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Editor’s Introduction

“The author of the History of the Hebrew Monarchy has brought a very
acute mind, familiar with knowledge that lies beyond the range of ordi-
nary scholarship, to the task of combining and interpreting the antique and
fragmentary records, which contain the only materials for his work. The
facts so elicited, he has read in the clear light of modern intelligence and
humanity, and without hesitation or disguise has estimated at their just
moral value.”

—John James Taylor,1

Professor of Ecclesiastical History,
Manchester New College, 1848.

“If some impression has been made on the minds of a few thoughtful and
serious persons by the perusal of Mr. Newman’s Hebrew Monarchy, it
must be ascribed rather to the author’s reputation for ability and learning,
than to any evidence of either which the volume itself affords.”

—Richard Whately,2

Archbishop, Church of England,
Dublin, 1851.

“As a mere statement of facts, it is mainly well enough, and when wrong
may be set right by a reference to the original records; but in its criticism
upon the sources from which those facts are drawn, in its judgments upon
the characters and actions which pass before us in the course of his nar-
rative, in its allusions to other portions of the word of God, in its whole
theory of the divine economy of the Old Testament, and its relation to the
gospel, it is only evil and that continually. It could not well be more
ruinous than it is.”

—Anonymous American Reviewer,
1851.3
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“Mr. Francis Newman, in his Hebrew Monarchy, is historically consistent
in his expositions, which have not been controverted by any serious argu-
ment; but his mind seems to fail in the Ideal element; else he would see,
that the typical ideas (of patience or of glory) in the Old Testament, find
their culminating fulfilment in the New.”

—Rowland Williams,4

Professor of Hebrew,
St. David’s College, Lampeter, 1860.

“His History of the Hebrew Monarchy, written about the middle of the
century, . . . remains to this day one of the clearest and most interesting and
authoritative accounts of that people. To most readers of the time of its
first publication it must have seemed a daringly iconoclastic work, and
even now there are many who would follow some of its pages with bated
breath. Yet neither its fairness, its lack of prejudice, nor its scholarly
foundations can be in question, and combined with these traits it has
qualities of style which must give it a lasting value for the popular reader.”

—Thomas Kelly Cheyne,5

Professor of Scripture Interpretation,
Oriel College, Oxford, 1908.

I.

The remarks of T. K. Cheyne—which conclude the above catena of critical
responses to F. W. Newman’s History of the Hebrew Monarchy, from the Adminis-
tration of Samuel to the Babylonish Captivity—were made sixty years after its
initial publication in 1847 and, with little emendation, could be repeated today.
Any reader who wants a quick overview of the biblical history based upon critical
foundations, without the abundance of detail and explanations necessary to
establish those foundations, who wants an author that is capable of appreciating
and empathizing with the religious and moral sentiment found within the biblical
text, without attempting to read that text as invariably religious and moral, who
wants an author to be critical of apologetic readings of the text, without ever
expressing himself in language that is vulgar, flippant, or sarcastic,—any reader
who is looking for these qualities, rare in combination, will particularly welcome
Newman’s History. Even so, these were the same qualities that made this work
appear to contemporary Christian readers as peculiarly dangerous.

Newman made available to the average educated English reader the results of
the most advanced contemporary Old Testament scholarship. Had Newman taken
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the trouble to re-establish the critical foundations upon which his work was built,
his narrative would have lost its brevity and flow. It would have required publi-
cation in multiple volumes and would have been of interest only to an academic
audience. But, with much of the latest critical scholarship on the Bible already
translated into English, Newman recognized that, for the popular reader, the
pressing need was an application, not a reiteration, of that scholarship. At the same
time, Newman was also aware that he had to provide sufficient detail and references
to support the credibility of his interpretive reading. His task was to strike a balance
between these two, somewhat opposite, necessities, and modern readers will
generally concur that he accomplished this task quite well. Newman’s approach,
however, made it possible for his evangelical critics to dismiss his work on the
grounds that he had not established the critical presuppositions upon which it is
based. He had failed to prove, for example, that the biblical accounts of miraculous
events could not be read as history; moreover, he had made use of the conclusions
of modern textual criticism—such as the distinction between Isaiah and the later
prophet whose work is appended to Isaiah’s—without first clearly demonstrating
the bases of those conclusions. The common evangelical complaint was, in other
words, that Newman had run too fast and too far ahead.

 Had the History of the Hebrew Monarchy been written by one without evident
religious sensibilities and moral earnestness, its conclusions could have been
dismissed not only as unproven, but as being, in fact, no more than postulates of
atheism or infidelity. Newman, however, had demonstrated that the results of the
most modern biblical scholarship, destructive to traditional or orthodox notions,
could be maintained without injury to theism, religious devotion, and morals. This
made the History seem particularly dangerous to evangelicals who believed their
relationship with God dependant upon particular convictions regarding biblical
inspiration and inerrancy. Since Newman appeared to be offering assurances that
the fruit of higher criticism would in no way diminish the love of God, as manifested
in goodness and truth, but—on the contrary—only provide clarity in recognizing
these attributes, evangelical leaders felt called upon to denounce the History as the
serpent’s declaration “Ye shall not surely die!” (Gen. 3. 4). Loyalty to the faith of
their fathers demanded that they stop their ears, turn their heads, and denounce the
voice that threatened to beguile them. In fact, Newman’s subsequent history, his
renunciation of the name “Christian” and his public assault on the doctrine of the
moral perfection of Jesus, appeared to justify their reaction and reinforced, as a
Christian duty, their commitment never to read anything from his pen.

This evangelical boycott of Newman’s works, mainly supported through mis-
representation and prejudice, explains why Cheyne entirely avoided any mention
of the History in his Founders of Old Testament Criticism (1893). Initially we may
suppose that, as Cheyne’s influential series of studies is limited to a discussion of
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“founders,” and as Newman was not so much a founder as a popularizer, Cheyne
had no suitable opportunity to introduce the History into his book. But when we
read the following, we are forced to confess that this supposition, however plausi-
ble, cannot stand:

We have already seen that at the end of the eighteenth century a Cambridge
professor (H. Lloyd) attempted to obtain episcopal and academical sanction for a
translation of Eichhorn’s Introduction to the Old Testament. To his great surprise
(but not to ours) the attempt failed. . . . At length, in 1862, the hour came, and the
man; and, strange to say, the champion was a bishop—and though neither a great
Hebrew scholar, nor a critic trained in historical investigations, he was at any rate
free from the influences adverse to history which proceeded from the philosophy
of Coleridge. It was John William Colenso who reopened the suspended inter-
course between the critical students of England and the continent; for I shall
hardly be called upon to admit that the timid adhesion of Dr. Samuel Davidson in
1859 to the critical analysis of the Pentateuch in some not very clearly defined
form entitles him to a higher title (at least in the present connexion) than that of a
precursor.6

There is nothing timid in Newman’s adherence to the principles of the higher
criticism, and yet it would appear that Newman does not even warrant recognition
as a “precursor.” In fact, a reader unfamiliar with the later remarks by Cheyne
might easily assume that, in his estimation, the History is insignificant. At any rate,
the honor of reopening the critical intercourse of biblical scholarship—suspended
since the decline of British deism—is awarded without hesitation to Colenso. The
reader should observe, however, that Cheyne’s purpose in these studies is to
diminish the apprehension felt by his Oxford students toward advanced biblical
criticism. Several passages suggest that the most the professor could hope to
accomplish was to persuade his students to read the profound, yet eminently
ecclesiastical, Ewald.7 With this end in view, it was entirely in Cheyne’s interest to
exaggerate the importance of the Bishop of Natal and to ignore the more radical and
controversial Newman. Indeed, had Cheyne, in the context of these studies, given
to Newman’s History the praise he afterwards felt free to bestow upon it, he would
have risked forfeiting his students’ trust, solidifying their prejudices, and failing in
his object. Thus, Cheyne’s Founders cannot be fairly appealed to as derogating
from the significance of Newman; rather, it merely confirms what we already know
of his reputation.

