formul.. is used exclusively for
the regnal years of the kings of Isracl:

“And the days which reigned Jeroboam twenty and two ycars”,
“And he reigned over Isnacl two years” (N.dab),

“And there reigned Ahab the son of Omii over Istacl in Samatia
twenty and two years”,
.. there reigned Jehoash the sor of Jehoahaz ovee Isracl in Samaria

sixtcen years”,
‘... there reigned P

twenty years”. ]

ckah the son of Ramaliah over Isracl in Samaria

[ all these verses the length of the reign appears at the end of
it oris

the formala, no matter whether the synchronism pre cdes
inscriced. ‘The formulas for the kings of Judah, on the contrary,
always bring the number of years at their beginning. There is not
l¢ rules among the kings of Judah, whose regnal ycars are

a sing
ith the kings of lsracl. Nor

recorded at the end of the formula as w
is there any king of Isracl whose formula liegins with the length of

his reign. The scheme for the length of the rcigns of the Judacan
kings showing the number of years at the beginning of the formula—
and in all cases Lefore the verb—is as follows:

.
Anel .. . years teigned he in Jerusalen.
"I'his iHrmula is likewise not the eteation of the author of the Book

Yo Judlix 225 % 2, 3y wii 7, t,
2) 1 Kings siv 205 xv 25; xxi 290 2 Kings xifi 16, xv 27,

e g —

R
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of Kings. It is j
(OF s, X 1s 1<|}0\vn from the Boox of Samuecl “whete the king’
age s mentioned in addition: ’ e

“« l 1 l 1 l l l ’ H :l
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LI¥ P
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) ] - . N N -
luctory forfnula for the kings of Judal in our bool e
. 2 ; - < :

. .
chcn‘ years eld was Jehoash when he beean to rei

. iln(l forty yerrs reigned he in ]crurcalmn’;‘“ o
Twelve yeaes old was Manasseh when ilc l;c

. wf'lvc yeus reinned he in Jerusalem™,
Lipht years old was Josiah when he beg
years reigned he in Jerusalem”, 3) ¢

gan to reignand (ifty and

anto reignand thirty and one
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:1 1‘\ V: -‘ ~to1rie ) 1
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¥ - v oy e 3 111 ) X
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< o
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o
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S[mmim; ) ‘)las l.nlf.lldun.ll nor can it be atributed to the author,
Ass £ that he deliberately chos ) ces :
her: ose the formula ¢
3 afrom Judges for th
s c

kings of Israc :
¢ sracl and the one from Samuel for those of Judah hardly

l“rll\(,s an sensc. l must l]l( cle e ]N, ] 1 a OOK z
) i ) admitic (l th l](‘ t ] [h
C

different formulas (¢ i1
as {rom different sources
soutces, the one type {r
s type from Judacan

r(,COldS ‘.h(, ol hCl 1C fl .
y O on I(C()ld\ IQI l(,,l“(: Orteg ll(: l) 1SISs
()f NE |
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l) ‘I ¢
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sequence for the formule. In (he LN Y versi } l o ver ol o con-
" f : AN version the whe ‘erae i issi i
ext of Origen and in that of Lucian Saul js : e o s, i e
his accession. ‘ o

3) I Sam. xiii 1, 2 Sun i 100 v 5

kel <l " § Y
) 2 Kinas xii 1. 2b: xxi 11 <aii {
) 1 Kings xv 2, 1 Foinges xv 10,

aid to have heen thirty vears old at
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of old. well known formulas the two states seein to have developed | J
! i e DRI 5Y (372) % v ;

two diflfcrent systems of chronistic records. In the south the scheme or

for Saul and David was continued by Judacan scribes, while in Isracl 1 :
an e ¥l 1
s, most of whom had ) (ox by) (3 13 %) 7

the older tradition from the time of the judgss, For David S.i.
s, was taken up. Northern tralditions bad, avid, Solomon, Jeroboam andg Jehu the & |
g lormiala reads:

been from northern tril
obviously, not fallen into oblivion during the reigns of David and B e (bR by) S vom
. T g .- . . w57 v o
Solomon. he author of the Book of Kings :up}cd both systcius Ihe exteision “and e ll : o
; : _ . : X and the days thae”
; t changing them. ial . . ys that’ at th .
faith(ully without changing special attention to Jerolwa and feh IC Cild 1OF their carcers calls
an ; Jehwu, who hac p]qy(-d ¢ .
ayed outstanding

cet, we have to consider that, whencver patts i ,
§ in the historv of |
story of Isracl. Consi
; sracl. Consider

