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ABBREVIATIONS

Most of the abbreviations used in this thesis are found
in "Instructions for Contributors," Journal of Biblical
Literature 95 (1976), 331-46.

The remaining two abbreviations are:

DY the Day of Yahweh
MT Massoretic Text



INTRODUCTION

The following investigation takes its point of depar-
ture from the results of previous literary-critical work on
Zeph 1. It is usually noted that the phrase "the Day of
Yahweh" (Qi) occupies a central position in this chapter.

Furthermore, interpreters have generally recognized that

the core of the chapter (VV 4-16), with its focus on the
judgment of Judah and Jerusalem, is set within a framework
(vw 2-3, 17-18) which speaks of ﬁniversal judgment. Several
schplars conclude that the latter verses do not derive from
the same author as do vv 4-16. They argue that the framework

differs stylistically from the intervening material. Further-

more, they claim that Zephaniah, as all other pre-exilic
prophets, spoke first and foremost to Judah and Jerusalem,
and that therefore the universal perspective lay outside of

his scope. These interpreters attribute the verses in ques-

tion (vv 2-3, 17-18) to an eschatological redactor who worked
during the exilic or post-exilic period. Thus they implicitly

deny that Zephaniah could have given universal application to

the DY theme.

This implicit denial requires testing. At its basis
stands the claim that the universal perspective lay outside
the scope of the pre-exilic prophets. This claim must also

be carefully evaluated. Of course, the mere demonstration of
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its invalidity will not suffice to prove the original unity
of Zeph 1 since other pertinent literary-critical consider-

ations must also be brought forward before any such conclu-

'sion can be reached. However, if the claim isvshown to be
invalid, this result will be sufficienﬁ to dismiss the
assumption that Zephaniah, being a pre-exilic prophet, could
not have given qniversal application to the DY theme.

However, the primary purpose of the following study is

not to determine which are the authentic words of Zephaniah

(although some light may incidentally be shed on that ques-
tion). Nor is it our objective merely to‘show that Zephaniah
ﬁay have given universal application to the DY theme.

Rather, the central concern of this thesis is to inquire
whether the dual perspective of universality and particu—
larity as found in Zeph 1 is characteristic of the DY theme,
or, stated in other words, whether the DY theme and the

"pattern of universality and particularity" are closely

related. Clearly the aforementioned literary-critical

assumption that the universal perspective lay outside of the

scope of the pre-exilic prophets would point towards a nega-

tive conclusion for this question, at least within the con-

-text>of pre-exilic prophecy. This result serves to bring the
guestion into sharper‘focus.‘ Thus our special interest within
the broader guestion concerning the relationship of the DY
theme to the pattern of universality and particuiarity in the

prophetic corpus as a whole is to inquire whether the two
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themes were already interrelated in pre-exilic prophetic
thought.

Initial confirmation of a linkage between the DY theme
and the pattern-of universality and particularity is given by
the apparent coll;cation of the pattern with this theme in
several passages outside of the Book of Zephaniah, namely,
in Isa 2, 13, Ezek 7, 30, Joel 2, 4, and Zech 1l4. The first
of two basic steps in the following investigation will be a
careful examination of these texts to test whether it is
plausible that in their original state they actually did
exhibit the pattern of universality and particularity in con-
nexion with the DY theme. This will give evidence as to
whether or not these two aspects were closely interrelated.
However, since several of these passages are certainly of
post-exilic origin, it will be necessary in a second step to
search for additional evidence in pre-exilic biblical liter-
ature to determine whether or not the universal dimension
actually lgy outside of the scope of the pre-exilic prophets.
In this way support may be given to the thesis that the
aforementioned pattern was already characteristic of the DY
theme in pre:exilic times.

Before launching into the investigation itself it is
further necessary to clarify what is meant by "the pattern
of universality and particularity." Particularity shall
refer to the narrowing of perspective in which a well-defined

locality or group of people such as a city or a nation is



specified as the object of concern. Universality shall
denote the generalizing of perspective in which precise
definition of the object of concern is lJacking. This general
.. perspective is indicated by  such-terms as "world," "all |
nations," and "all the earth," or perhaps by the absence of
any terms that might restrict the scope of reference. The
colloéation of universality and particularity shall be
referred to as "the.pattern of universality and particu-

larity."



CHAPTER I

A SURVEY OF THE LITERARY-CRITICAL

TREATMENT OF ZEPH I.2-3, 17-18

The Book of Zephaniah has been subjected to severe
fragmentation since the early part of the nineteenth century
.when proponents of thevliterary—critical,methoaology began
to question the authenticity first of small sections and
finally of the greater part of Zeph 2 and 3. However, the
authenticity of Zeph 1 was scarcely questioned until the
early years of the present century when vv 2-3 and 17-18
came under question. At present no consensus of opinion has
been reached with regard to the authenticity of these verses.
The purpose of this chapter is to survey past critical work
on Zeph 1 in order to isolate the criteria used in tﬁe
literary criticism of these verses. The procedure will be
to examine selected, pertinent sources in chronological
sequence.

As has already been stated, the aﬁthenticity of Zeph 1
was scarcely questioned during the nineteenth century.

Therefore, the mention of two commentators from that time

1T will be very selective when dealing with sources
dating to the nineteenth and early twentieth century,
focusing particularly on those which introduce new dimensions
into the interpretation of the verses under question, but I
will deal rather exhaustively with sources published in the
last fifty years.
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will be adequate for our purposes. C. F. Keil did not enter-
tain any doubt with regard to the. authenticity of Zeph 1.2-3,
17—18.2 J. Wellhausen rejected only the latter part of v 3
on the grounds that it was "intolerably repetitious" of the
first part of the verse, and that the regécim were an unknown
class of men before the time of Ezekiel.3

Shortly after the turn of the century J. M. P. Smith
voiced some doubt as to whether the destruction spoken of in
VQ 17-18 should really be understood as universal in scope.
However, he still leaned towards the opinion that these
verses, along with vv 2-3, concerned a universal judgment.4

Similarly, W. Noweck questioned‘whether the scope of
vv 2-3 was universal. He deleted kol from v 2a, deleted v 2b,
and thus deprived v 2 of its universal thrust. He considered
it noteworthy that h3®ad@m8 rather than h3’3res appeared in
v 3d. For him this choice of words indicated that the refer-

ence was to the prophet's own country. In vv 17-18 he

judged everything after t&8°3kEl to be a secondary addition.

2Cc. F. Keil and F. Delitzsch, Biblical Commentary on
the 0l1d Testament: The Twelve Minor Prophets, trans. James
Martin, Clark's Foreign Theological Library (Edinburgh:
T & T Clark, 1868), p. 1l26.

3gulius Wellhausen, Die kleinen Propheten tibersetzt
und erkl#rt, 3rd ed. (Berlin: Georg Reimer, 1898), pp. 150-
151.

47. M. P. Smith, W. H. Ward, and J. A. Bewer,
A Critical and Exegetical Commentary on Micah, Zephaniah,
Nahum, Habakkuk, Obadiah and Joel, ICC (Edinburgh: T & T
Clark, 1912), pp. 207 and 185-86.
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Thus, universality was to be found neither in vv 2-3 nor in
vv 17-18.°

E. Sellin introduced the idea that Zeph 1 comprises
two authentic, originally'distinét poems; namely, vv 2-6,
8-13 and vv 7, 14-18. He distinguished the two poems from
each other on the basis that in the first poem Yahweh speaks
in the first person singular whereas in the second he is
spoken of in the third person singular. The two poems were
given a thematic connexion by a later writer who inserted
v 7 into its present position and added references to "the
,day;_in vv 9, 10, and 12. In this way the DY theme which
was already the focus of vv 14-18 was introduced to the first
poem as well.

Sellin recognized the universality and particularity
of the judgment pronouncement in the first poem (vv 2-6,
8-13), but he did not associate this pattern with the DY
theme because, in his opinion, the DY theme originally
belonged only to the second poem (vv 7, 14-18). According
to his interpretation of the second poem, the DY was not a
day of judgment particularly for Judah and Jerusalem, but,
rather, it was a day of judgment with a universal sdope.
‘Sellin claimed that the DY was portrayed in the same univer-

sal dimensions by the older prophets.6

oW. Nowack, Die kleinen Propheten, 3rd rev. ed.,
Gdttinger Handkommentar zum Alten Testament (Gbttingen:
Vandenhoeck und Ruprecht, 1922), pp. 291-92 and 296.

6

Ernst Seilin, Das Zwdlfprophetenbuch, KAT
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It was G. Gerleman, as far as I have been able to
ascertain, who first denied the authenticity of vv 2-3 and

17-18. Of vv 2-3 he said:

Die beiden Verse dtrften nicht von Zephanja her-
rthren. Statt der folgenden geschichtlich orien-
tierten Gerichtsschilderungen, wo bestimmte
soziale Schichten oder geographisch angegebene
Gebiete vom Gericht betroffen werden sollen,
finden wir hier eine Weltgerichtsschilderung.