Scientists and abstract philosophers can never run so fast or so far in advance
that time will not catch up. If ignored and vilified in their own age, they will be
honored and vindicated in the next. This observation cannot be made in regard to
philosophical historians. Their philosophy may be in advance of their age, but their
history, when most advanced, is never more than current—for history deals in the
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concrete and cannot anticipate the research and findings of tomorrow—and when
the spirit of the age catches up to their philosophy, it finds their history no longer
current. For illustration of this point, we need only consider Newman’s treatment
of 2 Kings 6.8–7.6. Newman finds the whole account of the Syrian (Aramæan)
siege of Samaria to be historically unreliable, and when the biblical narrator pre-
tends to account for the Syrian’s sudden lifting of the siege by positing rumor of a
Hittite advance, Newman thinks the narrator merely guessing. In a footnote, our
author adds, “No Hittite kings can have compared in power with the king of
Judah.”8 This was a rash and gratuitous remark, and when, in the 1860s, cuneiform
inscriptions at Hamath were discovered to refer to the Hittites as a military power
contemporary with the Syrian threat, Newman’s evangelical adversaries were
delighted. They castigated Newman as unreasonably prejudiced against the vera-
city of the biblical narrator, and heralded the inscriptions as proving the historical
reliability of the Bible.9 But this is not the end of the story. The archaeological and
literary research of the past one hundred and fifty years has added much to our
knowledge of the period and its peoples. In general, it has vindicated Newman’s
historical skepticism, and for some of the same reasons to which Newman had
alluded. As the narrative of the siege falls within a series of disconnected anecdotes
about Elisha, it necessarily is tainted by the legendary and mythical character of
those stories. Moreover, Newman’s simple observation that the text often refers to
“king of Israel” or “king of Judah” without identifying any particular monarch has,
more recently, been developed into the theory that this want of period-specificity
in the prophet stories not only facilitated their integration by the biblical compiler,
but also allowed him to more artfully interweave the stories by simply replacing
“king of —” with the name of whatever monarch seemed most historically appro-
priate. In the same way, the biblical historian used the name of a known king of
Syria, “Benhadad,” generically in reference to any unknown king of Syria.10 For all
of these reasons, the account of the siege of Samaria cannot be read as history—
despite the Hamath inscriptions. As a philosopher of history, Newman has been
vindicated. Given the evidences available to him, Newman’s skepticism can now
be fully appreciated. But the advancements made in archaeological and anthropo-
logical science now suggests to many that the attempt to extract any actual history
from the biblical record is vain. Thomas L. Thompson, for instance, argues that the
biblical texts are “historically useful for what they imply about the author’s present,
and about the knowledge available to him and his contemporaries, not for their
author’s claim about any projected past.”11 Yet, Thompson’s reduction of the
narratives to only theology and literature is an extreme reaction against the “naive
historical realism” of archaeologists who enter the field with spade in one hand and
Bible in the other. Thompson’s approach begs the questions, “What knowledge
was available to the biblical narrators and their contemporaries? From whence did
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it come? How was it originally produced?” These are questions of history, and if
we ignore them by rigidly adhering to the methodological restraints suggested by
Thompson, would we not be guilty of an equally naive historical nihilism?

Biblical historians are now often defined by their position relative to two
extreme camps: the maximalists, “who accept the biblical text unless it can be
proved wrong,” and the minimalists, “who accept the biblical text only when it can
be confirmed from other sources.”12 Most modern readers situate themselves
somewhere between these extremes, and that is just where they will find Newman.
The minimalist whose sole interest is in the most up-to-date extra-biblical record of
ancient Israel might look elsewhere, as might also the maximalist, whose interest
is in a scientifically improved synopsis of biblical history. But most of us will
identify with Newman; there is a timeliness in his philosophy, and it is this time-
liness that makes the spirit of his inquiry eminently stimulating to our own. The
History of the Hebrew Monarchy engages, challenges, and provokes; it refuses to
leave us where it found us, but politely declines to determine our destination. For
the purpose of facilitating discussion among a group of young adults interested in
its subject, Newman’s book is uniquely suitable and quite irreplaceable.

II.

Still, there is more to the History of the Hebrew Monarchy than its current
relevance and utility. Taking a biographical approach, one might explore how this
work fits into the context of the author’s development and life’s work, as well as
how it reflects his personal experiences. A student of the religious literature of
nineteenth-century Britain might also consider how Newman applies advanced
biblical criticism in a concerted effort to break into pieces the idols then being
worshiped on the high places of Victorian culture. A satisfactory biography of
Newman has yet to be written, but the loose and scattered details we possess
provide certain details and hints to aid us in a deeper appreciation of his History.

Francis William Newman (1805–1897), the youngest of three brothers—the
oldest being John Henry, afterwards Cardinal—was the son of a London banker
and freethinker, John, and his wife, Jemima (née Fourdrinier), a woman of evan-
gelical piety and a descendant of Huguenots who had fled to England upon the
repeal of the Edict of Nantes. Newman, it is fair to say, was nurtured on the Old
Testament. Before he could read, its stories were associated in his mind with his
mother’s sweet voice and a special book with gilded pages, filled with things
ancient and wonderful and opened only in a spirit of reverence and awe.

At the age of seven Newman was sent to the preparatory school of Great
Ealing, London. Within four years he was studying the Bible independently. His
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dividing line between priest and prophet in the first place, and for the answer it
would appear that we must look to the most defining experience of Newman’s own
spirituality.

It is there, in the context of Newman’s early religious development, that we
first took note of the two disparate paths, the one taken by John, the other by him-
self. Yet, neither of the brothers really chose his path so much as he was chosen by
it. Characteristically, Newman accounted for the separation between himself and
John by suggesting differences in “first principles” as the primary factor.69 But
Newman’s experience of the division was essentially spiritual, not logical, and
none of Taylor’s arguments could weaken the force of what Newman felt from the
depth of his soul to be true—that it was as impossible for any Priest (who expected
Forms to command  the Spirit) to become a Prophet, as it was for a Prophet (who
expected the Spirit to command, if not to supercede, Forms) to become a Priest. If
we accept John’s account of his religious development, as given in the Apologia
pro Vita Sua (1864), we may believe that he was made a priest, and perhaps even
a Roman Catholic priest, by certain innate or God-sent impulses that guided his
will. And, if we accept the account that Newman gives of his own development in
Phases of Faith (1850), we may believe that the unremitting pressure of the divine
logos gradually parted him from every exterior source of religious authority until,
finally, he was made to listen exclusively to the interior voice of the Spirit.
Unfortunately, in Phases of Faith, we see Newman only as he is in the school of the
prophets, not as he is after graduation. But, in his subsequent life, from the
publication of The Crimes of the House of Hapsburg against Its Own Liege
Subjects (1853) to A Christian Commonwealth (1883), in his hundreds of articles
and speeches against various abuses of political power, we see the prophet at his
work. If, therefore, we would have an Apologia for Newman’s life as a prophet, we
shall find it, as in a palimpsest, within A History of the Hebrew Monarchy.

Notes

1. [John James Taylor,] “Hebrew History,” The Prospective Review 13 (January 1848): 1-
33, 3.

2. [Richard Whately,] “The Old Testament: Newman and Greg,” The North British
Review 16 (November 1851): 119-48, 119. Walter S. Houghton, in his Wellesley Index to
Victorian Periodicals, identifies Bonamy Price as the author; however, since Newman
himself had a letter from the editor of the NBR admitting Whately’s penmanship (Letter of
Newman to John Chapman [28 Sept. 1857], Special Collections, Beineke Library, Yale U.),
and since Newman’s public declaration of the same (in the 2nd ed. of his History [1853])
never received a challenge, it would appear—whatever weight Houghton’s source may have
to the contrary—that Whately was, in fact, the author. Moreover, John Rickards Mozley, in
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HISTORY
OF

THE HEBREW MONARCHY.
__________

CHAPTER I.
THE LAND AND TRIBES OF ISRAEL—
AGRICULTURAL AND OTHER SOCIAL

INSTITUTIONS—THE BORDER COUNTRIES.

FEW nations which have put forth a wide and enduring influence upon others,
proclaim themselves to have been indigenous1 on the land of their celebrity.
Tradition for the most part points back to a time at which they dispossessed
earlier inhabitants, who, as hereditary enemies, are sure to be drawn in unfa-
vourable colours, whether as unfaithful allies, brutish savages, ferocious
giants, or again, as impure, heretical, or atheistical unbelievers. Where the
country consists of extensive plains, with no frontier difficult to pass, its older
occupants more readily migrate under the pressure of an enemy, and the
whole nation may really disappear. But in this case, the resistance is generally
less lingering and the traditions of war vaguer. In a hilly or mountainous
country, on the contrary, the invaders seldom succeed in doing more than
driving the former possessors of the soil into their natural fastnesses; where,

1. The great civilized nations, which, from the absence of all earlier traditions, we
vaguely name indigenous, are principally the Egyptians, the Indians, and the Chinese.
What Strabo says of India might as truly be said of all,—that they have neither received
nor sent out colonies; though Indians and Chinese emigrate largely as individuals.
Masses so great have inevitably affected the barbarous tribes around them; yet their
external influence has been small in proportion to their means. China has subdued
Mongolia only by being subdued.