If our hypothesis is cotr
ing or details arc changed, it is due to impossihl ing the author’s vi .
le to assurne th i autnor's views jt |
» that he invented it is
G

patts of lormulas arc miss
their absenc: ot change in the sources and not to the authot’s deci- four kings, thus au(cilyu(i U special formula {or (]
fecl Ty : ; Tat 5% s attetbuting similar ‘ icse
ter omissions. It is obvious, for instance, that the annals Jehu as ¢ . 5 stmtar importance to Jer :
as to -David and § Jeroboim and
2 : olomon, David and to
. avid w;

mother, somctimes the father’s . as the ide .
Jeroboa was consideged (e misle 1¢ ideal king, whereas

of Tsracl never mentioned the king’s
burial place were not recorded. Our supposition attiude towaids Johy | ader of the people and the authop
cheme and of the historical can likewi ) IS, at least, a critical one 2), * S
d : HStoT 1 ltkewise nct have been com ¢?). These formulas
accounts (rom diflerent soutces from Isracl ard from Judah is corro- A summary of the in. posed by the author.
; f, crort - . <t ¢ infor i tad .
borated by another unusual line of formulas for the length ol.thc gives but a vague piciuro 11;131»10;1‘ coatatned in the Book of Kings
S oboam and of fchu. These four kings o < ot the history of 15 L b
. olomo, Jerobou ,I_ ¢ I g the division of the Kingdom uoril 1] "y lﬁmc_l and of Judah from
have no introductory formuls as all other Iings, but instead there political events are m;t heir destruction, Many important
X . RN . 0 2t eve o ! :
arc long storics about their strupgles for kingship. The sum of their unbroken linés of the kings nf llnwlluoncd, On the other hand, the
a di formaly at the end of their ith 1 L rings ot both states form a surprisi ’
a2 different forr with the author's fm!;mcntary eports. N fmm‘ a surprising contrast
neither usutper ' - INot a single king is [eft
S s nor o . is left o
. . leiti I s nor cven Atalia, although, not hej § ut,
reigned over Isracl forty yeats™, ; gitimate rulet, she has no formulas ' g regarded a

em over all Isracl?) I'he cnumceration of Kings with e | hof
et e p it . a Clength o .
a chagacteristic of King-lists but ) thed

sion nor to

PRS-

name or the king’s
that the author derived part of his s

reigns of David,

regnal years is recorded in
reigns:
“And the days that David
“And the days that Solomo reigned in Jerusal

forty years”,
“And the days that Jeroboam reigned twenty and 1wo vears’, of prencalogics and .
and eight years in & #aes and of Tines of kings wys an ancient
o e i - custom reachir
i ]Q

“And the days that Jehu reigned over Isracl twenty far back il
. 7 : . .
St ) - unti the dawe of history as js rellected b
attons which are §: T .o ¥
PP . . "L . are "‘Cll]dC(I : N H -
I'his (ormula is never used for any Judican king. I'he author, I the formulas of the : 111’Lhc Sumerian King List, Thete age
. ) : . . . _ - Dook . . i )
apparently, found it only in the records ol Isracl. T'he .alu,n']pt to king-lists. "I'hc combitatios \f Ult Kings some peculiar qualities of
represent the Northern Kingdom as the legitimate continuation of length of the King’s rei ’U-l e accesston to the throne with the
S : : : yave ineduce i g's reign hefore relatine '
the kinedom of all Istacl under Davidand Solomon may have induced btfore the notice ol hi 01 ’ld(uc relating furdh
. three for s death is illopic
d with the three for mulfls Aler all, the Line’s r Vs illogic and unu
» the Ling’s scpnal years coul

to begin his recor
oboam. ‘The usual formula fot the regnal :
am. The usual formuta jor the regna . B
Jeroboam. ‘1 { before his death. 'n e

prele . rreigns s, indeed,
106 ol chronicles. Keeping records
S b *

- —

the mythological

cr details and even
sual in a chronicle,

Jeroboam’s chronicler
d not have been sumimed up

for David, Solomo and '
. : S ; - ) Bool. ol Kinee .
years of the kings of Isracl omits, 11 fact, only the words wehayyamin ate always reported af | o' Kings desails about the king’s reign
T R . . . - atter the - . . Rl b
daier. After omitting the Judacan synchronism we have the same years. No sucl, illogic «c c itlnmul.n for the sum of his regnal
- fequence has been dise ; T
as 31 discovered in other -
Icr ancient