Sie gehdrt in eine Zeit, wo der Gerichtsgedanke
von der faktischen Geschichte losgerissen worden
ist. Nur in dieser Gestalt besass flir spidtere
Zeiten eine Gerichtsprophetie Aktualit#t. Hier
ist die Weltgerichtsschilderung als eine statt-
liche Einleitung des folgenden eingeflgt worden. /

Similarly, he said of v 18:

Bei diesem Vers dlrfte die spitere Halfte, 18 bc,
die #ibrigens reine Prosa .ist, von demselben
eschatologischen Bearbeiter herrtthren, der das
Zephanjabuch mit einer Einleitung versehen hat,

V. 2 und 3. Hier wie in der Einleitung ist es

die ganze Erde und alle ihre Bewohner, die ver-
nichtet werden sollen, w8hrend im #brigen Teil des
Kapi&elS'das Gericht geschichtlich und értlich
verankert ist: es gilt Jerusalem. Weiter sind die
Blicke des Propheten nicht gewandert. Auch

finden wir sonst Uberall bestimmte Gruppen des
Volkes, gegen die sich der Prophet wendet: den
fremdenfreundlichen Hof, die ungerechten und
religids gleichg#ltigen Kaufleute und vor allem
die Ba‘alsverehrer, welche mit v®lliger Vernichtung
bedroht werden.8

It is clear that Gerleman judged the collocation of univer-

sality and particularity to be inauthentic on the basis of

(Leipzig: A. Deichertsche Verlanguchhandlung Dr. Werner
Scholl, 1922), pp. 368-79. He suggests that such a univer-
sal dimension is apparent in Isa 2.12ff and Amos 5.18f, 8.9f.

7Gillis_Gerleman,-Zephanja: Textkritisch und
literarisch untersucht (Lund: C. W. K. Gleerup, 1942), p. 5.

81bid., p. 22.
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his conviction that the prophets of pre-exilic times were
concerned only with their own country and that the universal
- perspective belonged to a later time.
___ According to F:_Nétscher,.all sections of the Book of
Zephaniah, aside from some unimportant additions, are authen-
tic. A redactor brought the sections‘into an outward unity.
N&tscher distinguishes three sections in'the first chapter,
namely, vv 2-3; 4-6, 8-13; and 7, 14-18. He does not
indicate clearly whether or not he considers theée to be
units distinct from each other. Of the DY he writes that it
meant’terror for all nations, and that the fate of Jerusalem
.in particular was meant to be seen as a warning for the
other nations.9 |

L. P. Smith and E. R. Lacheman have taken the most
radical view with regard to the authenticity of the Book of
Zephaniah. They find that only Zeph 1.4-13 fits the sixth
century. The rest of the book they believe to be a pseude-
pigraphon authored by an apocalyptic writer around the time
200 B.cC. .In support of this claim they attempt to show that
the book is literally and linguistically dependant on the
books of the prophets Isaiah, Jeremiah and Ezekiel. Since,
in their opinion, only Zeph 1.4-13 could be pre-exilic and

authentic, vv 2-3, 17-18 must be of post—exilic\origin.lO

S 9Fr1edr1ch N&tscher, Das Alte Testament: Zw81lf-
:prophetenbuch'Oder Kleine Propheten (Wlrzburg: Echter-
vVerlag, 1948), pp. 127-30.

10Louise Pettibone Smith and Ernest R. Lacheman,
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A. Edens, in his translation of the Book of Zephaniah,
indicates that he considers all of Zeph 1, with the exception
of several small glosses, to be the authentic work of
Zephaniah.11 He rejects Sellin's idea that universality as
a motif in the DY theme had its precedent in Amos 5;18f, 8.9f,
and Isa 2.12ff. Edens thinks that those passages do not
have a truly universal scope. 1In his.opinion, the descriptibn
of the DY as a day of universal judgment was Zephaniah's
original and most significant contribution. Though his
primary concern was with Judah and Jerusalem, Zephaniah also
proclaimed a universal judgment."Neither the particular nor
the universal were incidental to his message.12

C. L. Taylor ascribes vv 2-3 to aﬁ ‘"eschatological
writer whom nothing less than universal destruction would
satisfy." Furthermore, if the reading in v 17, "I will
bring distress on men," were shown to be correct, Taylor
would chsider it together with most of v 18 to be a

secondary addition on account of its universalism.13

"The Authorship of the Book of Zephaniah," JNES 9 (1950),
137-42. As far as I have been able to determine, the thesis
‘advanced by these authors has found no acceptance among
scholars. - .

lambrose Edens, "A Study of the Book of Zephaniah
as to the Date, Extent and Significance of the Genuine
Writings with a Translation" (Ph. D. Thesis, Vanderbilt
University, 1953), pp. 171-81.

121pid., pp. 130-34 and 166-67.

13Charles L. Taylor, "The Book of Zephaniah," IB,
12 vols (New York and Nashville: Abingdon, 1956): 6, 1010.
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In the opinion of K. Elliger, the several small units
of Zeph 1 were only brought into unity by a redactor. With
reference to vv 2-6, he considers it plausible that the same
speaker might have conéentrated especially on Judah and
included this-partiéular concern in the context of a univer-
sal threat. The older prophets were aware of the cosmic
dimensions of the DY and did not limit their prophecies con-
cerning it to their own land. However, Elliger thinks that
vv 2-3 do not harmonize'metrically with vv 4-6. He explains
that a redactor may have taken what were genuine words of
Zephaniah and given them a universal and eschatological
significance. Elliger explains the relationship between
v 16 and vv 17-18 in the same way. The metre of vv 17-18
(as also of vv 2-3) is irregular, almost prosaic. In content
vv 17-18 are also similar to vv 2-3. Therefore Elliger pre-
fers to understand these introductory énd concluding verses
as the work of a redactor réther than as glosses or inciden-
tal additions.14

D. L. Williams claims that Zephaniah's concern was
with Judah, not with other nations. Therefore, any terms or
phrases that indicate universality must be the work.of a
post-exilic editor. In William's own words, " . . .
Zephaniah's theology of the Day of Yahweh contains no over-

tones of a universal destruction, which would prelude the

14Karl Elliger, Das Buch der zwd¥lf kleinen Propheten,
3rd ed., ATD (Gbttingen: Vandenhoech & Ruprecht, 1956),
pp. 59-61, 66-67.

Y
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end of the world.“15

He finds the concreteness of vv 4-16 to
be inconsistent with the indefiniteness of vv 2-3. The judg-
ment of vv 4-16 seems insignificant against that of vv 2-3.
Furthermore, vv 2-3 are metrically irregular. In view of
these considerations Williams concludes that vv 2-3 are
editorially expanded. He restores a strophe that may be
translated as follows:
I will utterly destroy everything,
says Yahweh,
I will destroy man and beast, 1
from upon the face of the ground.
Williams also doubts the originality of v 18, especially the
section following t823k&1 which indicates a universal per-
. 17
spective.

F. Horst doubts that vv 2-3 and 17-18 could be the
work of a redactor. He says that Zeph 1, as it now stands,
exemplifies a construction sometimes evident in oracles. A
pregnant oracular kernel is spelled out in greater detail.

In this case it is the "everything" of v 2 that is being

detailed in vv 4-16. Horst finds it peculiar that the

listing of creatures to be destroyed (v 3) is diverted into

15ponald Leigh Williams, "Zephaniah: A Re-interpre-
tation" (Ph. D. Dissertation, Duke University, 1961), p. 57.

16Ibid., pp. 79-91. The reconstructed consonantal
text is as follows:
’sp ’sp k1l
n‘m yhwh
’sp 2dm wbhmh
m¢l pny h-”dmh

171pid., p. 152-57.
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a threat against the "wicked." The purpose of this diversion
is to form a bridge with the verses which follow. In Horst's
opinion, this bridge passage is certainly redactional.18

C. A. Keller judges v 6 to be a gloss. The rest of
the chapter he considers authentic. The DY, in his inter-
pretation, is directed not only against a particular people,
but against all living persons.19

L. Sabottka does nét doubt the authenticity of vv 2-3.
He draws attention to other passages in the book, namely,
1.17£, 2.4-15, and 3.8f, in which he finds a similar univer-
sal dimension. He argues that other prophets, for instance,
Nahum and Habakkuk, also placed their message into univer—
sél frameworks.

A. S. Kapelrud also contends that vv 2-3 and 17-18
ére Zephaniah's owﬁ work. If these verses are viewed'oﬁly in
connexion with Qv 4-13, the difference is remarkable because
of the radical change in perspective. On the other hand,
Kapelrud urges, the structure of the entire book must be
kept in the analyéis. In vv 14—16‘the prophet warns 6f the

imminent DY. This warning is first and foremost directed

18Theodore H. Robinson and Friedrich Horst, Die
zwblf kleinen Propheten, 3rd ed., HAT (Tbingen: J C B Mohr,
1964), p. 191.

19Carl A. Keller and Rend Vuilleumier, MicH@e,
Nahoum, Habacuc, Sophonie, CAT (Neuchitel: Delachaux &
Niest1é, 1971), pp. 187 and 194-96.

‘ZOL. Sabottka, Zephanija: Versuch einer Neullberset-
zung mit philologischem Kommentar, Biblica et Orientalia
N. 25 (Rome: Biblical Institute Press, 1972), p. 5.
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against Jerusalem, but Zeph 2 leaves no doubt that the DY
has serious implications for all the nations surrounding
Judah. Even though the prophet does not include the whole
"world in his oracles against the nations, these oracles show
that his scope is broad. Concerning the relationship between
thé universality and particularity of Zeph 1, Kapeirud
explains, " . . . it Was quite natural to start with a
shocking utterance that the whole world was going to be
gathered in and destroyed. It was a thundering fanfare which
might serve to arouse the anxious interest of the prophet's
audience."21

The most recent monograph on the Book of Zephaniah is
'an investigation by H. Irsigler which follows W. Richter's
"literatufwissenschaftliche” method. Irsigler distinguishes
the following units in Zeph 1: v 1; vv 2-3; 4-5; 6; 7; 8b-9;
10c-11; 12b-13b; 13c-f; 14-16; 17a-b, d-e, 18a; and 18b-c.22
Withih these units several small additions are to be found.
Irsigler uses several criteria for the separation of these
units from each other and from the additions. Among these
criteria are repetition, change in person, change in scope,

change in theme, and change in rhythm. Thus vv 2-3 are

2lprvid S. Kapelrud, The Message of the Prophet
Zephaniah, Morphology and Ideas (Oslo-Bergen-Tromsg: _
Universitets-forlaget, 1975), p. 16. See also pp. 13-31.