5

10

19



after long maintaining themselves in independence, nothing is commoner
than that they should finally be blended with the victorious nation, and having
adopted its manners, its religion, its tongue, should boast of its triumphs as
their own, and moralize over the utter extirpation of the tribes whose lineal
descendants they themselves are.

Many of these phenomena may be observed in the history of the Hebrew
nation, whose origin was2 referred to their great ancestor Abraham, a Chaldee
by birth and language, and progenitor not only of Israel but of the Hagarenes
and Edomites; while from Lot, his nephew and associate, were derived the
contiguous nations of Ammon and Moab. But the history of the Israelites is
distinguished from that of their neighbours by their early migration to Egypt
and their eventful return; in the course of which an entirely new impress is
supposed to have been left upon them under the agency of Moses, as the
peculiar people of JEHOVAH. The tongue of Canaan or of Chaldea had been
carried with them to Egypt; but in that country they were reduced to miserable
bond-slaves, so mixed up with the Egyptian population, that even in birth their
infants were liable to be murdered by their oppressors. If this account can be
at all trusted, it is difficult to avoid the inference, that, like other slave popu-
lations, they lost their own language, and therefore brought back with them
into Canaan the Egyptian tongue.3 Be this as it may, at any rate the invaders
either kept or in course of time gained a Canaanitish speech, not untinctured
by Egyptian words. The other Canaanites named them Hebrews; a word which
the Alexandrine translators of Genesis seem rightly to connect with the idea

2. I decline the task of discussing these genealogies minutely. They may be true:
yet no stress is to be laid upon them, since from the nature of the case they cannot be
proved. The details concerning Lot’s incest are so evidently an invention of national
enmity, as to throw some discredit on the rest of the genealogy.

3. This opinion is maintained by the Rev. Dr. Giles in his Hebrew Records, p. 173.
The conclusion may be reasonably doubted by any who regard the tale of Hebrew
bondage in Egypt to be much exaggerated in the details of the book of Exodus; yet to
balance the probabilities is to me exceedingly hard.

[fn. added, 2nd ed.]
the Hagarites and Edomites; . . . . [rev. 2nd ed.]
The tongue of Canaan had been . . . . [rev. 2nd ed.]
to Egypt, and was brought back with but little change; so that they communicated

with every nation of Canaan without an interpreter, and, in contrast to Egyptians, must
have felt as in the midst of their own people. As their numbers . . . . [rev. 2nd ed.]

[fn. added, 2nd ed.]
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of being or coming across a river;4 nor is it unreasonable to believe that
they first obtained this name, when their proper seat was conceived of by the
Canaanites as on the east of Jordan. As their numbers were by no means such
as to be able to occupy the country on both banks, they had no sooner ob-
tained an adequate settlement in its various parts, than peaceful tendencies
began to prevail over the aversion which religion excited in at least the principal
leaders of Israel; and coalitions, which were generally reprobated by a distant
posterity, arose between the armies of Jehovah and the families of Canaan.

The land over the fairest parts of which they had spread themselves, was
critically situated in the ancient world, and had remarkable peculiarities of its
own. It was the highway for armies between Egypt and all the great countries of
Western Asia; a fact, the importance of which was not felt in the earlier stages
of Hebrew history, but which, from the time that Assyria rose into power,
mainly influenced the whole external destiny of the nation. The land itself is
naturally very deficient in facilities for general communication, and in any
well-marked frontier; and except when grasped in some more widely-spread
dominion, it appears calculated to foster numerous small principalities or
republics. The sea-coast on its western side runs nearly northward, though
inclining to the east: two sets of highlands range north and south, between
which is the valley of the river Jordan, a very remarkable depression. The
streams run off from both sides of the western highlands, into the sea and into
the Jordan, but are nowhere navigable nor of any magnitude. Nor did the coast
afford many harbours able to accommodate even the little vessels of early
navigation, until it reached the immediate neighbourhood of the Phœnicians,
whose experience taught them beyond what point they must not covet its

4. Gen. xiv. 13, the Hebrew is rendered �������	�
�. The Hebrew and Arabic root
”Eber, whence the name ”Ebri (Hebrew) comes, means, to cross or to be across a
river. In the later geography of Palestine the east bank of Jordan was called ������
�,
which significantly confirms the belief that the people of Moses, when settled on that
district, were called for the same reason Hebrews by their western neighbours. Those
who suppose Abraham to have been called a Hebrew, as the book of Genesis repre-
sents, must interpret the word of his have crossed the Euphrates: but this was not a
present visible fact, to impress the people’s imagination, and lead to a name. The Jewish
notion that Abraham specifically was so called from his distant ancestor Heber, merely
shows how undiscriminating in these matters is popular opinion.

[fn. added, 2nd ed.]
to occupy the land, they . . . . [rev. 2nd ed.]
Jehovah and the sons and daughters of Canaan. [rev. 2nd ed.]
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possession. The district theoretically assigned to the tribe of Asher5 runs
north as far as Sidon, including Tyre with all its villages; but in fact neither
Zebulon nor Asher seems ever to have possessed even the important city
and harbour of Accho (Ptolemaïs or Acre), south of which, the bay of Accho,
bounded by Carmel, belonged to Zebulon. Yet it is probable that the Tyrians
did not grudge to them either the mainland or the havenless shore, but were
satisfied to maintain themselves in fortified sea-ports, and keep up peaceful
relations with the agricultural Asherites. The sea-coast allotted to Dan and
Simeon, from Joppa southward, was yet to be conquered, though maritime
Danites are once alluded to (Judges v. 17); so that with trifling exception the
Israelitish nation was shut up on to the continent.

The Jordan, which gives to Canaan so peculiar a character, might have
seemed the natural centre of the whole country; since the warmth and fertility
of its well-watered basin, and the ease of keeping up communication along it,
appear to award its possession to a single power, and to give to that power
large home-resources. But in fact it rather separated than united the children
of Israel. The tribes to whom its eastern side was conceded found the open
highlands very favourable to pasturage; and having brought with them out of
Egypt the habits of shepherds, would not renounce that independent, roving,
and marauding life to become laborious tillers of fertile plains, whose crops
must always be exposed to the inroads of their pastoral neighbours. A sharp
line of division, which affected the whole subsequent history, was thus drawn
between the western agriculturists and the eastern or grazier tribes of Israel.
These were, the Reubenites on the south; the Gadites above them; and, still
farther to the north, the half-tribe of Manasseh, which, though warlike and
adventurous, seldom took any eager interest in the welfare of Israel at large.
Our narratives ascribe their easy and complete possession of their land to the
fact that Israel entered Canaan from that side, and by united force conquered
Sihon king of Heshbon, and Og king of Bashan. Indeed, from a knowledge of
the later history alone, a speculator might imagine that all Israel had resided
or roved for some generations on the land of the eastern tribes; and when
their numbers increased, had gradually crossed the Jordan in parties, with far
inferior force to that which had overrun the eastern shore.

5. The words in Gen. xlix. 13 greatly need elucidation: “Zebulon shall be a haven for
ships, and his border shall be unto Zidon.” It is said that “Zidon” means Phœnicia;
but if this is admissible, the words still are far more appropriate to Asher.

to be conquered, and was theirs only in intention; so that . . . . [rev. 2nd ed.]
still more to the north, . . . . [rev. 3rd ed.]
tribes; and that when . . . . [rev. 3rd ed.]
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imparts to their psalms a majesty peculiar to themselves, and no small portion of
poetical beauty.

1. Lord, thou has been our refuge in every generation.
Ere ever the mountains were born,
Ere thou hadst rounded the earth and world,
From ages to ages thou art God.

2. Thou turnest mortals to the dust;
Again, thou callest back the children of Adam.
For a thousand years, in thy sight,
Are but as yesterday when it vanishes,
And as a watch in the night.
Thou sweepest them away, and they are as a dream,
Or as the grass in the morning, which grows afresh.6

In the morning it flourishes and grows afresh,
In the evening it fades and withers.

3. For we are consumed by thy anger,
And by thy wrath we are afflicted.
Thou hast set our sins before thy eyes,
And all our secrets in the light of thy countenance.
In thy displeasure all our days vanish,
And, swift as thought, we bring our years to nothing.

4. Our days of life are seventy years,
Or by reason of strength, eighty years:
Yet is their pride but labour and sorrow;
It hastens over, and we fly away.
Who knoweth the might of thy anger?
As are thy terrors, such is thy displeasure.
Our days therefore teach us to number,
That we may attain a wise heart.