) For Nadab 1 Kings xv 25h, for Ahal ref
' « e

Aha ziah | Kings XXii § fo J 0r; s 1 S X
2N 3S XX ‘Z, t Jeh wam 2 Kinp i Ih ] fo 5 "
S anrs IR AR RARERSIEEY

wording Tor all kings of Isracl.
: atingr his pome | Kings xvi 29 for
) Compare 2 Kings « 11 O

1) In the LXX the words “over all Isracl” are mi sing.
21 Minee i 11 xi 427 xiv 20102 Kings x 36.
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- chronicles, as far as we have been able to check up nr:ll)l.I
o lea of ki l" having been kept continuously both .anu a
e e e it 1€ 1; the unbroken lines of the kings and
Cul'as,ywhich state the name of .thc kin'“fa;l-d
With the summing up ol his

I an1 he was suppusc(l to be
art

and in Isracl suggests its

by the intmduct()ry. fot‘m ich o

the length of his reign in one sentence.

Lears his rule had, in fact, come to an e anthe suppose &

ead i Book of Kings the repott a-ways mak w st

e e reiet: t:I‘hc subscejucit details brar a different
ot

‘1 aracter ana s A% > '\/ l l. it ll( rtvpe ()f sourcc
cn { cem to hﬂ C bCCﬂ d(.ll jcd LEO ot \1 y
: ; 0 ﬂnn’l.l*' written 1n Hl(: l\“lg S l)ClIJ.“,

’

something like a chronicle. ' e s sven
‘ 1 ;llc initial formulas with the length o o
whereas :

9] 11.1\)(, & ])lL l rom k“l ’-115 N} W asswne a simngic soutce,
b n Cco C 1 1 {! ts. 1( ¢ assum ll" 1irce
i( m \lll((: 1 ‘llc :lutll toc ‘ lllq ([(l (& th( n, ‘ r NOo ¢ )(.l "Cas
Or tOCK N t S, y O {_ﬁO( 1 R()“,‘
Y
¥ :L ll vV ant 1 lcd the HL 1 (tllc l\ nL} S 1c L, 1,
1lL, mMus ave wcipa ll IC“ 1 ( ¥ 101 Wl lcll cannot
1)4 g C f B ati, !) ! ac ¢ d S
ave I)L(,l rce )l(l(..(l ll(: orc lllg dC lll v ‘()lll‘ll) |0k I,“(] W ll(lg to lll(i
g
C (lla]\s )[' 1 1S rcigifl. Such a C()llll)ll( u(:(l an l” ic })l()(:(:(lulc 1S an
¢ g
' . 5 ¢ . f'lC! Cl o l IS ut S l l( ttion,
thl(, 15 Ul()'hcl remat l( ll)l(: aci, WI 1 1 ).)( ).9 out suppos (()
lll(l( tll uU[hO‘ ()( 1(“\1‘,5 dl(\\ the main ‘ art « [ lllb Llll()’lll()l()]\/!"l Al
¥ . (l)l L1rom K - < ‘ y ({8 HEIN O Rk A
ﬁ ANMCwW f “lg l‘;('\, CQP(,( fa the ( l" s it (1““ q[ql Col 1 st
l [( rmuias fOI the rerghes the 1\ P LR R b ‘ 4)
()‘ Lhe ) ll‘ 1 1S ()( 1ys ¢ [ l ll(,\ contain ne yart
()Ill \ ‘ ) l.l) in thc NI assotctic .[(,\‘t dlld i tl Cc 5( 1)“ J/qll t Vf(:]/s"/}[ll,
c.uo. fi 0{ i car o »[Jrl A,’l To Nl rere'ie asha (e son o l a
) / // {{ ) f e llll f/ [l /j 07y {{ ]\3(7 J/ﬂ
tal ! 4 ~ R .

i . Jines xv 33). With the
Jin Tirsab tweity and forr vears (1 I\Ill-g ) Wi o
aer e entom ‘ these (ormnlas are illogle.