22Hubert Irsigler, Gottesgericht und Jahwetaq: Die
Komposition Zef 1,1-2,3, untersucht auf der Grundlage der
Literarkritik des Zefanjabuches, Minchener Universit#ts-
schriften, Arbeiten zu Text und Sprache im Alten Testament
(St. Ottelien: Eos Verlag, 1977), p. 111.
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distinguished from vv 4-5 by the change in scope and by
sticho-metric considerations. Vv 2-3 are also distinguished
from the DY text, i.e., from vv 7, 14-16, by the change in

person of the verb. Similarly, vv 17-18 are distinguished

from vv 14-16 by the change in person of the verb, and by
the change in theme. Moreover, in structure the stichs of
vv 17-18 are much more symmetrical than those of vv 15—16.23

Regarding the relationship of the units to each other,

Irsigler finds that the units vv 4-5, 8-9, 10-11, and 12-13

are thematically related to each other and compositionally

linked with the DY units, i.e., with vv 7, l4—l6.24 He con-

siders it possible that vv 7-13 may have been the first sec-
tion to be compiled in the earliest stages of the formation
of Zeph 1. This may have occurred during the.early exilic

25

period. The last step in the formation of Zeph 1 would

have been the addition of the units vv 2-3 and 17 a-b, d-e,

18a which are clearly Secondary to vv 4-16, These units may

stem from the same hand and belong to the exilic or early

post-exilic times.26

-

From the foregoing survey of past critical work on

Zeph 1 it is clear that scholarly opinion on the interpreta-

tion and authenticity of Zeph 1.2-3, 17-18 has been and

remains divided. Several commentators, including Sellin,

231pid., pp. 100-1, 104, 108-11.

241pid., p. 113. 251pid., p. 458.

261bid., pp. 112 and 459.
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Nétscher, Edens, Keller, Sabottka, and Kapelrud,_find little
difficulty in interpreting these verses in a universal sense
or in ascribing them to the pre-exilic prophet, Zephaniah.
On the other hand, a significant group, including Nowack,
Gérleman, Ssmith and Lacheman, Taylor,'Elliger, Williams, and
Irsigler, would deny the universal perspective to the pré-
exilic prophets and, therefore, either deny the pre-exilic
origin and aﬁthenticity of thesé verses or interpret them in
a non-universal sense.

The criteria which have been advanced as a bésis for
a nbn—upiversal interpretation of these verses, or for dis-
tinguishing them from vv 4-16 and for questioning their
authenticity include changé in person (Irsigler), change in
theme (Irsigler), and sticho-metric irregularity (Irsigler
and Elliger). However, the crité:ion most often.applied is
that the universal scope was inconsistent with the perspec-
tive of the pre-exilic prophets. Of these criteria, the
first three may be classified as literary-critical.. The
last will be classified as an ideological criterion because,
on the part of the interpreter, it assumes a certain know-
ledge of the ideology of pre-exilic prophets and excises
passages which are inconsistent with this assumption. The
evaluation of this ideological criterion forms the basic
agenda of this thesis,

Also evident from the foregoing survey is the fact

that in past interpretations of Zeph 1 the pattern of
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universality and particularity has seldom been associated
with the DY theme.27 In order to investigate the possibility
of the interrelatedness of this pattern and this theme.it
may be instructive to compare several other prephetic texts
that include the expression "the Day of Yahweh," to see
whether they announce a judgment that has both a universal
and a particular scope. If texts such as these are found to
predate the time of Zephaniah, they will be treated as prece-
dents which he may consciously or unconsciously have fol-
lowed. If, on the other hand, some such'texts are found to
originate later than the time of Zephaniah, they will still
provide useful confirmation for the thesis that the DY theme
and the pattern of universality and particularity were char-
acteristically interrelated. However, even if this thesis
is confirmed by texts pre-dating Zephaniah; this will not
necessarily prove that Zephaniah himself cast his announce-
ment of the DY in both universal and particular terms. It
could be that Zephaniah's message was later edited to cor-
respond to an established pattern. What will be demonstrated
is that the verses containing the universal perspective
cannot be denied to Zephaniah merely on the basis of the
ideological criterion discussed above.

Before other texts are brought into this investiga;
tion it is necessary to demonstrate that Zeph 1, in its

present state, actually does exhibit the pattern of

27p notable exception is Edens, "A Study of the Book
of Zephaniah," pp. 130-34.
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universality and particularity. According to Nowack and
Williams, vv 2-3, 17-18 originally did not have a universal
thrust.28 However, even Williams' reconstructed text of
vv'2'—329 can hardly be interpreted in a restricted sense.
The kOl of the first line immediately suggests a generalized

perspective. The significance of this word is explained by

the phrase 23d3m fib&hama. 23d3m is a generic term, and it

together with b&h@m% can signify all life (cf. Jer 7.20,
behema g _

21.6, 27.5).30 The destruction of kOl means the destruction

of 23d3m Ub&h&mA. The arena within which this destruction

is to take place is h&23dami. The fact that h3°5d&mi rather
than hd?3res is used hardly lends support to a restricted
interpretation.3l The two words are often used as synonyms

in parallel structure. Besides, the phrase péné h3>&dama

suggests that J2d3ml is being used in a general sense as is
often done (Gen 6.7, 7.4, 8.8, Exod 32.12, Deut 6.15, and

I Sam 20.15) .32

Furthermore, it may be argued that the
received text of Zeph 1.2-3 alludes to the flood story.

Zeph 1.3 and Gen 6.7 have in common the phrase mg €al péné

hi”?3d3mi and also the terms which follow in the catalogues

of things that will be destroyed. The universal scope of

2850e above, pp. 5 and 11.

29See above, p. 1l1.

3050 Irsigler, Gottesgericht, p. 95.

3lContra Nowack, Die kleinen Propheten, p. 291.

32

So Irsigler, Gottesgericht, p. 101.
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the flood story cannot be doubted. Apparently the author of
Zeph 1.2-3 intended to incorporate the same universal dimen-

sion into his own work. Thus, along with the majority of

“scholars, it is best to understand Zeph 1.2-3 in'a universal

sense.
Vv 17-18 are deprived of their universal force both
by Nowack and Williams who declare everything after t&33k&l

to be secondary to the verse.33

If they are right, this
unit certainly does lose most of its universal force. Never-
theless, if should be noted that these verses lack terms
that would suggest any kind of localization or restriction
in scope.

Besides vv 2-3 and 17-18 there is one other section
in this chapter with an unrestricted scope. 1In vv 14-16 no
particular historical or geographical point of contact can
be determined. The DY is perceived to be a day of cosmic
consequence.34

The particularity in this chapter needs little dis-
cussion. It is obvious in the geographical designafiéns in
v 4 and vv 10-12, and also in the designation of certain

social classes in v 8. Thus, in view of the foregoing dis-

cussion, especially with regard to vv 2—3,,it is evident

\ 33Nowack, Die kleinen Propheten, p. 296, and
Williams, "Zephaniah: A Re-interpretation," p. 157.
This opinion is also shared by other scholars.

3430 Irsigler, Gottesgericht, p. 310, and Sellin,
Das Zw8lfprophetenbuch, pp. 368 and 377.
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that Zeph 1 exhibits the pattern of universality and parti-

cularity in its present state of compositional unity.
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CHAPTER II
UNIVERSALITY AND PARTICULARITY

IN SELECTED DY PERICOPES

A INTRODUCTION

The brief survey of critical work on Zeph 1 as pre-
sented in the previous chapter has served to define the
problem so that this investigation may now proceed into its
first step. The purpose of’this chapter is to examine
several DY pericopes, namely, Isa 2, 13, Ezek 7, 30, the
Book of Joel, and Zech 14, to determine whether they actuaily
do exhibit the pattern of universality and particularity. It
will.be important to inquire concerning the unity, the his-
torical setting, and the date of these texts since the ques-
tion being askéd is not only whether this pattern and the DY
theme are interrelated, but also during what time periods

this association was made.

B ISAIAH I1.6-22

Isa 2.12 contains the expression'yém layahweh, which

is a‘variant of the DY phrase. This verse stands at the
beginning of a short poem (vv 12-17) in which the scope of
Yahweh's wrath is given expression. The first impression
gained from this poem is that the judgment of the DY is not
restricted to a pérticular locality or to a particular people.

Yet vv 6-8, which provide the context for this poem, concern
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a particular people, i.e., the house of Jacob. Thus it
appears that Isa 2 is relevant to our discussion since it
contains a reference to the DY and a contrast between a par-
~ticular and a more general perspective.