5. Return, O Jehovah! how long first?
And take pity on thy servants.
Early with thy mercy satisfy us,
That all our life we may joy and be glad.
Gladden us as many days as thou hast bowed us down,
As many years as we have seen adversity.
Show to thy servants thy deeds,
And to their children thy glory!
And let the grace of Jehovah our God be upon us,
And the work of our hands, establish thou it,
The work of our hands, establish thou it.

6. We have here followed Winer’s Simonis and our current English Version, in
preference to De Wette and Ewald.
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Yet it must not be supposed that the poetry of that day was confined to
these solemn and contemplative subjects. Israel lived in the midst of poetical
nations, and from the earliest times must have been accustomed to hear from
Canaanites and Amorites songs of no mean beauty, well-fitted to cultivate
several species of composition. Israelitish war-songs arose at a very early
period. As one very ancient specimen, we may here produce the song of
triumph which celebrated the conquest of the plains of Moab by Israel from
Sihon, king of Heshbon, who had himself taken them from the Moabites
(Num. xxi. 27).

1. Come into Heshbon!
Built and fortified be Sihon’s city!
For out of Heshbon a fire is gone,
A flame out of Sihon’s city,
Which has devoured Ar of Moab,
And the dwellers of the heights of Arnon.

2. Woe to thee, Moab!
Thou are undone, people of Chemosh!
He7 has made his sons to be runaways,
And his daughters captives to the Amorite king, Sihon.

3. We have shot at them!
Heshbon is perished, even unto Dibon.
We have laid them waste even unto Nophah;
There is fire as far as Medeba.

The satirical congratulation of Sihon and pity over Moab give a grand
irony to the short and energetic conclusion, which in its very abruptness
characterizes the unartificial and primitive style.

 Nevertheless, the Hebrew prophets were not free from various tinges of
fanaticism, which generated also affectation. That they often worked them-
selves into a religious frenzy (as in the wild Asiatic ceremonies which the
Greeks called Orgies), may be inferred from the same verb in Hebrew8 meaning
“to prophesy” and “to be mad.” The extravagance ascribed to Saul, that in
prophesying he stripped off his clothes before Samuel, and lay down bare of
raiment all day and all night,—whatever doubt may rest on the narrative from

7. He,—the god Chemosh.
8. Euripides (Bacc. 299) says: “Frenzy has in it much divination;” a sentence which

seems allusive to the Greek idea that mantis (diviner) is derived from mania (frenzy).

[fn. 8:] So Plato derives �	���� (a diviner) from ��
������ (to be mad). [rev. 3rd
ed.]

lay down naked all day . . . . [rev. 2nd ed.]
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Against the various modes of enchantment and necromancy, to which the
neighbouring religions were addicted, they protested vehemently, as against a
concealed idolatry. To consult the spirit of a dead man, or to watch the flight
of birds, was at best to seek to the creature instead of the Creator; and led to
an indiscriminate adoption of other foreign superstitions. But they did not
treat with the same severity all desire to penetrate into the secrets of futurity,
provided that the Being consulted was none but Jehovah himself. We hear
of four principal modes in which Jehovah was supposed to give responses
(1 Sam. x. 20; xxviii. 6)—by dreams, by Urim, by lot, and by prophecy. (1.) It
has always been a specious and favourite idea that the human soul during
sleep passes into closer contact with the world of spirits, and is better fitted
than in waking hours for receiving divine communications. Nice distinctions
indeed were drawn between dreams and visions by most early nations, but it
is manifest that they can have had no very trustworthy criterion for judging
to which of the two classes a particular appearance belonged. The learned
Jews in later times have with one voice declared, that the highest species of
prophecy was that, in which the divine spirit influenced the soul without
throwing it into sleep or impairing its natural energies: nevertheless, visions
seen in sleep were always recognized as one undoubted mode in which Jeho-
vah made known his will and laid open the future; and though it is probable
that divine dreams were not regarded as confined to prophets, yet none were
so eminent in this sort of revelation as they. (2.) Urim and Thummim was the
name of a peculiar breastplate of precious stones worn by the High Priest,
and employed by him to ask counsel of Jehovah. The imperfect explanation
given of this apparatus in the Hebrew books, is in part cleared up by a
collateral ornament employed by the Egyptians. We know from Diodorus (i.
48, 75), that the Chief Judge of Egypt carried on his breast an image symbolic
of TRUTH, with its eyes shut,11 formed of precious stones, and hung from his
neck by a golden chain. The stones are said by Ælian12 to be of sapphire. As
the words Urim and Thummim are rendered by the Alexandrian translators
�������������������, Manifestation and Truth, and indeed the Egyptian
word is Thmei, we cannot overlook the similarity. According to the learned

11. See Gen. xli. 42. This appears to be the original of Justice with her eyes ban-
daged; but the Hebrew conception may rather be, that the priest saw more distinctly
with the inward eye, when his bodily eye was closed. (Compare Num. xxiv. 4).

12. Schweighaeuser in loco Diodori. The root Thumm is Hebrew and Arabic.
Egyptian Thmei suggests also Greek �����, Justice.

[fn. 12: “The root . . . . Justice” added, 2nd ed.]
Thmei (Greek �����, the Goddess of Truth and Justice), we . . . . [rev. 3rd ed.]
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Alexandrian Jew Philo, the sacred breastplate of the Hebrews contained
“images of the two virtues (or powers);” which he is likely to have inferred in
part from Egyptian analogies: but how it was used to obtain omens, we are
wholly ignorant. Two things may be alleged concerning this method. First,
that the prophets felt no jealousy whatever against it, as in the slightest degree
compromising the honour of Jehovah, who was professionally consulted by
it. Secondly, that it cannot have been free from a large admixture of that, which
we (surveying it from a higher point of view) are forced to regard as Supersti-
tion. The priest, when seeking for an oracle, first put on the sacred tippet, called
the Ephod; then looked to the twelve precious stones which he wore on his
breast; and according to Josephus, found in the brilliancy of some of them an
intelligible omen. (3.) The lot is recorded to have been used on many solemn
occasions; and down to the latest times of the existence of Israel it was firmly
believed that God made replies by means of it. (4.) Finally, the people resorted
to the prophet, not merely as a moral teacher, but as a soothsayer, who would
tell them of goods lost or stolen, and other convenient matters; and from this
lower point of  view (as it would seem) they called him a seer rather than a
prophet.13 In the times preceding Samuel the prophetical spirit had put forth
so little influence on the nation, that the prevailing tendency with the ignorant
was to view Samuel himself as only a seer; and whatever degree of historical
weight we attach to the events connected with Saul’s looking after the asses
of Kish, it is clear that the story could not have originated, if it had not been
a familiar belief that the seers were useful persons to consult on such affairs.
From this time forth however they were gradually to assume a higher national
importance. Their advice was asked on topics of great public moment, nor did
they refuse it; but their mode of seeking for a divine reply was not ceremonial
or superstitious, however tinged with a high enthusiasm. The prophet either
played on the lyre himself or (to judge by one distant example) called for a
minstrel to do so, and wrapt himself in pious meditation on the subject of
inquiry; until, gaining an insight into its moral bearings and kindled by the
melody, he delivered a response in high-wrought and generally poetical strain.

Such is the best general idea which we can get of the position and agency
of those prophets, who from Samuel downwards imparted to the history of
Israel nearly all its peculiarity and all its value. Samuel himself indeed is more

13. Yet a seer is a man who has visions, like Ezekiel: thus in contrast to Nathan the
prophet we have Gad the seer and Iddo the seer (who saw visions against Jeroboam),
2 Chron. ix. 29.

himself or (oftener perhaps) called for . . . . [rev. 2nd ed.]
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After this, we enter on a new period of uncertainty; that of David’s
persecution by Saul. The only account which we have is in many respects
questionable;28 if however we try to gather up the trustworthy points, we may

Indians and skulls of many savage tribes. It seems to indicate the intensity of national
feeling, with which this war of independence was prosecuted by the Israelites. At the
same time, it is a pretty good proof that the Philistines were the only uncircumcised
nation in those parts; else the test would have been delusive.