£ the ncighbouring
at onc year, which

dead. ook
after closing the king’s

. it Teeoinning
judacan synchronisms at their ]?q;mm et
A ﬁcccdcd to the throne tn a cettatn \ , .
. i 'S Vv r tiy
d not rcign all his years duving e i
; 1 in the same vesse 3). Ihis lack

"I'he king,
king, but he di .
is stated in the synchronis:

1 o Chromceles 0 wan nes, publishc Y . l. Wrsim N, l,nndon
e e ——— ,
1) I Ch cles / [¢ ,)(X/!l'/ el Ki 108, | 1 I 1 . S A

) « vears of Na!  subicct
S lines 9, 10 (BN 21946) the years T abe polassar as subjec
w:‘()' l‘l. ()b] l":;s ]\;ll Ih(c two lines form one Cnll(l;(' \\)llll I\;];I/;/ ,‘l/ babili (KIT) eptl,
Tefore his death, 11148 l\h/[?ﬂ-u/ul ARSI ) 11
S vy J AN N1 AL Yol Sor 21 years Nabopolassar had ben
in line 90 XN MU 3 . VITES) = Far 20 yoars ol
: . 5 11K AM timate (M ‘o, "This is, in any case, the fm2
i (("/‘l}/’) ]Jlll I”}:J]l’l /l/m $th dav of the micnth of b be dicd. This is, in a .)
Ling of Balylon, ot i i -
F (v for Nabopolassar and nor the beginning 0 xiv 23 xv 8, 17,23, 275 xvii 1.
R, 18,15, 23; 2 Kingsxiii 1, 100x01v 255 xv 9, b vear, the
?) 1 Kings xv 33, xvi 8, i G and Zachatia, who reigned less than (|I );lul'\cm
’ D eXCC AL ACHALTS, jmitating the AC
l” ll\if-‘,“/"‘il';"/\ IL'X( Lzlr:rtl '(l':lrds 4 sccond reignd Lo the tust, thus inilating
Revised Dinelish: 1 ersion adds s e of the phese. C o
l}\:rmul;\s in order to keep up the hj: N q’lf:\lll‘ll}h- Pila (1 Kings svi 8
1) The 1NN brings no s'\”dunn’l"»!n B .‘1 Cle
Ve Apeeai shoaey £ 160
e AT that

) andd for Zimd

e X as have kept the
(i 1) ot ”L‘r“fw:" These formulas have ke

Nl

b B &9 Opasd s work Lot
o o 8o e € Drpam xol £yiLt

e ——
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alone is saflicient to reve

al the synchronisms as later additions 1),
These formulas atc quite u

nlike those for the kings of Judah and for
five Tsraclite kings %), in which the synchronism always belongs to
the formula for the king’s accession, whereas the length of his reign
is stated in the second pact with the verly Je reigied repeated, lLeaving
aside the Judacan synchronism we have for most kings of Isracl
only a fornwla for the leagth of their teigns.

The sum ol his regnal
yeats at the be;.{inuing of a king’s record without any meation of his
accession is impossible in a chronicle, and it makes

pression even in the Book of Kings,
nature of king-lists.

Supposing that the list of Isracls ki
Solomon and Jeroloam in th
A ... fdnah, which may
we can imagine N

a confused im-
but it is in agrecment with the

ngs had started with David,
at special formula webayydmin aser malak
have been used before by Solomon’s scribes,
adab the son of Jeroboam sccuring his place in the
king-list by sating his accession in rhe short phrase we Nadab ben
Jeroboars miilag <al Jiiracl (1 Kings xv 25)%). "T'his entry was completed
after his assassination by the brief formula for the length of his rcign
wayyimlok “al Jifriel ndtdyim. Besides Nadab there are [our kings of
Istacl whose formuias begin with their names adding the Judacan
synchronism alterwards, three of them are Ahab and his sons Ahaziah
and Jehoram. Only these five kings of Istael have two parts of the.
nitial formuly, one for their decession and onc for the lenpth of their
weigns. No reason whatsoever ean he conecived why the author of
ade up special formulas for these five kings
who were not regarded better than the rest, but worse as
House of Ahab is concerned.

our book should have m

ar as the

Y Bven those scholars who have arg
certainly not assumie that the entrics
began with the name and the year of

ucd that the syncheonisms arc original, do
in the chronicles or other official recorls
aforcign kinvg, In contemporacy records this
is most unlikely, and cven in Jater records no exunple of such a custom has been
known so far. On this point sce W. I, Avnricy 1, “The Chronology of the Divided
Monatchy of Iseacl”, B, ISOR No. 107, Dee. 1945, p. 18, 19.