This chapter is generally divided on the basis of its
content into two distinct literéry units, i.e., vv 2-4 and
6-22. Vv 2-4 comprise a salvation oracle that looks into the
future. V 5 is generally seen as an exhortation which was
added to join this unit ﬁith the one which follows in vv 6~
‘22, Vv 6-22 contain an indictment against the house of
Jacob and an announcement concerning the DY. It is generally
agreed that these verses are not connected with vv 2-4
thematically, and that the link provided by the conjunction
Ei (v 6) is only artificial. Therefore, since the verses
concerning the DY are found only in this second unit, vv 2-5
need not be considered in this context,

Vv 6-22 are generally admitted té be Isaianic though
secondary additions are often recbgnized in some verses.
Especially doubted are those verses which mention idols
(?&121%m; vv 8, 18, and 20) since this is thought to be a
theme from exilic ané post-exilic times.1 Several scholars

would date the authentic material to the early part of

Isaiah's ministry. J. Milgrom, for instance, argues that

lgans Wildberger, Jesaja, 3 vols, BKAT, X
(Neukirchen-Vluyn: Neukirchener Verlag des Erziehungsvereins,
1972- ), 1: 100, and Klaus Seybold, "Die anthropologischen
Beitr8ge aus Jesaja 2," ZTK 74 (1977): 411-13.
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v 7 reflects the material prosperity and military prepared-
ness of the time of Uzziah's reign, and that the earthquake
_of Uzziah's time may have furnished the background experience
_for the poem on the DY in vvw10—22,2“.H.vWildberéer also
dates this material to an early period, but he suggests the
time of King Jotham.3

Several problems face the literary critic as he

focusses on vv 6-22. Immediately evident are the refrain-
like repetitions. V 17 is very nearly a verbatim guotation
of v 11, and v 9 is comparable to these verses thematically.
(Isa 5.15-16a is another parallel for these verses, and some,
commentators would transpose it into this context.4) Further-
more, vv 10, 19, and 21 are also very similar to each other.
However, in the present arrangement‘ofvvv 6-22 these verses
are not placed as refrains in a regular strophic pattern.
Only v 17, which stands at the end of the strophe concerning
the DY, is positioned suitably as a refrain, wheréas vv 9,
10, and 11, on the one hand, and vv 19 and 21, on the other,
appear too close together to be considered as refrains  of
separate strophes.

It is also evident that v 6 could not originally have

2Jacob Milgrom, "Did Isaiah Prophesy During the
Reign of Uzziah?" VT 14 (1964): 165-66. The association of
vv 10-22 with the earthquake of Uzziah's time is fairly
common among commentators. '

3wildberger, Jesaja, 1: 100, 105.

4For instance, Otto Kaiser, Isaiah 1-12, A Commentary,
trans. R. A. Wilson, OTL (London: SCM, 1972), p. 32.
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int:odd&ed the following poetry. The particle Bi may once
have joined it to one or more preceding strophes5 or to a
preceding refrain similar to vv 10, 19, and 21.6 As it
stands, gi joins v-6 to the exhortation in v.5 and, through
this bridge passage, to the preceding salvation oracle in
vv 2-4 with which it has nothing in common thematically.7
Furthermore, vv 6a, 9b, and 10 are structurally incon-
_'sistent with the rest of vv 6-22. The dominant point of
view in the section as a whole is third person plural, but
in vv 6a and 9b the writer addresses Yahweh in the second
person and then in v 10 he addresses man in the imperative.

The concluding verses (20-22) are also problematic.
V 20 is prosaic, v 21 is repetitious of v 19, and v 22 is
very enigmatic. Vv 20-22 may plausibly be explained as
glosses, or vv 20-21, as reinterpretations- of vv 18—19.8
Superficially, at least, it appears that vv 6-22 lack
thematic continuity. Vv 6-8 and 18-22 are directed against
the superstition, materialism, and idolatry of the house of

Jacob, whereas vv 11-17 describe Yahweh's day of judgment on

all that symbolizes pride. The former are directed against

5So Bernhard D. Duhm, Das Buch Jesaia, 2nd ed. HKAT,
IITI (Gbttingen: Vandenhoeck und Ruprecht, 1900), p. 17.

680 Karl D. Marti, Das Buch Jesaja, Kurzer Hand-
Commentar zum Alten Testament, X (Tlbingen: JCB Mohr, 1900),
p. 28.

7so Wildberger, Jesaja, 1l: 95; against Edward J.
Kissane, The Book of Isaiah, rev. ed. (Dublin: Browne and
Nolan, 1960), 1= 22.

850 Wildberger, Jesaja, 1l: 96.
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the sin of a particular group of people, i.e., the house of
Jacob; the latter are directed against the haughtiness of
mankind in general. However, Wildberger does not consider

the thematic link between these sections clumsy since the

materialism and idolatry of man signifies pride. Thus, both
sections concern man's pride. The mark of discontinuity, in-

his opinion,. is that in vv 7-9a the prophet looks into the

past, whereas in vv 12-17 he looks into the future.9

In their present condition vv 6-22 are irregular

rhythmically. According to G. B. Gray, the rhythm of

vv 12-17, up to 1&badd® in v 17 (omitting h3ramim wéhapnié—
égjig in v 13), is regular with three accents per line. Of
the other lines some are of thelsame length, but several are
very difficult to scan. The dominant rhythm Qf vv 6-22 is
3:3. Gray supposes that this may originally have been the
unbroken rhythm of the entire section.lO
Commentators have offered several explanations for the

composition of Isa 2.6-22, three of which will be outlined

here. Duhm suggests that two distinct poem fragments were

conflated in Isa 2.6-22. Vv 11-17 were inserted into the
text, perhaps because what was originally in that spot had

become entirely illegible. 1In his opinion, this helps to

explain the thematic and rhythmic discontinuity of the text

91bid., 1: 105.

lOGeorge B. Gray, A Critical and Exegetical Commen-—
tary on the Book of Isaiah, 2 vols, ICC (Edinburgh: T & T
Clark, 1912), 1: 48-49.
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as it now stands.ll R. B. Y. Scott is in agreement with
Duhm, except that he connects v 11 to thé original.poem,
i.e., vv 6-11 and 18-22.12

. G. B. Gray and G. Fohrer _maintain that the text is a
literary unity. Gray explains that the link between the two
main subjecté, i.e., the sin of the house of Jacob and the
inevitable judgment, is characteristically prophetic. The
sin of the people is pride. They pay homage to the work of
their hands and trust in their munitions of war. The pro-
phet procléims judgment on such pride. Furthermore, Gray
Imaintains that v lé forms an excellent antithetical paraliel
to the third line of v 19: Yahweh will be exalted, but idols
will perish. The verses that follow explain how idols will
find their way into caverns after men have forsaken them.l3
Fohrer, similérly, does not question the unity of the text
of vv 6-22. Its inner structure, he claims, is bound to-
gether through the description of Yahweh's day.14

Wildberger conjectures that.this teXt qomprises what
was originally four distinct units, namely, v 6, vv 7-9a |
(18) , vv 12-17, and v 19. He claims that the assumption of

continuity between v 6 and v 7 is discredited by the fact

1lpuhm, Jesaia, pp. 17-19.

12r. B. Y. Scott, "The Book of Isaiah," IB, 12 vols
(New York and Nashville: Abingdon, 1956), 5: 182-83.

13Gray, Isaiah, 1: 51-56.

14Georg Fohrer, Das_Buch Jesaija, 2 vols, Zircher
Bibelkommentare (Stuttgart: Zwingli-Verlag Z#rich, 1960),
l: 56.




27
that in v 6 Yahweh is addressed but not in v 7. The catch-
word mgléi only provides a secondary connection between v 6
and vv 7-8. Furthermore, according to Wildberger, v iO is a
variant of v 19 as v 11 is of v 17. --This, coupled with the
fact that vv 9b-10 are missing in a Qumran scroll (VQa), in-
dicates that these verses do not actually belong here.

Vv 12-17 form a completé section, clearly distinct from its
context. V 18 is neither fdrmally nor thematically continu-
ous with vv 12-17. On the other hand, it does not belong
with v 19, but originally it may have formed the conclusion

for vv 7-9a. V 19 is a distinct fragment. Vv 20-21 are re-
interpretations of v 19, and v 22 is a secondary addition.l®

In view of these varying critical points of view on
this text, our discussion céuld proceed along basically two
different courses. Firstly, the literary continuity of the
text could be affirmed along with Gray and Fohrer, and con-
clusions relevant to this thesis could be drawn on that
basis. Secondly, one might agree with Duhm, Scott, and
Wildberger fhat'vv 12-17 are a unit distinct from the other
verses, and draw conclusions accordingly.

If it is maintained that this text is a literary unit,
~ one might still delete vv 9b-10 on the basis that their use
of the imperative is structurally inconsisﬁent with the rest
of the text, and that they are absent from the Qumran scroll

VQa. However, against Wildberger, considerations may be

lSWildberger, Jesaja, 1l: 96.
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brought forward in support of the view that vv 6 and 11 were
originally united with vv 7-9a. Though the second person
singular of the verb in v 6a is not easily accounted for,
“the verse itself provides a suitable introduction of the in-
dictment against the house of Jacob for which Yahweh's judg-
ment shall come (vv 9a and 1l1). Furthermore, v 6 begins the
catalogue of accusations completed in vv 7-8, employing the
same verb, miiéi. Also, v 11 provides a suitable refrain
for vv 6-9a, though, admittedly, it is somewhat repetitious
of v 9a. Seen thus, vv 6-9a and 11 form a satisfactory
strophe.

Vv 12ﬁ;7 form a second strophe. Against those who
would dissociate it from vv 6-~11 oh the basis of the change
in tense from the preterite (v 9a) to the future (v 17), it
may be argued that this does not necessarily evidence a dis-
continuity. Such a dhange in tense is in keeping with the
changé'of subject. The sinfulness of ﬁhe people is de-
scribed as a past and present condition, while Yahweh's day
is predicted as a future judgment on these sinful people.
Furthermore, one can hardly help wondering if modern com-
mentators are not expecting too great a literary consistency
of the ancient author. Can poets be ekpected to adhere
strictly to one tense in the body of a poem?