28.  Three separate attempts to assassinate David while sitting at table are ascribed
to Saul, in nearly the same words (ch. xviii. 11; xix. 10), as if a man whose life had been
thus sought, would so expose himself again. The attempt in ch. xviii. is so manifestly
premature and a duplicate account, that it has been freely expunged by the Vatican
LXX. Notwithstanding this, and other more inveterate efforts to arrest David’s person
(xix. 11, 20, 21), Jonathan is immediately after wholly incredulous that his father has
any evil designs against David (xx. 3); and Saul is surprised to find that David does not
occupy his usual place at the new moon (v. 26, 27). Finally, Jonathan first discovers his
father’s deadly intentions, by the latter hurling his javelin at David’s empty seat (v.
33). Not only does this imply no overt attack on David’s life to have been previously
made; but we have here a probable indication, that the story of the thrice-attempted
assassination is a mere exaggeration of the last-named display of malice. Various dupli-
cate accounts also occur in this portion of the narrative. A new version is given us of
the story of Saul’s prophesying, which, it is said, gave rise to the proverb, “Is Saul also
among the prophets?” (Contrast 1 Sam. x. 12, with xix. 24.) Since both of these accounts
cannot assign the correct origin of the proverb, it is possible that neither may. Another
credible source of it is exhibited inadvertently in 1 Sam. xviii. 10, where Saul, when
enraged against David, is said (in the English version) to have “prophesied in the midst
of the house.” Beyond a doubt the Hebrew word here means he raved; but as in later
times this sense was almost unknown, the idea of Saul’s “prophesying” may have risen
out of some misunderstanding on the subject. A double and inconsistent account is
found of David’s abode at the court of Achish king of Gath (xxi. 10-15, and xxvii.), of
which the former seems to be wrong in chronology. Twice also it is told how David

[paragraph from the 1st ed., omitted in the 2nd and 3rd eds.:]
The general outline here given is doubtless historical; but all experience shows the

slaughter of 200 Philistines to be a fable. It is not pretended to be a miracle. The bravest
men, most inveterately devoted to war, when matched against enemies equally well-
armed, can never achieve such feats, nor anything to compare to them, though similar
incidents abound in poetry and romance. We have however trust to the main fact, that
Michal was really given to the youthful hero, who now took his place on stated days
at the king’s table, and had multiplied opportunities of forming acquaintance, and
winning confidence, with the most important persons in the land.

[fn. 28: (1st sentence:) a man whose life had once been sought . . . . (9th sentence,
above:) Another possible source of it. . . . (end sentence, following page:) very partially
efficient; . . . . (all revisions, 2nd ed.)]
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perhaps find the following to be historical. Michal suspected that Saul har-
boured evil designs, and warned her husband (xix. 11) not to trust himself to
Saul’s messengers, when they came with peaceful pretensions; upon which
David withdrew into retirement, and possibly sought the counsel of Samuel
and other prophets. Jonathan however could not be persuaded that there was
any danger, and besought David to return to court; which the latter refused.
When Saul inquired why David was not in his seat at table on the first and
second day of the new moon, Jonathan pretended that he was accidentally
absent in consequence of a feast at Bethlehem; at which Saul, whose con-
science told him that this was not the true reason, was so enraged as to dart
his javelin at the empty seat. The truth was now manifest to Jonathan, who sent
word to David to beware. The latter had already for some time had a peculiar
body-guard,—those perhaps who were chiefly round his person in battle, as
he was both a general and the king’s son-in-law: with these he proceeded
hastily to Ahimelech,29 the chief priest, at Nôb, on his way to the strongholds of
the hill-country of Judah, where the authority of Saul was weak, and the border
tribes within easy reach. His first care was to carry his parents over into the
Moabite country, and commit them to the good faith of the Moabite king,

spared Saul’s life under circumstances peculiarly romantic and unlikely to recur (xxiv.
and xxvi.). Each event is preceded by an attempt of the men of Ziph to betray David;
each is followed by a solemn reconciliation; and in the former, David makes oath by
Jehovah that when he shall become king he will not cut off the seed of Saul (xxiv. 21,
22); an oath wholly unknown to a writer of a later part of the history (2 Sam. xxi. 7-9).
Strange to say, the latter reconciliation and the solemn blessing of Saul on David (xxvi.
25) does but make David despair of safety and determine to leave the land of Israel
entirely (xxvii. 1); so disjointed is the whole account. Immediately after his first flight
from Saul, David is described as betaking himself to Samuel at Ramah; whereupon
Samuel and he leave Ramah and take up their dwelling at Naioth. The narrative then
states (xix. 18-24) that Saul’s messengers and Saul himself were thrice miraculously
foiled in an attempt to seize David there. Nevertheless, the miracles appear to have
been very partially effectual; for David instantly leaves Naioth as if insecure.

29. Our account states that none of his men were armed; which excited the surprise
of Ahimelech; and that David was glad to borrow for himself the sword of Goliath.
Why or how this should be, is not explained. We may at any rate infer that Ahimelech
had been previously used to see him attended by an armed guard.

About this time it is credible that David composed the 11th Psalm, as applicable
to his forlorn state. It seems to be his earliest extant composition, and gives a beautiful
view of his resigned self-possession.

When Samuel inquired why David . . . . [only in the 2nd ed.]
was now manifested to . . . . [rev. 3rd ed.]
[fn. 29: (2nd line:) and that he was glad . . . . (rev. 2nd ed.)]
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whose people seems for a long time to have kept up a friendly connexion with
Israel. That he did not stay in Moab himself may show that from this moment
he had determined, if not to contest the kingdom with Saul (which his friend-
ship with Jonathan forbad), yet to measure force against him and reduce him
to some secure conditions of peace. Yet it is also credible that the king of Moab
may have feared to involve his people in war by protecting David himself. Be
this as it may, David now undisguisedly assumed the character of a freebooter,
and invited all to join him who could strengthen his little army. According to
the narrative in 1 Sam. xxvi., Abishai, son of David’s sister, and probably Joab,
his brother, came at this time of distress to David’s side, if indeed they were
not previously in his body-guard. Moreover, “every one who was in distress,
or in debt, or discontented,” flocked around him; and he had soon a band of
400 men, which gradually swelled into 600. He employed them in protecting
the cattle on the wild and open country from the hostilities of marauding
neighbours—Amalekites, Hittites, Jebusites, and others; and as his reward,
received tributes of food and other necessaries from the sheep-masters, which
were generally paid with good will, but when otherwise, were summarily
enforced (xxv. 34).

Meanwhile, Saul regarded him as no longer a domestic rival, but as a
robber and public enemy; and proceeded to treat all who harboured him as
traitors. His first dreadful wrath fell upon Nôb, where Ahimelech had given
provisions to David’s retinue, using the sacred show-bread for this purpose.
Nôb, at a very short distance to the north of Jerusalem, was at this time the
chief town of the priests, where the customary ceremonies to Jehovah went
on day by day, in spite of the absence of both ark and tabernacle.30 In Nôb the
head of the house of Eli enjoyed the priestly veneration which Samuel had
not sought to appropriate; and by the public liberality directed to this centre
of worship, a large number of priestly families were enabled to live together.
Saul now resolved to terrify all from the cause of David by a tremendous exam-
ple, and ordered a general massacre, not of the priests only, but of every living
thing within the town. No true-born Israelite could be found to obey; one man
only (as our account declares), Doeg the Edomite, executed the atrocious
command; and slew in that day eighty-five “persons who wore a linen ephod,”
besides “all the men and women, children and sucklings, oxen, asses, and
sheep,” in the town of Nôb.

30. The ark seems to have remained at Kirjathjearim, with the family of Abinadab,
“who dwelt on the hill.” The ridge ended in the greater elevation of Gibeon, where also
was the tabernacle and the high altar of burnt-offering.

[paragraph break added, 2nd ed.]
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This statement seems to need comment. Taken to the letter, it is physi-
cally impossible that one man can have perpetrated such carnage; although
he might certainly have slain eighty-five priests in chains, if the Israelites had
so far obeyed the king as to chain them. We have already seen in the case of
the Amalekites a credulous exaggeration of massacre; and there is nothing
in the whole book with justifies us in supposing that Doeg was leader of a band
of Edomites serving under the king, whose united force might have been used.
Here, as elsewhere, a monarch who was cut off in unsuccessful battle, and
whose dynasty fell with him,—mainly through his own follies and crime,—has
probably had still more imputed to him than the reality. Yet we cannot doubt
that at this time he slew Ahimelech and many other leading men among the
priests; under the idea that by this vigorous policy—(for so worldly-minded
and short-sighted statesmen often denominate cruelty)—he would cut off all
support from David. Nor did Saul’s anger stay here. By a later allusion we find
that “he slew the Gibeonites;” which must have been a continuation of his
feud against the priests. The Gibeonites intended are not the inhabitants of
Gibeon in general, but a class of inferior ministers of the high altar at Gibeon,
whose duty was to supply water and firewood for religious services. At present
the tabernacle also was at Gibeon; and we may conjecture that the priestly
families there showed some sympathy with their brethren of Nôb, sufficient
to offend the king, who could no longer stop at half-measures. Whether he
slew any priests at Gibeon, as well as the “hewers of wood and drawers of
water,” is uncertain. But the murder of the latter is specially commemorated,
because they were a kind of sacred slaves, whose lives were guaranteed, as
tradition told, by the oath of Joshua; when, being Hivites, they had surren-
dered themselves, though with fraudulent concealment that they belonged
to that nation. This remarkable story may seem to show that the high altar had
been at Gibeon from the time of Joshua, though the tabernacle was then placed
at Shiloh.