?) Nadab (1 Kings xv 25), Ahab (3vi 29), Ahaziah the son of Ahab (1 Kings
xxii 52), Jehoram the son of Ahab (2 Kings iii 1) and Shallun the son of Jabesh
(2 Kings xv 13),

%) Classical Hebrew ha no exact terms. "The verb milok can have several ditler-
et meanings. It can men be became Ling ot he began 1o reign, which is certainle
intended in all formulas for the king™ accession. But it ean also signily Ao war
king, he ritled ov be pad refgred. Tts exact import ean be understood only by the con-
text. Therefore, its mcaning of se becarre Fing in the phiase reilak

‘il ) irael can
C-“i[)' he Ch:\n;:cd nto be s eipned by (e sddition of the ervrme o il

ot -y
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It stands to reason that the records of a king, whether annals ot
catries in a king-list, began with the king’s narae ot with his regnal
year, but not with the name and yecar of a ncighbouring king, not
cven if they were on fricndly terms. The prealiel phrasing of all
gs of Judah and nearly all the kings of Isracl
d of the formuls disclose a later hand, that
kings of both states under a common
onistic systcm ‘wcte, in our opinion,
beginiing of formulas in Judaean
¢ formulated the test—and
m the time of the alliance
hoshaphat. ‘I'he latter

synchronisms for the kin
and their place at the hea
attempted Lo bring all the
frame. The basis for the synchr
a number of synchronisms a/ the
records—atter which pattern the autho
few synchronisms in the records of Isracl fro
ween the House of Ahab and that of Jc
tvely at the end of the formula foc the king’s accession.
that these few Judaean synclironisms were original
Qur supposiiion is confitmed by the fact
which brings the Israclite synchro'm
nism at the end is that for Jehoshaphat. 1t must be stressed again that
the choice of an exceptional order in the formuias for Jehoshaphat,
the praiscd king of Judah, and for the cvil kings of the House of
Ahaly cannot be attributed to the author or the redactor. After the
division of the kingdom, while the war was geing on lictween the
rival states in the attemptata reunion, it is coniceivable that the regnal
king were recorded as synchronisim of the

bet
appear cxclus
It may well be
cnlrics in Istuclite rec ids.
that the only Judacan formula

years of the neighbouring,
. This is cven more probable during the alliance

[ of Jehoshuphat, There may even
have been some interchange of secords or matual agreement at this

period, which may account for the acquaintince of Judacan scribes
acl and for some paralicls in their

king’s accession
hetween the Houses of Ahab anc

with the carly chronicles of 1sr
R —

1) The fact that the numbets contained in the fraincwork, arc based upon two
opposite systems of reckoning, as explained by Jrrsen, his aan. hook, p. 42,
points to ditferent sources. "I'he regnal vears, which s ¢ always counted [tom the
actual beeinning of the king's rule ot even from his ¢i im to powet, scem to have
heen taken from sources written in the king's hehalt The syncheonisms, which
do not include yeats of corregency (perhaps with the once exceptien of 2 Kingis
i 17), may, on the other hand, have the scribes of the ncigh-
bouring kingdom, who acknowledged only the offe ial years of the other king.
This wonld mean, that the Judacan synchroaisms v cre composcil in lsracl and
the fsrachite ones in Judah, as far as they wete arigin 1L Some contradictory nm-
hers may find their natueal cxplanation, il they are wne erstood as originating with
the different roval courts, JEpsEn’s suggestion to tribute both principles of
anthor of the synehronistic ch micle atouses the question

originated with

1o thee

corb i

A r——
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concluding forin ] i
conchid 11;31 ] full{ls. In any case, the similarity of ]choshnlht’
h,ﬁ.(“ b 0 lcl ofal Judacan kings to those of Ahaly and his s 111 an
‘ o ‘ i, ' g sons ¢
o 1.};1 ; Jp_ zincc otherwisc. Comparing the two groups of form 1a n
stacl’s kings, it is important i { wh e
4 $ ant to notice, that thos i
: . ¢, ths 1w0se wh i
the Judacan synchronism at the head of t,ln- whieh blmg