It has also been noted that in vv 6-8 an indictment
is brought against the house of Jacob on account of its

superstition, materialism, and idolatry, whereas in vv 12-17
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judgment is proclaimed on all that symbolizes pride. Be-
cause of this difference it has been claimed that there is a
thematic discontinuity between these two sections. On the
other”hand, it should be understood that'a'land full of
silver and gold, and horses and chariots (v 7) is a land
that boasts a security of its own making. vThe pride of man
is displayed in his act of worship to the idols which his
own hands have made (& 8). Thus, the description of the
sinful condition of the house of Jacob leads easily into the
refrain of judgment on all such pride. Besides, a question
may be raised against the interpreter's assumption that
demands an altogether smooth and consistent thematic flow
within and between strophes. Perhaps no more should be
expected of the ancient autho; than a fitting flow in his
argumentation.

Finally, against those who would separate this
strophe from tﬁe preceding verses on metrical grounds, it
may be argued that the rhythmic changes do not coincide with
such a division.16

The remaining verses of this text (vv 18-22) are in
such a confused state that it is'impossible to reconstruct
another strophe. V 18 does constitute a good antithetical
parallel for v 1l7c, and man's flight in terror before Yahweh
(vv 19, 21) might well be the result of Yahweh's judgment

on the pride of man. On the other hand, the redundancy of

l6Gray, Isajah, 1: 48-49.
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vv 20-21 and the unintelligibility of v 22 for this context
make these verses difficult to f£it into a strophic pattern.
Fortunately, for our present purposes it is not necessary to
solve the problems of these. last verses.

A cautious conclusion advanced on the basis of this
literary and formal analysis is that vv 6-9a, 11, and
vv 12-17 form two strophes of a poem fragment whose beginning
is lost and whose conclusion is damaged. It must be granted
that these results cannot be considered certain because these
few lines in their presently corrupted condition are inca-
pable of giving the evidence required for a clear demonstra-
tion of their unity.

If it is granted that vv 6-17 are an original unity,
as has been argued, then the pattern of universality and par-
ticularity in a DY context is evident. V 6 indicates clearly
the particular subject of the immediate context. It is "the
house of Jacob." Whether thisvrefers to Northern Israel
alone, or to Northern Israel and Judah, or only to Judah, is
a question that need not be answered in this connexion. The
reference to the house of Jacob in itself is specific and
denotes a particular group of people. On thé other hand,

vv 9a and 11 are more general with respect to their subject.
Humanity (°8dam) and men (°4n5sim) in general will be humi1i-
ated. The declaration of judgment must be understood to
.applf first and foremost to Isaiah®s particular audience,

i.e., to the house of Jacob, but the terminology is general
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and indicates that this judgment is for universal applica-
tion on the pride of all humanity.

" The description of Yahweh's day is also cast in gen-
eral terms. Judgment will-be directed against "all that is
proﬁd and lofty . . . " (vv 12-16). The word kol is repeat-
edly used in each of the phrases which follow. It emphasizes
that judgment will be all-embracing. Judgment is directed
against trees, hills, fortifications, and Ships.f The list
is representative of all the things that symbolize pride and
self-sufficiency. Furthermore, judgment will affect Lebanon,:
Bashan, and Tarshish. Thus, the judgmentvis not localized.
it extends beyond thé borders of Israel to the North and to
the South.17

Fohrer, in reference to vv 6-22, says:
Deutlich-ist ferner, dass das harte Nein zu Israels
Erw8hlungsanspruch und Grésse nicht einem isoliert
lebenden "Gottesvolk, " sondern den "Menschen" tiber-
haupt gilt. Israel is lediglich das konkrete
Beispiel ?gssen, was grunds8tzlich f#ir alle Welt
zutrifft. .

The prophet pronounces judgment first and foremost in‘re—

sponse to the sinful pride of a particular people, but he

simultaneously broadens his conceptual horizons to include

171¢ is significant to note that Tarshish is some-
times identified with Tartessus, Spain, which was a remote
corner of the ancient world. So Gray, Isaiah, 1: 56. If
this interpretation is correct, the scope of the poem is
very broad. On the other hand, some commentators understand
by this term the "ships of Tarshish" which may be in port in
the deepest South, in the Gulf of Agaba. So Wildberger,

Jesaja, 1l: 111.
18Fohrer, Jesaja, l: 56-57.




32
the sinful pride of all mankind.

This conclusion would not be admitted if it were
maintained with Duhm, Scott, and Wildberger that vv 12-17
are a unit distinct from vv-6-11. In that case it could not
be ascertained against whom the judgment of vv 12-17 is
directed in particular. One could speak only of an isolated
oracle of judgment, the scope of which is very general, or
even universal as has already been argued.

Thus, if\the argument is pursued that Isa 2.6-22 is
a literary unity, aside from some additions, this passage is
an exémple of a DY text which exhibits the pattern of univer-
saiity andlparticularity. On the basis of the foregoing
study, this conclusion is-prefefred. If, on the other hand,
vv 12-17 are distinguished from their present context as a
séparate unit, it can still be maintained that these verses
constitute a DY text with a universal perspective. Of fur-
ther significance is the scholarly consensus that this pas-—
sage 1s an early Isaianic composition, and, thus, pre;exilic

in origin.

C ISAIAH XII1I.2-22

At first.sight Isa 13 gives the appearance of a com-
plete-and uncorrupted literary unit warning ofvdisastér that
is coming with the approaching 6f the DY. Nations and king-
doms "from a distant land" and "from the end of the heavens"
(v 5) will be the agents of Yahweh's wrath. His wrath will

be poured out on the whole earth (v 5). This universal
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perspective is brought to a particular focus as the pdem pro-
gresses. The agents of Yahweh's wrath are identified as the
Medes (v 17), and the object of his wrath, as the city of
Babylon (v 19). Thus it appears.that. this. poem also contains
the combination of the DY theme and the pattern of univer-
sality and particularity.

Isa 13.1 acts as a heading to introduce 13.2-14.27,
after which a new formula introduces 14.28-32. Thus the for-
mulae in 13.1 and 14.28 clearly define the outer limifs of a
literary unit. However, most commentators aléo agree that
14.1-4a is to be separated from what precedes in 13,2Q22 on
the grounds that 14.1-4a begins a new theme and is written
prosaically. Thus vv 2-22, though their inner unity is
somewhat disputed, may be treated as the basic unit for our
discussion.

The poem in Isa 13.2-22 is{ for the most part, made
up of carefully balanced distichs. There are tristichs in
each of vv 3, 7-8a (2?), 16, 17, and 18. The first word of
v 8, wénibhilli, constitutes a rather serious irregularity.

It gives a third balancing thought to the two stichs of

v 7, but, because it is only one word, it is hardly suffi-
cient to form a third stich on its own. Outside of this
problem there are no serious difficulties with respect to
poetic balance.

Metrically the poem seems somewhat inconsistent.

Gray observes that vv 2-8 are dominantly in a 3:2 metre,
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whereas the remaining verses are dominantly in 3:3 metre.
He criticizes Duhm who, by "hazardous treatment of the text,"

gets 42 distichs in 3:2 metre.19

Wildberger also recognizes
..-that _the metre is not _a _regular 3:2. _In fact, he finds
guite a variation in metre, including sections in 3:3, 2:2,
and in 3:2 metre. Though this divérsity in metre may suggest
to some that the text is corrupt or that it combines poems
of differing metrical structure,_such conclusions are not
necessary. Wildberger himself assesses, "Wir haben es also
in Kap. 13 mit einem kunstvoll aufgebauten Gedicht zu tun,
in welchem der Wechsel des Versmasses fiir das Verst8ndnis
hilfreiche Akzente setzt."20 Also, D. N. Freedman, in his
analysis of several acrostic poems, has shown convincingly
that lines could vary considerably in length, although
within a prescribed latitude.21 Therefore, metrical consid-
erations such as those offered‘above can hardly be used to
discredit the unity of Isa 13.

Textually Isa 13.2-22 is in excelient condition. On
this basis, as well as for sticho-metric reasons, one might
conclude that the poem has been preserved intact.

From the literary-critical point of view, a serious

difficulty with this poem arises out of the remarkable change

19Gray,,Isaiah, 1: 234,
20yildberger, Jesaja, 2: 509.

21pavid Noel Freedman, "Acrostics and Metrics in
Hebrew Poetry," HTR 65 (1972), 367-92.
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in the scope of reference. In this regard Kaiser says that
the prophecy. of the judgment of the world that is to

take place on the day of Yahweh, and that of the
conquest and destruction of Babylon, are remarkably
intermingled. . . . Obviously the person responsible
~for the chapter as we have it was prepared to tolerate
the tension which results from the interweaving of
prophecies of a local and a universal future event.
The present-day reader is tempted to separate the two
and to ask whether there may not be, underlying
the present text, separate units on which the proto-
apocalyptic redactor\drew.2
Such a statement finds its basis in the following observa-
tions: Vv 2-13 describe an event in which many nations (v 4)
are summoned to execute Yahweh's judgment on the whole earth
(v 5) and on all the proud and wicked men Who'inhabit the
world (v 11). Even the celestial bodies participate in this
event (v 10). The heavens and the earth shake (v 13). 1In
contrast to this, the poem takes on a historical orientation
in v 17, where it is stated that the Medes are being aroused
to execute judgment on Babylon (v 19). Thus, it appears that
the Medes correspond to the many nations being summoned by
Yahweh and that the city of Babylon corresponds to the whole
earth which is to be destroyed (vv 5, 11-13). Such correla-

tions are difficult and require explanation.23

22Kaiser, Isaiah, pp. 8-9. Kaiser makes no attempt to
separate the two strands. His concern is to deal with the
text and its meaning as it stands.