But Saul’s cruelty produced the very reverse of what he intended. The
priestly body over the whole land was made inveterately hostile, and began
to look out for security and revenge; moreover, Abiathar son of Ahimelech
fled to David, and instantly gave a new colour to his position. With the repre-
sentative of Eli in his camp, who wore a high priest’s ephod and consulted
Jehovah by Urim, David now appeared as the champion of the priests in a
sacred war of vengeance.

Upon this the king looked on the rebellion as sufficiently important to
need his personal presence with an armed force; and having marched out with

slew the priests . . . . [rev. 2nd ed.]
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become a more important person than Joab; and his force now obtained the
empire for Solomon. Bathsheba first broke to David the unpleasant secret,
and with the help of Nathan induced him to take immediate measures for
securing the succession of the throne. Benaiah marched hastily with his guards
and surprised Adonijah while yet at the banquet. The guests were dispersed,
and Solomon was proclaimed king. No immediate notice was taken of the
chief actors in this conspiracy. Solomon indeed publicly pardoned his brother
Adonijah for the past; nevertheless it is certain that, together with Joab and
Abiathar, he was from that day devoted to ruin.

Soon after these events the strength of David sank rapidly. With his last
breath he charged Solomon to remember gratefully the services of old Barzillai
the Gileadite, and admit his sons to the royal table; but to find some pretext
for putting to death Joab son of Zeruiah, and Shimei the Benjamite, whom,
some ten years before, he had ostentatiously pardoned for cursing him. So
at least our record states; but it is very credible that David was more sincere
in his forgiveness, and that his charge to Solomon against these two persons is
no more true than the charge of Augustus to Tiberius Cæsar to put to death
his daughter and her son. The despot who slays for his own policy shifts the
crime on to the memory of his predecessor.

David, the son of Jesse, after a reign of forty years, closed his eyes to all
mortal ambition, and slept with his fathers. Of him we may say, as of some other
very eminent persons, it would have been well had he died before absolute
power had corrupted him. The complicated baseness involved in his murder
of Uriah so casts his honour in the dust, that thenceforth we rather pity and
excuse than admire him. All the brilliancy alike of his chivalry and of his piety
is sullied, and cold minds suspect his religious raptures of hypocrisy. But we

[paragraph ends:] So at least our record states. [added to the 2nd ed:] but it is very
credible . . . his predecessor.

Upon this, David, . . . . [rev. 2nd ed.]
hypocrisy. If Nathan had been wise and bold enough to slash open the monarch’s

conscience, before the wen of wickedness had swelled into a carbuncle, most happy
might it have been; but we cannot wonder that it was so very hard to rebuke a despotic
and victorious prince. [rev. 2nd ed., replacing “wise and bold enough” with “able,”
and “rebuke” with “curb”; rev. 3rd ed. to its present form.]

raptures of hypocrisy.* [fn. added to the 2nd ed., omitted in the 3rd ed.:]
*The second of my North British Reviewers (No. 35, p. 151) cannot bear that I

should descriminate men’s good and evil. “The ribaldry of Paine,” says this writer,
“itself is a relief, logically speaking, compared with this combination of kissing and
smiting under the fifth rib.” And p. 150, “Every eulogy [in Mr. Newman] has some
reservation; every compliment some sting in its tail. Of David we are told that all the
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cannot wonder at sins of passion in a despotic and victorious prince. David
was not indeed an Antoninus, an Alfred, or a Saint Louis; yet neither was he
one of the vulgar herd of kings. The polygamy in which he indulged so injuri-
ously must in part be laid to his personal weakness, when we observe how
restrained (in comparison) was his predecessor Saul.64 Nevertheless, as a man,
he was affectionate and generous, sympathetic and constitutionally pious: as
a king, his patronage of religious persons was highly judicious, and his whole
devotional character of permanent importance to the best interests of his
people and of mankind; as a warrior, he taught Israel a mutual confidence and
common pride in Jehovah their God; and first elevated his countrymen into
a ruling and leading race, whose high place it was to legislate for and teach the
heathen around. His career may serve to warn all who are wanting in depth of
passion or enlarged knowledge of human nature, that those on whose conduct
society has relaxed its wholesome grasp are not to be judged of by their partial
outbreaks of evil, but by the amount of positive good which they habitually
exhibit. Compared with the great statesmen of the educated nations of Europe,
David’s virtues and vices appear alike puerile; but among Asiatics he was a
great man; and of his own posterity, though several, who were happily subject-
ed to greater restraints, were far more consistent in goodness, there is none
who more attracts our interest and our love than the heroic and royal Psalmist.

64. Saul, as far as we know, had only one wife and one concubine, Rizpah; and it is
quite possible that the wife was removed by death before the concubine was espoused,
since Rizpah’s children are named in company with their nephews, as if much younger
than Saul’s legitimate sons. A concubine, in ancient times, was only a wife of inferior
rank, and the union was just as permanent as with a wife.

brilliancy alike of his chivalry and of his piety is sullied, and cold minds suspect his
religious raptures of hypocrisy. The prophets, from Joel to Isaiah, are only lauded at
the expense of their successors.” I previously knew much of the bigotry of the so-called
Evangelical School, but I also knew much of their virtues; and I did not expect that any
one would malign me for dropping a word of reprobation on the great crime of David.
I fully believe that most readers of that review will think the writer regards me as hypo-
critical: for how can he call it “kissing and smiting under the fifth rib,” to praise sincerely,
and dispraise conscientiously? But this writer has assured me (what he declines to
inform his readers, otherwise than by the phrase logically speaking,) that it is not his
moral but his logical sense which is offended, that I can so absurdly mingle praise and
blame? If he had said this intelligibly to the public, I should not fear that any readers
would think the worse of my consistency or shudder with him at my preposterous
logic. But he has chosen to write, in language of moral inflammation, that ninety-nine
readers out of a hundred will believe that he is charging me with patronizing lies, sympa-
thizing with imposture, and acting the impostor myself.

he was a truly great man; . . . . [rev. 2nd ed.]



CHAPTER IV.
REIGN OF SOLOMON.

SAUL and David had each of them been installed in the throne of Israel by
the solemn act of the elders, as kings accepted by the free voice of the nation,
and bound to respect its liberties. But Solomon was elevated to the supreme
authority by his father’s will and by the aid of the irresistible body-guard;1 not
indeed without the sanction of Zadok the priest and Nathan the prophet; yet
the helplessness of Abiathar, the elder priest and the representative of Eli,
showed clearly enough that the swords of Benaiah were now the decisive
influence. Israel in fact had for years been accustomed to address David with
unmanly servility; and although the old king’s popularity had been thoroughly
worn out, the nation was ready to welcome his youthful son with a credulous
loyalty. In young princes, as yet uncorrupted by power, and guiltless of the
deeds by which it was won, the common people enthusiastically believe a
superhuman virtue to exist; and as the administration passed into Solomon’s
hands before death surprised his aged father, the new reign commenced with-
out any shock or felt internal jar.

1. The Chronicler not merely passes over the conspiracy of Adonijah, and the
prompt military proceedings of David by which Solomon was made king, but intro-
duces an account intended to glorify the constitutional decorum and religious spirit
of the whole proceeding (1 Chr. xxviii. xxix). David (says he) assembled all the princes
of the nation, civil and military, and told them of the earnest desire which he had felt
to build a temple to Jehovah; but Jehovah had forbidden him, as having been a warrior,
but had now chosen his son Solomon to succeed him and build the temple. David then
delivers to Solomon an exact “pattern” of the temple and all its furniture, with all the
materials of precious or common metals, precious stones and marble, and requests
the princes to contribute to the same sacred object. Of course they contribute with a
zeal very edifying to the people of Nehemiah. Then follows a thanksgiving by David,

[fn. 1: line 14, “1000 rams” added; lines 19-21, sentence “The Chronicler . . . suc-
cession.” added; end line:] 1 Chr. xviii. 16, as if to imply that Abiathar was dead, and
that Zadok came to the primacy by the superiority of his age to that of Abimelech.
[rev. 2nd ed.]
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There appears nevertheless to have been some commotion among the
foreign nations now subject to the Hebrew sway. They might naturally expect
feebleness in a young king who had never headed an army, and they may have
reckoned on some internal disorders to aid them. Our accounts of this reign
are too defective as to all foreign affairs to allow of appeal to historical details;
but an echo has been preserved to us of certain attempts to throw off the yoke,
in a celebrated psalm (Ps. ii.) composed in honour of Solomon’s empire by a
prophet of the day, who seems to put the words into the mouth of Solomon
himself.