) 1 o f()rnlllll con 'l- 1 the
J“U“.;l(: Sl.n((:mcnl, as il (IIC kiln" |l'|(l rl'lcd N o “' h
0N SO ‘]]Hny yC'll'S (I\lril
" l}’ thc

one year of the ncigl i i
ghhouring king, whil
° Y . o, ¢ the sccond group f
ﬁ.vg kings only, which scctus to be more zuthentic ndd:tl P 1‘"1““"
nism at th e for - y s HIC synchiro-
ion Ee f:ud of the formula for the king’s accession and 1« ccznd he
: ¢ ( g S g g
'2[?1 1 of his reign in another short phrase T
Lhe custont of resistering ¢ i .
ot : 11_; 01. registering the king’s name in the | ing-lis: of Isracl
v his lifedtime may by i Nad in
ay have been continued aft i
o _may b nued after Nadib. Si
e s e ‘ C . Since
o UI, r]nn_n, of the capital, Tiszah or Samaria, was added to tl
oty dhe mane ap : as added to the
addmilj , rfu‘ "1tt,<,r the king's death bis cntry was completed By tl
on of eonal vears. 1 ! i
i of his regnal years. It may be duc to thisc custom tl )t Il
cgnal years appear at " the ] ) Jitio
Ofgthc ivl 'lrel Lpp(?r at the end of the Israclite formula. By the addition
umber ¢ ars the catr i v ‘ )
of the nos r):lr Jl ye .uls the cntry for his accession was turned into a
a lor the leneth of his yei i - V ‘
of the verb malafe. 'I'his could n tiﬂ Twmg l01 s
£ ot be done to the formul: :
e A - : ¢ formulas for Nadal
: and his sons and for S Iacan
SONS 4 or Shallum, which |
iy ) and s sons an ch had the Judacan
l[)ICir 1.Cimlns added. Therefore a short formula for the length of
N rccor‘f ls‘ was added after their death. Jehu may not have cared
" ; - .' . ¢ :
1 reco 11; ;(;LCSSJ n in the usual way afrer the rejected kings of
> House of Abab. " lis story (2 Ki i iy
- his story (2 Kings ix 1-x 28, 30), presentd i
e touse of Ab ory Y X '8, 30), presenting him
o osen king who fulfilled the word of God, was (l)v} ]
coded to }“Sm'y e Doy o , Was o OuUsly
. s ody sise Lo power. It may we .
et of bis Sl 3. s power. It may well have been a
s %). Having made no catry in the king-list he was
Y D v el

siven the same forminla as i1Q
b ¢ lormala as David, Solomo and Jeroboam by his son

:lll(_l successor. hl\ C N 1 K Casc 4 au nandtion f()l
$ scems n "l.ny ¥
> S pl Si )l
> C CX at
[ll(- C “Ie],Cﬂt lot Hu]?l'\ of “ (¢ I\lﬂ. S ()f Jstra 1 0
W “ hx\.VC \'ll(,u'\(,(] Lll(

identical wordi
ntical wording of all synchronisms at

l) Inl Kings xvi29 the I} ¢ SEVETEL NzuTécm T Taapat tthe beg
King C ¢ ?
12 9 XX asls € LAy ép y
- 5

of the formula, whic inning

v corres
spoinds to the o R o
later correcti 1 i usual synchronis I
¢ rect o solve s . ¥ mism. This see
crion to solve the ditliculty in chronolony. I'welve “1 scems to be a
s cars

from Oniri’s aceession. were counted

Y Jeha’s story s ¢ y e S " it s, i fact
: § AR L0 olly nnders i s N
L4 stoad o g t | Bt it

L s 1 prophetic i
ROV ned |»y the el aned cynic fi['lll’(‘ of fehu addone o ’
shows \‘l”“". albinittes wit’ Cannals o . ' '
essential differences ) ‘ - | Yor ra senen OMes- ¢

i cen, . : 1 S
Croon M YWINCK VL, 1Jic wd-rasiont c Ko 1
S oS- u

Fiivsteninschri »oog

N schriften I otedint . .

Vs . el 12hgs  eoppe ;

Niacoo Vinet comns. 1) stecran, Stwdics: v Ricon weed 1iter itor doe 1y
o . y . R .. N : PN i

¢ . In s hoasting tone i
ssyrian kinas, »lthough theee are

ce Lo I
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¢ formulas for both the kings of Isracl and of

the beginning of th
| this point all synchro-

Judah: &7+ R 113 3%+ nwa. Und
nisms are alike. But the continuation shows a constant difference
between the kings of Isracl and those of Judah. After the name of the
king theIsraclite formula goes on over Isracl ... years, while the Judaean
formula adds nothing but &g of Judab. 'The difforent endings of the
synchroristic formulas may providea key to ‘he original entgics in the
king-lists. T'aking these endings alonc the list of Judal’s kings scems
to have begun with the king’s namc and title for his accession, stating
his azc and then the length of his reign, whereas the list of Isracl’s
kings probably contained only onc staicmeat for the length of the
king's reign, with the exception of the five kings whom we men-
tioned above. The king-list of Judah may then have read:
A benn 3 melele Yebudab. Ben . .. sanah A beniolkd
“we . . . dandh malal: biyruidldin.

and that of Isracl:
A ben BB malaketal yisra‘el (be .. .) « - Sanab.