23With regard to %he literary criticism of this text
one more observation should be offered, though it will not.
be considered at length because commentators take little
notice of it. As in Zeph 1 and Isa 2, there is a change
in point of view in this poem. Vv 2, 11-13, and 17 are
written as divine speech in the first person singular,
whereas vv 4-9 speak of Yahweh in the third person singular.
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The position taken with respect to the historical

setting in which the coﬁposition of this poem took place has
implications for the solution of this literary-critical
problem. A few commentators cdnclude that the pbem is
Isaiah's and that his own observations of the world-
political situation occasioned it. According to this view,
'the Assyrians, who weré politically in the forefront during
Isaiéh's time, occupy the foremost position in the poet's
point of view. The greatest difficulty for this iqterpretar
tion is the.fact that Isa 13 lacks reference to Assyria, but
makes reference, instead, to Babylon. For this reason most
commentators deny the authenticity of this chapter. A mes-
sage concerning Babylon would have been.irrelevant as far
as Isaiah was concerned because during his time Babylon
was not a threatening world-power. It is suggested, there-ow
fore, that the poem must have had its origin after the
ascendancy of the_Neb—Babylonian empire. The difficulty for
this point'of view is to explain why the Medes rather than

the Persians are named as the enemy.

I find it quite remarkable that in Zeph 1 and in Isa 2
(especially v 6a) this observation is used as an argument
against the unity of the text, whereas in Isa 13 little
notice is taken of the same phenomenon. Indeed, the uncor-
rupted and unified appearance of Isa 13.2-22 might be taken
as evidence that the ancient poets did not consistently
write from the same point of view, and, therefore, that the
use of "change of person" as a criterion by which the unity
of a text is judged is invalid. This bit of evidence

might be taken into consideration retroactively into the
criticism of Zeph 1 (see above, pp. 6 and 14) and Isa 2
(see above, pp. 23 and 27).




37

In this connexion it is necessary to devote a short
excursus to the discussion of the possible historical

circumstances which may be reflected in Isa 13.24

Excursus

The Medes are first mentioned in the annals of
Shalmaneser ITI (852-824 B.C.) of Assyria. They became an
increasingly important factor in Assyrian politics after the
beginning of the reign of Shalmaneser V (727 B. C.), though
it is "very unlikely that before the reign of Safgon their
primitive tribal organization permitted any concerted polit-

25 By 674 B.C. Esarhaddon ﬁas feeling the

ical action."
threat of Kashtaritu (identified as Phraortes, the son of

Cyéxares 1) who had begun to unite the Mannaeans, Medes, and
Cimmerians. The Assyrians were able to resist the Medes and
their alliesuntil Cyaxares II succeeded his father Phraortes.

Cyaxares II reduced the Persians to vassalage and finally

in 612 B.C. also. captured Nineveh.

24The information that follows in this excursus is
derived from the following sources: William Culican, The
Medes and Persians, Ancient People and Places, 42 (London:
Thames and Hudson, 1965), pp. 31-63; Seth Erlandsson, The
Burden of Babylon: A Study of Isaiah 13:2-14:23, trans.
mainly by George J. Houser, Coniectanea Biblica, 01d Testa-
ment Series 4 (Lund: CWK Gleerup, 1970), historicl excursus
on pp. 86-92; A. T. Olmstead, History of Assyria (New York &
London : Charles Scribner's Sons, 1923), pp. 175-357, 627-44,
and History of the Persian Empire (Chicago: University of
Chicago Press,. 1948), pp. 29-38; and H. W. F. Saggs, The
Greatness that was Babyvlon: A survey of the ancient
civilization of the Tigris-Euphrates valley (London:
Sidgwick and Jackson, 1966) , pp. 105-53. :

25Culican, The Medes and Persians, p. 43.
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Babylon alwéys remained an important city ‘in the
Assyrian Empire. Though held in subjugation, the city was
allowed much freedom, often being ruled by a native prince.
'The Babylonian 'citizens themselves remained loyal to Assyria,
but the city was repeatedly implicatéd in revolts which were
instigated by the surrounding Chaldean tribes. Thus, after
the death of the pfo—Assyrian king of Babylon, Nabu-nasir
(734 B.C.), the Chaldean chieftain Ukinzer revolted against
his successor and eventually eétablished himself as king in
Babylon. Tiglath-Pileser III devastated the territories of
the insurgent Chaldeans and himself assumed the throne of
Babylon (729 B.C.) after having "taken the hands of the god"
in the New Year ceremony in that city. Virtually the same
pattern as set by Ukinzer was repeated when the Chaldean
Merodach-baladan assumed the. throne in Babylon (721 B.C.),
Sargon, after dealing with threats from Syria, Palestine,
and Urartu, forced the Chaldeans out of Babylon and also
"took the hands of the god" (711 B.C.).

Merodach-baladan made ahother bid for the kingship of
Babylén when Sennacherib succeeded Sargon. He had the sup-
port of the Chaldeans, Aramaeans, and Elamites, but he sought
a more widely based coalition againsthssyria. Probably
this was his purpose for sending an embassy to Hezekiah,
king of.Judah (Isa 39, II Kingé 20.12-19). At the New Year
Festival of 703 B.C. Merodach-baladan re—inétated himself in

Babylon and prepared his defence against Assyria. This was

ol
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followed in 701 B.C. by the rebellion of the Palestinian
states, Judah included. Sennacherib restored Assyrian sover—
eignty in both areas in turn, but hardly had the Assyrian
army left Babflon when Merodach-baladan resumed _his. intrigues.
Merodach-baladan died shortly after, but another Chaldaean
leader, Mushezib-Marduk,.continued to cause unrest after the
same style.

Mushezib-Marduk continued to rely on the support of
the Chaldaeans, Aramaeans, and Elamites. Sennacherib first
turned his attention to destroying the power of the Elamites,
and then, finally, in 689 B.C. he'locked the Chaldaean
forces in at Babylon, laid siege to the city and sacked it.
In this respect he departed from previous Assyrian policy
with that city. His successor, Esarhaddon, began the resto-
ration of Babylon and maintained a secure position in it.

In 626 B.C. the Chaldaean leader Nabopolassar
assumed the kingship of Babylon. He engaged in an alliance
with Cyaxares II, king of the Medes, against the Assyrians.
This alliance eventually brought about the fall of Nineveh
in 612 B.C. and, thus, of Assyria.

Apparently Nebuchadrezzar maintained friendly rela-
tions with the Medes, but these relations were definitely
severed after Nabu-na’id ascended to power in 556 B.C.
Through a marriage alliance between the daughter of the
Median Astyages, successor of Cyaxares II, and Cambyses, son

of the Persian Cyrus I, a second Cyrus was born. He became
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king of the Persians in 559 B.C., though still as a vassal
king to Media. In 553 B.C. he joined in an alliance with
Nabu-na”id of BabYloh against the Medes. After this alli-

ance Cyrus II proceeded to.tear the_Median kingdom from the

weakling Astyages while Nabu-na~id occupied himself in

Arabia. With the fall of the Median Empire to Cyrus II, the
Persians found themselves in control of a large empire which
in parts of Mesopotamia laid claims conflicting with Babylon's

imperial claims. It was inevitable that Cyrus II should in

due.time also take over Babylon. Through his propaganda
against Nabu—naDid,,aqd through his conciliating claim that
he was the benefactor of Marduk, Cyrus‘won the loyalty of
ﬁhe Babylonian citizens. As early as 538 B.C; he set for-

ward his oldest son, Cambyses, to "take the hands of the

god" at the New Year Festival in Babylon.

Against the background of this historical sketch the
positions of three interpreters will be evaluated in order to

judge which one best reconstructs what may have beeh the
26

historical Sitz im Leben for Isa 13.
E. J. Kissane, in keeping with his stated intention .

to defend the traditional view of the Isaianic authorship of

-

261 have selected the following three interpreters,
i.e., Edward J. Kissane, The Book of Isaiah Translated from
a Critically Revised Hebrew Text with Commentary, rev. ed.,

2 vols. (Dublin: Browne and Nolan Ltd., 1960); Erlandsson,
The Burden of Babylon; and Wildberger, Jesaja, because they

represent three distinct positions.




e e s 0y N i S e R S AT G AT AT e D Tt e Lk 0SS S S R g e N e A 4 S T T A T T TN T I e T e S e

41
the whole of the Book of Isaiah,27 proposes that Isa 13 is
an authentic prophecy that originally concerned, firstly,
the chastisement of Israel by the Assyrians (vv 2-13) and,

secondly, the rout of thé Assyrian army and the overthrow of

- Nineveh (vv 14-22). He notes that apart from the references
to Babylon and to the Chaldaeans in v 19 the poem has no
concrete historical references. Vv 2-13, in his opinion,

resemble Isaiah's prophecies concerning the ruin of Israel

so closely that if they stood alone there would be no doubt
as to their interpretation. Vv 11-13 do not refer to tﬁe
whole world but only to the land of Israel. Though Kissane
is obliged by his interpretation of vv 2-13 to interpret

vv 11-13 in such a limited sense, he apparently canﬁot escape
the universal implications of these verses. Therefore he
explains that because Yahweh must come down from heaven when
he ihtervenes on earth, every intervention must be a world
judgmént.28 | |

Kissane claims that vv 14-22 are wholly consistent

with the downfall of Assyrla, but not with the downfall of
Babylon, on the grounds that the Babylonians and the Medes
were allies, whereas the Medes and the Assyrians were already

engaged in military confrontations during Isaiah's time

(740-690 B.C.?). One must only recognize that the original

prophecy has been modified to suit a post-Isaianic historical

27Kissane, Isaiah, 1: v.