1. Why rage the peoples? and why do the nations plan things vain?
Why assemble the kings of earth, why plot together the rulers,
Against Jehovah and his anointed one?
Saying, “Let us break their bands asunder,
Let us cast their cords away from us.”

2. He that sitteth in the heavens shall laugh,
Jehovah shall mock at them.
Then he shall say unto them in his wrath,
(And vex them in his sore displeasure,)
“Behold! I have set up my king,
On Zion, my hill of holiness.”

3. I2 will rehearse the decree which Jehovah hath uttered to me:
Jehovah hath said unto me: “Thou art my Son;
This day have I begotten thee.
Ask of me, and I will give thee the nations for thy inheritance,
The uttermost parts of earth for thy possession.

of such eminent beauty, that for the sake of it we can almost pardon the fabulous
history in which it has been imbedded. Afterwards is a sacrifice of 1000 bullocks,
1000 rams, and 1000 lambs, preparatory to the final object of the whole meeting, the
free election of Solomon by the assembly to be king, in confirmation of his election by
Jehovah. The untrustworthiness of the whole is strongly marked in its last words—
that the congregation simultaneously elected Zadok to be priest. This is directly
opposed to the book of Kings. Abiathar continued to be the priest until after the death
of Adonijah. The Chronicler did not like to confess that Zadok was indebted for his
sacred pre-eminence to the mere will of a despotic prince, who broke the hierarchical
succession. In the Chronicles, not only is the disgrace of Abiathar omitted, but no notice
of him occurs in the history except the formal statement that “Abimelech son of Abia-
thar” was colleague of Zadok, 1 Chr. xviii. 16, which is an error reproduced from 2 Sam.
viii. 17.

2. I, Solomon.

as to all external affairs . . . . [rev. 2nd ed.]

______________________________________________________

118  A History of the Hebrew Monarchy

20

25

30

35

40

20



Thou shalt break them with a rod of iron;
Thou shalt dash them in pieces like a potsherd.”

4. Be wise now therefore, O ye kings;
Be instructed, ye judges of earth.
Serve Jehovah with fear;
Rejoice with trembling.
Worship in purity,3 lest he be angry,
And ye perish straightway, should his wrath be a little kindled.

5. Blessed are all they that put their trust in him.

Whatever disturbances were threatened among Philistines, Moabites,
or Damascenes, were presently quelled with no serious effort by the unim-
paired vigour of David’s armies; and as far as can be ascertained, no farther
attempt was made to shake off the yoke until the later days of Solomon. The
young prince was therefore fully at leisure to devote himself to his internal
affairs, and first of all to that first object of interest, the secure establishment
of his own title to the crown against all competitors.

Four great political offenders had been ostensibly, but not sincerely, par-
doned:—Adonijah brother of Solomon, Joab the king’s first cousin, Abiathar
the priest, and Shimei the kinsman of Saul who cursed David. The ruin of all
four was resolved upon, and Solomon was only waiting for a specious pre-
tence. Nor was one long wanting. David in extreme old age had received into his
harem, by the superfluous zeal of his courtiers, a young damsel of remarkable
beauty, Abishag the Shunamite. If it be true that they sought far and wide, and
picked her out of all Israel, it cannot be wonderful that her brilliancy attracted
the love of Adonijah; who engaged the interest of Bathsheba, mother of Solo-
mon, to make his suit to the king for the hand of Abishag. But no sooner had
the unsuspicious Bathsheba preferred her request, than the king felt or affected
great rage, alleging that this was a plot for dethroning him; and forthwith sent
Benaiah with his myrmidons, who murdered the king’s brother on the spot
where they found him.

So flagrant an act of despotism had not been seen in Israel since Doeg
the Edomite massacred the priests at Saul’s command. It was at least politic
of Solomon to follow up the deed by commanding the death of Joab as a part-
ner in the imagined new conspiracy. Joab fled to “the tabernacle of Jehovah”
(which here perhaps means the tent in Jerusalem, in which the ark was kept),

3. This word in good Hebrew cannot mean a Son. The LXX. renders the clause
��	"��������#�
��, “lay hold of instruction.” We have nearly followed Ewald.

The death of all four . . . . [rev. 2nd ed.]
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APPENDIX TO CHAPTER IV.
On the Chronology.

THERE is no difference of opinion among chronologers, that the date of the
capture of Samaria by Shalmaneser is B.C. 721; but when we reckon the times
backward from this, various inconsistencies are discovered. It is not requisite
here to reiterate what has been so often treated. What we have particularly
to remark is, that after making the corrections which are usually approved,
two great gaps still remain in the Israelitish history, which have been called
Interregnums; the one of ten years, between the death of Jeroboam II. and the
accession of his son Zachariah: the other of nine years, between the death of
Pekah and the accession of his murderer Hoshea. In the text we read simply,
“Jeroboam slept with his fathers, and Zachariah his son reigned in his stead:”45

and “Hoshea slew Pekah and reigned in his stead, in the twentieth year of
Jotham son of Uzziah.”46 It is manifest that the compiler had in neither case
the remotest idea of an interregnum, and we therefore ought not to interpolate
so serious an event merely in deference to figures, which are easily corrupted,
and often in these books undeniably faulty.

Hitzig has rightly remarked, that the second interregnum vanishes, if we
properly interpret the reign of Jotham, who began to exercise royal power
before his father died. Yet when we have no new facts for Pekah’s reign, it is
hard to approve of lengthening it by eight years, which indeed involves more
alterations than are enough. It suffices instead to correct the age of Hezekiah47

by deducting ten years; by which indeed we make Ahaz twenty or twenty-
one years older than his son, while Hitzig computes nineteen only. In the
common chronology there is but ten or eleven years between them, which is
obviously absurd. Accordingly in the following pages, we follow a reckoning
which reduces the dates of Uzziah, Pekah, and his near predecessors, by nine or
ten years, which is the imaginary interregnum between Pekah and Hoshea.

As for the other gap, we have to choose between lengthening by ten years
the reign of some Israelitish king, or shortening by a like sum that of a king of
Judah. If the former plan be approved, we find one reason for lengthening
that of Jeroboam; namely, that one correction then suffices: for  the number
27 in 2 Kings xv. 1, must on other grounds necessarily be altered, and is not

45. Kings xiv. 29.
46. Kings xv. 30.
47. Chap. xviii. 2.

Jeroboam the 2nd and the . . . . [rev. 3rd ed.]
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here to be reckoned. Yet as Jeroboam has already a reign of forty-one years,
we shrink from increasing it to fifty-one; a length of time which, though pos-
sible, ought hardly to be obtruded by conjectural emendation. Instead of this,
to lengthen the reign of Menahem from above, though we have then three
alterations to make in xv. 13, 17,—might still be better than the former change.

If we follow the general belief, that the same Hosea who composed the
last eleven chapters of the book which bears his name, wrote the first chapter in
the reign of Jeroboam II., we can scarcely doubt that the received chronology
is in this part much too long; for as his last chapters date from the siege of
Samaria, it assigns to him full sixty years of prophesying. Isaiah and Micah
also were believed by the ancient compilers of their works to have written
under four successive kings of Judah, which is another hint to us that they
held a shorter chronology. On the whole, then, we see reasons for preferring
the alternative of deducting ten years from some Jewish reign.

When we endeavour to pick out the particular reign, we find that there
is danger of lowering too much the excess of age of father over son. On this
ground, Amaziah and Uzziah are the only two reigns to be thought of, unless
we choose to encounter the need of several other changes. Their ages exceed
those of their sons by thirty-eight and forty-three years respectively. Yet we
cannot thus deal with Uzziah (whose accession we have already lowered by
nine or ten years) without making Jotham die before his father. It remains
therefore to deduct ten years from Amaziah’s reign,48 and to suppose that he
was only twenty-eight older than his son Uzziah. From these changes we
finally bring out that the death of Solomon was in the year B.C. 955.

The reigns of Solomon, of David, and (according to St. Paul in the Acts
of the Apostles) of Saul likewise, are forty years each. This does not appear
too long a period in itself, either for Solomon or for David; yet the number
has so many mythical associations as to lessen our confidence in its having
historical foundation.

A chronological table may here be suitably added.