The double formula with the Judacan synchronism m
N ben B wdlak “al yisr@el (be .. .)
bisuat . . . ($anah) le C mclek Vebudal

waryirilok . . . fanab.

ay have read:

scheme of the first kings, both of
Isracl and of Judah, it may be concluded that no fixcd system had
antil after severl penentions. Al formulas need
hole scheme been inveated by the
«d formulas with the first
ations that the formulas
jucthods at the royal

Jirom the many variations in the

bheen arrived at
time to be developed. Iad the w
or, he would have started his fi
kings. The deviations may scrve as indic
reflect the actual development of the recording
conrts of Isract and of Judah.

The framework of the Book of Kings
1 order of cvents finds i
_lists were the first sourccs of the author,
from which he copied the name of the king and the length of his rule,
adding altcrwards details from chroniclcs or othet soutccs.

We find a simple pattern of 2 king-list in Genesis xxxvi 31-43,
whicliis now regarded by nearly Al schot ws as an ancient document b3

redact

with its obvious offence

against the chronologic: ts natural explanation,

if we supposc that king

')VHL‘C on this suhjoet T G Vivzen, ) codusstudien”, [ ANV | I T
’ Crhe Fdomite Kinglist” of Gen

1000 N MO acd b RO Bawrnprr,

S—-

wormon
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It proves j
“'np oves 1{1 any case that king-lists w

! ncs, m?d 1t scems patural that botl
after their scparation.

I"Ihc hrst of the kings of Edom in Gen
ruling king, his city :
the length of the kin

lcrc known in Isracl since early
Ll
Isracl and Judah kept such lists

o i in Gen ').(XXV'l gives the name of the
e n s successor without statin
£ g lis formula is simple: s

And there sei i
seigned in A X
? .. Athes
gd the narae of his city onof B
icnndied 1) A and y—
and there re in hi
Ctheson of D from raned o bis stead
4
- The end of this formul
clusion for all kine
> :‘
Whenever the succe

. o .
i lr;lﬁ:cll/.li/;(;cﬁ?c;/l ICI’ ;/1 'Zf/'.r .;/em/ forms the con-
: b ot Judah in the Book i
omitted s s ‘lﬂccs;oli 'wasa usuﬁ'pcr ﬂ?c addition Ais .ra/;)il‘ of Kings.
ol el ' y and be &illed bine and rei

(his son) in /j/';r J/rm??: Lu:«fddll' y fof'm“la 'l ’{""'
o) i bis i : e times in the Book of Kinpes 2) with
of the ]7ook.l fl"‘\;if i]tn::)Ph(i“.C m!cs liut never within tl:gf:'mz;:\iftcl)]r'lr:
d U o oo o J.'(;pcrds 'Y’I[h 1(T!flcig:11 rulers, with Ben-Hadad
ardenaf I fe 2 ']\(111;,5 viii 15, §|u 24). 'Two of the kings ;vc.r
bt (1 i 2‘.2)“.,111 j‘ch.onsh king of Judah (2 Kings xii 22)c
Al 1811 A]nb. sl‘n‘( .’t chgardcd.a legitimate culer ()fl:;racl m(i
ia ¢ dcvc]”“nc“; ,-( fedd of an accident (2 Kings i 17). We ‘
iy developy |; “, this srhcn}c in Isracl because it is lmn
> Book of Judges (xii 7-15) with the ;l(]di(i(‘mui(l}(ll):

¢ lia”‘ ()‘V ‘vhv ).U(I! (SN l‘lll ‘ I i % ( S r
(‘,’ A $o Cy @ onee i 2 l;'l.ll l ! g
o . ' L Ol X { )2k IQQIHL h dlc l\j“

st is, of course,
wied in bis stead, The
d and rhere reigned C

The exclusive i
exclusive use of this formula in the Bo

tulets and for thosce ok of Kings for forcign

) — ho did not di .