281hid., 1: 145-54.




42

<

situation by the exchange of the names "Babylon" and
"Chaldaeans" for the original "Nineveh" and “Assyrians"

(v 19), respectively.

Keeping in mind what Isaiah may have known of the con-
temporary political situétion, Kissane's suggestion as to
the historical setting of Isa 13 is plausible. However,
considering that Isaiah was likely off the scene by the time

Esarhaddon faced the threat posed by Kashtaritu and his

allies, it is questionable whether the Medes could already
have been viewed as such a potential threat during his life-

29 ‘Kissane avoids, to some extent, the main literary-

time.
critical problem, i.e., the problem of the conflict between
the particular and universal perspectives, because he no

longer interprets vv 11-13 as referring to the whole world,

nor does he assume a direct 1link between these verses and
v 19. However, the validity of his interpretation must be
seriously questioned. Celestial and terrestrial participa-

tion in this event (vv 10 and 13) suggest a catastrophe on

a very broad scale. Also, it is extremely doubtful that the
Hebrew of these verses could be translated and understood to

refer to some particular land and people. tébé&l (v 11) can

only be translated in a general sense, i.e., "earth" or
" ||3O 2 AY )=Ax " TR :
world. Also, ‘ends and -adam mean "man" in a generic sense.

298ee above, p. 36.

30tgpa1 is usually used in parallel with “eres. Mw;@hm&&

the possible exception of three instances, t&bél, whieh

o
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It should also be asked why Isaiah provided a concrete
geographical reference for vv 14-22 but not for vv 2-13.
Surely the author himself would have wished to guard against
the possible misinterpretation of his poem. As vv 2-22
stand, there is no indication given by the author that
vv 2-13 should be understood as referring to a different
people than vv 14-22. Hence, if such was the author's inten-
tion, misinterpretafioh is almost inevitable. On the basis
of this one consideration alone, Kissane's division of the
text appears very artificial.

Finally, it should be noted that Kissane's interpreta-
tion depends almost totally on his conjectural and gquestion-
able reconstruction of v 19.

Erlandsson, in his detailed discussion of Isa 13.2-
14.23, also defends an early date for the compoSition of this
poem.31' He observes that in Isa 13.19 the text changes
abruptly, i.e., it no longer deals with the affliction of
the wdrld by the horrors of war, but rather with the des-

truction of a city. The °%18hem of v 17 should not be

attested approximately 40 times in the 0ld Testament (BDB),
must always be understood in the larger sense as "earth" or
"world," rather than as "land" or "country."

31Erlandsson, The Burden of Babvlon, pp. 128-66.
He does not commit himself in a straightforward manner to a
defence of the Isaianic authorship of this chapter, but his
leanings in that direction are evident in his sixth chapter,
which he devotes to an analysis of the diction of Isa 13.2-°
14-27 in comparison with that of the rest of the Book of
Isaiah.

The following paragraphs are derived mainly from
Erlandsson's conclusions on pp. 160-66.
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correlated with babel of v 19, but rather with re3a ‘tm and
gégim of v 11. Vv 19-22 form a complete and self-contained
unit thét could be lifted out of its context without disturb-
ing the rest of the poem. Consequently, Erlandsson inter-
prets vv 2-18 as referring to the proud Assyrians and
vv 19-22 as referring to Babylon.

Erlandsson finds a suitable historical setting for
Isa 13 in the conflicts between the Medes and the Assyrians
sometime during or after the ministry of Isaiah. He takes
care to point out that Babylon suffered destruction at the
hands of the Assyrians in 689 B.C., but never at the hands
of the Medes or the Persians. Thus vv 19-22 found their
fulfillment in 689 B.C. They were included with vv 2-18 by
the same author because Babylon was a temptation to Judah to
trust in alliances rather than in Yahweh, as had happened in
the case of Hezekiah's alliance with Merdoch—bélédan (Isa 39,
II Kgé 20.12-19).

Erlandsson supports his case by a detailed comparison
of the vocabulary and motifs of Isa 13.2-14.23 with the rest
of Isaiah 1-39, on the one hand, and with Isa 40-55, on the
oﬁher. He concludes that

it is surprising that anyone could argue that the
language of the Burden of Babylon can be clearly
distinguished from that of "genuine" Isaianic texts
and that an analysis of the diction confirms Is 13 :2-

14:23 to be a late interpolation in Isaiah.

In addition, Erlandsson compares Isa 13.2-14.23 with

321pid., p. 138.
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Jer 50-51 and finds that the author of the latter definitely
made use of the former. The same motifs are applied by
Jer 50-51 in a much more cdncrete manner to the Babylonian

Empire with reference to Nebuchadrezzar and the fall of

Jerusalem. Erlandsson dates Jer 50-51 around 590 B. C. and

establishes this date as the terminus ad quem for the compo-

sition of Isa 13.2-14.23.33

Erlandsson's position avoids several of the objec~

tions raised against Kissane. Erlandsson does not resort to

£he conjectural reconstruction of v 19, nor does he'find it
necessary to give vv 11-13 a narrow interpretation. On the
other hand, the most serious objection raised against
Kissane is also applicable here. Erlandsson claims that
vv 11-13 pertain to the Assyrians while v 19 refers to %.
Babylon. If this is true one must ask, as was asked of
Kissane, why the author himself did not give an explicit
geographical reference in vv 11-13 to avoid confusion. As
the poem now stands, vv 19-22 naturally become a focus from

which it is interpreted. Accordingly, it is most easily

understood as pertaining in its entirety to Babylon. Fur-

thermore, as Erlandsson himself notes, v 19 picks up the

catchword gé?6n from v 11, and v 22 picks up gardb from v 6.

If the author intentionally ‘linked vv 19-22 with vv 2-18
through the use of catchwords, would he not certainly have

avoided the risk of misinterpretation and have provided the

331pid., pp. 154-59.




46

intended referent for vv 2-13?
Erlandsson's analysis of the diction gives his argu-

ment strength, and his comparison of Isa 13.2-14.23 with

Jer 50-51 certainly shows that the date of the composition
of the latter must be established as the terminus ad quem
for the date of the composition of the former. However, fhe
date which he assigns to Jer 50-51 (ca. 590 B. C.) is not

generally accepted, and it is doubtful that the components

of the compilation as it now stands all derive from the same
writer or even from the same period.34
Historically the setting which Erlandsson suggests is

plausible. It is true that the Medes were a threat to the

Assyrians near the end of Isaiah's lifetime and in the years
following. It is also true that Babylon met with destruc-—
tion at the hands of the Assyrians in 689 B. C. However, it
isAfallacious to assume that because Babyion never met with
destructién at the hands of the Medes or Persians, vv 19-22

must be understood against the setting of the destruction

of that city by the Assyrians. Another possibility with

which one must reckon is that the poet actually considered
the Medes a threaf to Babylon around 553 B. C;,35 but that

his prediction concerning their destruction of Babylon never

found fulfillment.

34J; P. Hyatt, "The Book of Jeremiah," IB 5: 1123-24,

35_See above, pp. 38-39.
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Wildberger would understand Isa 13 against the back-
ground of the destruction of Jerusalem by Babylon, and of
the exilic period before Cyrus II entered Babylon in
538 B. C.36 Though v 17 specifies the Medes as the agents
of destruction, the Medes and the Persians collectively may
have been meant since these names were often interchanged
for lack of precise historical knowledge. However,
Wildberger also considers it plausible that the author wrote
before Persia swallowed ﬁp the empire of the Medes, when
Babylon actually felt threatened by, and bolstered her de-
fences against, the Medes.
Wildberger does not doubt the unity of the text:
So verschiedener Herkunft die Bausteine sein mdgen,
die zum Aufbau der Drohung verwendet wurden, so
gewiss ist das Gedicht doch eine gedanklich ge-
schlossene Einheit.
The text is tied together in the correspondence between
vv 2-5 and v 17, and between vv 7-16 and v 19, where the
latter verses in each case complete the information lacking
in the former. Wildberger does not raise any question in
connexion with the transition from the universal scope in
vv 11-13 to the particular in v 19. Against Kissane he
urges that it is not justifiable to excise "Babylon" and

"Chaldaeans" from v 19, and that there is no good ground for

the idea that the poem concerned Assyria rather than Babylon.

36Wildberger, Jesaja, 2: 507-11.

371pid., 2:508.
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Against Erlandsson he argues that the fact that the Medes or
the Persians never destroyed Babylon does not diminish the

possibility that such was envisioned by a prophet before

538 B. C. He admits the validity of Erlandsson's diction
studies, but argues that one must simply assume that the

author of Isa 13 was familiar with and influenced by the

Isaianic tradition.