It is as if its forci v o die peacefully cannot be accide

not soom 1o h:‘tr,:1;!,)120211g1f11 l‘md stll clung to it. In aay cazgai(:ggéall
Istacl or of Judal jor 1l1usf-? i th king-lists nor in the rhmr,liclcs C:‘

ing formul in oue ],‘ lf: reguar close of a king’s reign. T'he concl :1)

mot, This plr 0K uses wayyiskal “im >abétim insterd o

B brrase appears for the first time < stca
avid (1 Kings ii 9) and w o

——

of wayya-
. as a fixed form

| me ula with
ith Solomon (1 Kings xi 43). [t is used in

') h'I the Babylonian «
Keniglich Sachisehen
% die, which pz
tornilas.

. _. .
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our book for all kings of Isgacl and of Judah »who wete not murdered
did not dic of another unnatural causc.

Only a fcw remarks shall be made here about
aula wayyiskah A <im sapotiw wayyiqrabér he ..
rahtam, which has some extensions for the Judacan kings. The
Cdentical wording for all kings of hoth states apain arouscs the im-
s if the formula had been compe
prising dzviations after comp
gs. Some of the worst kings
ho walked in the ways of the 1
Jlete formula for the close of
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ssed by the author. But agaio
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their reigns, which secms
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1 by the author, have only short
1 in surprising contrast
ident that the final
hich reported his

pressiona
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of Judah, w
have the comyj
(o stress their royal
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ces. 'These differences stan
mation of the kings. 1t is cv
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instance, wh
concluding noti
Lo the author’s csli
catry in the chroni
death and burial, was
» repost of any buti
whereas the busial of mutde
ded by usurpess, s @
Ahazia, who was killed by Jehu together with Joram of Isracl,
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¢ authot’s on the incli-
Thus the
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were murdered
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app ediation bHut
brief note of tlezekials
who

obviously, not based on th
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formula i ;
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THE ANIMAL SIIRIES IN THE PRIMEVAL HISTORY

By

W. M. CLARIK
Princeton
I

In the enumeration of the creatures over which man js to rule in
Gen. 128, the i{71' is sometimes cmended by the addition of rbabbe-
béima %), This cniendation is based on the LNX and Syriac as well as
on the oceurrence of “catrle” in v. 26 MT. The assumption is that
the phrase has fallen out theough setibal error, This plausible sug-
gestion is not to be ae epred uncritically. I'he MT s supported by
the Samaritan Penvatcuch (voN Gare) and by the Targum (SeERrBER).
V. 26 is itsdf assumed to be corrupt and “beast” is added to it so as
to.gead “over all the beasts of the carth” 2). However, a close look at
the XX skows that: 1) the LNX does not add bayyat in v. 26; 2) as
the LXX in v. 28 adds “all the cattle and all the cacth”, it is question-
able procedure te accept only part of the LXX reading; 3) the LXX
“translates” bayya of v. 28 by épmecév instead of the normal Orplov 3),
making the animal scrics of V. 26 and v. 28 almost ideatic-al to onc
another. The procedure of the LXXN inthese two verses is clear, v. 26
LXX = v. 26 M'I". v. 28 LXX adds 1wo prepositional phrases from
v. 26 and “translat.s” bayya by “creeping thing” so as o harmonize
the vetses with one another4). The LXX instead of supporting the
proposed cmendation is based on the current MT.

Y L.g., Procksei; Biblia Heprajea (Krrre). Standard Genesis commentatics
arccited by author’s name, Many rcject the emiendation but | know of no thorough
study of the matter, b -himi i normally translated in this paper as caitle”, paryi
as “beast”, and resves and feres aee both transhted as weeptiles”™. On the meaning
of frg and rand, of. W, i, Scusor, je Schaptmgsgeschichie der 1 “riesterschrift (Neu-
kirchen, 1964), hereaft ¢ referred foas Scamin, pp. 123, 1251 and K. Lrcrr,
Leviticue (Tibingen, 1966), pp. 151, 154,

N S0 most “comme utators, c.g,, Durver, Spriser, Drevirzsen, SKINNER,
Duasann, Prockscr, Scumror (p. 127, £, 2).

%) domevdy translates hayvi only hete in the LXN according to 1laren and
Revearcn, Comordanee 10 the Septuasing, Sprecdy
mally teanslates forons of rare and dry.

Y v. 26 1.XX: “9ish of the setand bir Is of heaven and e utle and all the carth
and alf the vreeping thines (pm t@v) which creep vnon the earth ™ 5 90 1 v v

and its verbal cquivalent nor-
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