Wildberger's judgment concerning the historical set-

ting of this text is attractive. Hdwever, if the author
wrote before 538 B. C., it is ratﬁer déubtful that he would
mistakenly have referred to the Medes and the Persians with
the single term "Medes" since he would have been aware of
the hostilities between the Medes and the Persians and would
not have identified the two under one name, particularly not
as the Medes.38 Iﬁ is more plausible to accept Wildberger's
alternate suggestion that the historical setting is actually

before the time of the Persian's conquest of the Median

Empire. Though the Medes and the Babylonians were allies

against Assyria, and though friendly relations persisted
throughout the reign of Nebuchadrezzar, the fact that
Nabu-na?id entered an alliance with Persia against the Medes

in 553 B. C. testifies to the potential threat of the Median

Empire to Babylon. Thus, the years before and around
553 B. C., when the Median Empire was at its zenith, are

suitable to the material as found in Isa 13. 1In this

38

Erlandsson,. The Burden of Babvlon, p. 1l64.
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connexion, A. T. Olmstead, referring to Jer 13, 50, and 51,
says that during the time of Nabu-na?id "disaffected Jewish
captives were predicting the fall of Babylon at the hands of
the warlike Medes,,but, as so often, they were disap-
pointed."39

Wildberger's treatment of Isa 13 is probably the most
satisfying of the alternatives discussed above. The histor-
ical setting which he proposes permits adequate explanation
of the various factors in the text. It allows v 19 to be‘
retained as it stands in the text, against Kissane. The
reference to the Medes seems altogether appropriate in view
of the fact that around 553 B. C. theirs was a large empire
capable of providing a real threat to Babylonian indepen=
dence. The description of the armies in vv 4-5 suggests the
mountainous homeland of the Medes and the varied national
backgrounds of the troops of the imperial Median army, and
it recalls the Assyrian inscriptions which speak of "'the
Medes dweliing far off! whoée empire reached 'from the ris-
ing of the sun'. . . to the ridge of the Bikni mountains."40
The generalized, or even universgl sphere, in which judgment
is to take.place accords in a hyperbolical sense with the
sphere in which the world-dominion of Babylon was exercised.

There is little-difficulty in following the suthor as he

first pronounces doom on the whole of that empire and then

39Olmstead,.History of the Persian Empire; p. 37.

40Erlandsson, The Burden of Babylon, p. 86.
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shifts his focus to its capital. Wildberger's treatment
avoidé the problems incurred.by Kissane and Erlandsson when
they distinguish two spheres (Israel and Assyria, or Assyria
and Babylon) upon which judgment is to fall, even though the
text specifically mentions only one.

If it is granted that vv 2-22 are an unbroken unit
concefning the coming of the DY against Babylon, then this
also is a DY fext that is characterized by the pattern of
universality and particularity. This is true in two re-~
spects. Firstly, vv 4-5 suggest a widespread gathering of
nations and kingdoms to war, but v 17 specifies the Medes.
Secondly, v 5 says that the whole earth will be destroyed.
Vv 11-13 say that the world (t8bE€l) will be punished and
indicate that the wicked (rééécfm), man (?8nd$), and mankind
(’3d3m) will meet their doom. This must be contrasted with
v 19 where the city of Babylon is singled out as the centre
on which this catastrophe will be chcentrated.

However, even if Kissane's or Erlandsson's positions
were adopted, the same pattern -would still be evident. Both
cfitics alike distinguish two dis£inct units with different
geographical references, but they recognize that a thematic
relationship is maintained between the two sections. Fur-
thermore, both critics assign both units and their combina-
tion with each other to one author. Therefore, for our pur-
poses, the chapter as a whole would have to be viewed as a

literary unit. The pattern of universality and particularity
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is to be seen in- the contrast between vv 4-5, which speak of
the widespread géthering of nations to war, and v 17, which
specifies the Medes. Furthermore, vv 5, 11-13 express a
universal judgment even though their particular focus,
according to Kissane, is on Israel, or according to
Erlandsson, on Assyria. Finally, attention is also directed
specifically towards Nineveh, according to Kissane, or
Babylon, according to Erlandsson (v 19).

Kissane and Erlandsson both consider Isa 13 to be
authentic, though Erlandsson is not firmly committed to this
position. In any case, Erlandsson would still date the poem
to the period before 59O B. C. TIf this were accepted,

Isa 13 would be‘the second pre-exilic text (Isa 2.6-22 being.
the first) in which the QX_theme‘and the pattern of univer-
sality and particularity were found in collocation. On the
other hand, according to Wildberger's dating of the poem,
Isa 13 is found to be a poem exhibiting this combination of
the pattern and the DY theme originating in the exilic
period. |

Scott and Fohrer also assign Isa 13.2-22 to the late
exilic period.41 This date, in itself, does not seem too
unlikely. However, the criteria by which Scott and Fohrer
reach their conclusion are similar in kind to the onesgused
by those interpreters who deny the authenticity of

Zeph 1.2-3, 17-18. In both cases the scholars claim that

4lFohrer, Jesaja, 1: 165; and Scott, Isaiah, 5: 255,




52
certain ideology is inconsonant with prophetic thought of
the pre-exilic era. Therefore, it would seem appropriate
in this connexion to evaluate Scott's and Fohrer's position.
Scott will be cited as representative of both.

X Scott emphasizes that Isa 13 portrays an end-time
judgment. According to him the picture of the DY
does not correspond to Isaiah's ih 2:10-22, but
rather to the later eschatological expectations of
universal judgment and catastrophe as found in
characteristic form inserted in several prophetic
books: cf. 24:1-12, 17-23; 34:1-4, 10-15; Joel 2:1-
11, 30-32 (Hebrew 3:3-5); 3::9-16 (Hebrew 4:9-16);
Zeph 1:14-18; 3:8; Zech 14:2, 6; for other doom
oracles on Babylon in similar settings cf.
21:1-9; Jer 50:1-513:58.42
The darkening of the heavenly bodies and the stipulation
that sinners, not enemies, are the object of Yahweh's wrath
are characteristic features in the description of the cata-
clysm of the end-time judgment, according to Scott.43
Therefore, since these concepts are more consonant with the
ideolbgy of a later period, he dates Isa 13 to the late
exilic period. However, it is questionable whether we are
actually familiar enough with the development of ideas among
the ancient prophets to reach such conclusions.
Contrary to Scott's c¢laim, Isa 2.10--22, like

Isa 13.2-22, depicts a universal judgment. This has been

argued particularly with reference to 2.12—17.44' Thus, in
1

423c0tt, Isaiah, 5: 255.

431pid., 5: 256.

44See above, pp. 30-31.
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this respect there is continuity between these two descrip-
tions of the DY. Furthermore, bearing in mind the associa-
tion of the motifs of holy war with the 21,45 it is instruc-
tive to compare the war song of Ps 68 which also suggests a
generalized scope in vv 13 and 1546 in its use of mélékim.47

Scott notes that sinners rather than enemies are the
object of Yahweh's wrath in Isa 13. On the other_hand,

Isa 2.6-22 also directs judgment againsf sinners, specif-
ically the proud and haughty. In this respect it is
directly comparable with Isa 13.l1lc and 19a-b which also
make reference to the sin of pride. Thus Isa 13 again
shares the motif of the older DY poem. Again, Ps 68.21
should be compared.

Scott also distinguishes celestial participation as
described in v 10 as a feature of the later descriptions of
end-time judgment. It is easily shown that the participa-
tion of heavenly bodies was a motif of ancient holy war. In
Judg 5.20 it is said that the stars fought against Sisera.
In Josh 10.12-13 it is said that the sun and the moon stood

still during the battle of Israel with the Amorites -

45As Gerhard von Rad has shown in "The Origin of the
Concept of the Day of Yahweh," JSS 4 (1959), 97-107. '

46The vergification of BHK is being followed wherever
it differs from that of the English Bibles.

'47Ps 68 is quite commonly dated to the pre-exilic
period though parts of it are sometimes considered to be of
later origin.
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(c£. Hab 3.11).48 The motif of celestial participation is
also found in the context of another older DY text.
Amos 8.9-10 has in common with the DY text in 5.18-27 refer—
ences to darkness and festivals; It also belongs to the DY
complex. It contains the statement, "I will make the sun go
down at noon." Clearly this is celestial partiéipation in
the,glg |

It may be argued, fufthermore, that Isa 13 contéins
many motifs commonly'fouﬁd ih the context of ancient pas-
sages cpncerning holy war. Closely related to the motif of
celestial participation is that of the gquaking of the earth
and the trembling of the heavens as found in v 13. (Most
commentators think that the DY poem of Isa 2.12-17 is des-
criptive of an earthquake which Isaiah experienced.) This
same motif is found in'II Sam 22.8=Ps 18.8, I Sam 14.5,
Ps 68.8, and Judg 5.4-5.%°

In the ancient concept of holy war the armies were

50

considered Yahweh's army. The pronominal suffixes in

!

So Patrick D. Miller in The Divine Warrior in
Farly Israel, Harvard Semitic Monographs, 5 (Cambridge:
Harvard University Press, 1973), p. 98 in reference to
Judg 5.20 and pp. 126-27 in reference to Josh 10.12-13.

49Miller also recognizes this in his comments on
these various passages. He emphasizes the use of this motif

as an element in the description of the theophany of Yahweh.-

50Gerhard von Rad, Der Heilige Krieqg im Alten Israel,

- 3rd. ed. (G8ttingen : Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1958), p. 7.
Rather than listing biblical references in support of these
statements concerning the motifs of holy war, the reader is.
directed to von Rad's book where extensive lists are given.
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Isa 13.3 indicate that the same concept is present here.
However, this verse is also capable of an expanded inter-
pretation. 1In holy war Yahweh's heavenly hosts could also
enter combat, aé is seen in Ps 68.17 and Josh 5.13-15
(cf. Gen 32.2-3, and 2 Sam 5.22-25) , and, apparently, in
Isa 13, too, they are being summoned.5l The armies come
"from the end of the heavens" (v 5b). This phrase is equiv-
alent to: "the ends of the earth," but the change in wording
so colours the concept that it suggests‘that a heavenly army
is being summoned. In this connexion Wildberger says, "Das
alte Israel rechnet also damit, dass bei den Kriegen Israels
ein