48. For this we must change twenty-nine into nineteen in 2 Kings xiv. 2, and fifteen
into twenty-five in v. 23. This imputes an error which is no mere accident of transcrip-
tion, but that is perhaps in any way inevitable.

twenty-eight years older . . . . [altered, 3rd ed.]
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Chronological Table from the Death of Solomon to the Fall of Samaria.

Accession of king in Jerusalem.
________________________

Rehoboam . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Abijam his son  . . . . . . . . .
Asa his son . . . . . . . . . . . .

Jehoshaphat his son . . . . .

Jehoram with his father  . .
(Jehoshaphat dies)

Ahaziah his son  . . . . . . . .

(Queen) Athaliah  . . . . . . .
Jehoash (under Jehoiada).

alleged son of Ahaziah

Amaziah his son . . . . . . . .

Uzziah his son  . . . . . . . . .

Jotham with his father  . . .

(Uzziah dies)  . . . .
Ahaz his son . . . . . . . . . . .

Hezekiah his son . . . . . . . .

B.C.
___

955
937
935
934

932
909

908

904
897
894
877
876
872
869
865

864
858
835
820
818
804
799
762

761
757
750

748½
748
741

729
726
721

Queen Mother.
___________

Naamah.
Maachah.
(Maachah.)

Azubah.

Athaliah.

Zibiah.

Jehoaddan.

Jecholiah.

Jerusha.

[Unknown]

Abi.

Accession of Israelitish king.
______________________

— Jeroboam.

— Nadab his son.

— Baasha.
— Elah his son.

Zimri, Tibni, Omri.

Omni (alone).
Ahab his son.

Ahaziah his son.
Jehoram his brother.

Jehu.

— Jehoahaz his son.
— Jehoash his son.

— Jeroboam II. his son.

— Zachariah his son.

Shallum, Menahem.

— Pekahiah son of M.

Pekah.

Hoshea.

Samaria captured.

________________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________

______________________________________________________
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From the Fall of Samaria to the Razing of the Walls of Jerusalem.

Queen Mother.
____________

Abi.
Hephzibah.
Meshullemeth.
Jedidiah.
Harmutal.
Zebudah.

Nehushta.

Harmutal.

King in Jerusalem.
________________________

Hezekiah . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Manasseh his son . . . . . . .
Amon his son  . . . . . . . . . .
Josiah his son  . . . . . . . . . .
Jehoahaz his son . . . . . . . .
Jehoiakim his brother  . . . .

Jehoiachin his son . . . . . . .

Zedekiah son of Josiah . . .
Destruction of Jerusalem

B.C.
___

726
697
642
640
609
609

598

598
588

___________________________________

___________________________________

Nearly to recover the common system of chronology, we must add 10 to
the numbers from Uzziah to Pekah inclusive (except Jotham, to whom 1 only
is to be added), and then add 20 to all higher dates.
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nation, headed by Rezin, took place. Certainly, at this crisis Damascus
bursts out into short and energetic life, the reasons of which, by combining
the historical facts with the allusions of the prophets, we can conjecture
with some probability. The personal character of the king, Rezin, may have
had much to do with it, but the position of affairs still more.

Damascus now stood in the foreground, to bear the brunt of Assyrian
attack; and after the recent manifestation of the power and unsparing vio-
lence of Tiglathpileser, all the states which were behind desired to uphold
Damascus as their shield. If Hamath had previously been disaffected or
hostile, concord now was re-established. Tyre and the whole Phœnician
confederacy are likely to have tendered to Rezin pecuniary support, armour,
arms, and other material of war. Besides this, in all the neighbouring
districts crowds of ruined men were set loose from restraint just as in
Bashan and Gilead. To say that such events gave to Rezin actual facilities,
is but a conjecture; yet it is certain that he does suddenly appear at the head
of powerful armies; and Isaiah, while writing the elegy to which we have
referred, imagined Israel to be the game at which the Syrian would
spring:—

Jehovah shall set up Rezin’s cruel ones against him (Ephraim),
And shall cover his enemies with mail,
The Syrians before and the Philistines behind;
And they shall devour Israel with open mouth.—Isaiah ix. 11, 12.

But events took quite a different course. From the cloud indeed which
had gathered along the Syrian frontier, a fearful squall came down, as Isai-
ah had foreseen; but its rage fell on the fair ship of Jerusalem, which was
gliding on in summer trim, after two generations of peaceful repose. The
wolf-hearted Rezin was not disposed to eat up the lean sheep of Israel, when
the fat kine of Judah were so near; and he chose to have Pekah as an ally,

conjecture with more than usual confidence. [rev. 2nd ed.]
affairs much more. [rev. 2nd ed.]
disaffected or in revolt, . . . . [rev. 2nd ed.]
Gilead. Supplied with money and arms, it was easy for Rezin to raise out of these

a formidable force; at any rate, it is certain . . . . [In the 2nd ed., this passage begins,
after “Gilead.”:] If supplied . . . . [rev. 3rd ed.]

the Syrian lion would spring:— [rev. 2nd ed.]
[italics added, 2nd ed.]
gliding on her even course in summer trim and gay prosperity, after two . . . . [rev.

2nd ed.]
repose. Rezin was not . . . . [rev. 2nd ed.]
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rather than as an enemy. Their position was very similar. Pekah was doubt-
less embarrassed by multitudes of houseless Israelites, who, to avoid the
Assyrian chain, had thrown themselves on the charity of the Ephraimites
and their king. Barbarian war required no superfluous wealth or organized
supplies: poverty and despair, wielding arms easily made, afforded all the
needful materials of an army. Perhaps it was an obvious resource with Pe-
kah to prey upon the sister kingdom, which had been in thriving progress,
but never in amity with Israel, since the war between Jehoash and Amaziah.

Before public hostilities had visibly become inevitable, the prophet
whom we have named the elder Zechariah composed the earlier of his
pieces, which is found in our Bibles as Zech. ix., x. Although confessedly
obscure, especially in the English translation, yet if viewed as written at this
epoch, many points become clearer, and it gains a real historical interest. It
opens as a declaration against several countries which may seem to have
been in league:—

“The utterance of Jehovah’s word against the land of Hadrach;14 and
upon Damascus it alights (for Jehovah has an eye upon men, and upon all
the tribes of Israel); and also against Hamath, which borders thereupon;
(against) Tyrus and Sidon, because it is exceeding wise.”15 Yet the most
severe declarations are against Tyre and the Philistines; and we gather that
the slave-trade by which these two states carried away the Jews and sold
them into the Ionian cities of Asia Minor, was still (as in the days of Joel)
the point which Judah felt most sensibly. The prophet proceeds to declare
that Jehovah will defend his house (the house of Judah?) against hostile
attacks: that a mighty King shall appear in Zion, meek and having salva-
tion, riding on an ass, like the ancient judges; who will make away with all
the apparatus of war, and speak peace to the nations; will reign from the
coast of the Mediterranean to the Dead Sea, and from the brook of Egypt to
the farthest end of the land. But before that happy time, Jehovah shall
appear fighting for his people. Their prisoners shall be delivered from the
odious dungeon. Judah and Ephraim shall be united in battle, and shall
victoriously recover all the captives from the sons of Ion. Israel had indeed

14. This poetical title is not understood. Whether Hadrach is a mythical patri-
arch, a real king, or a god, is uncertain; as well as what land is intended. If it be not
a synonym for Damascus, we may think of the Hauran, as geographically probable.

15. De Wette’s Transl.

king. There was no more obvious resource than to form them into an army and
prey upon . . . . [rev. 3rd ed.]
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suffered chastisement for listening to idols, and the goats had been
punished for the shepherds’ fault;16 but Judah had been greatly exalted by
Jehovah,17 and made as the goodly horse in the battle. In the farther pro-
gress of events, Judah shall be strengthened and Joseph shall be saved.
Their God will gather back from far countries—especially from Egypt and
Assyria—those who have been dispersed, and will plant them again in
Gilead and Lebanon.18 The pride of both these heathen powers shall be
brought low, and Israel shall be strong in the name of Jehovah.

The distinct notice here given of the large number of Israelites already
resident in Egypt is important; so also is the clue to an alliance between
Damascus and Tyre, though it is remarkable how Damascus vanishes from
the prophecy. Of still greater moment is the proof that the idea of a Messiah
had already received such sharpness. It will be observed however, that He
is distinctly regarded as having the land of the twelve tribes as the limits of
his proper sway. He is to be at peace with the heathen, but is not to rule over
them; and their power is to be so beaten down that they dare not attack him.
The severe tone against Egypt—a highly friendly land—is to be imputed to
its grovelling idolatry, as well as to the remembrance that it was the ancient
house of bondage to Israel.

It is not to be imagined that the growth of Rezin reached its full height
in a single year. It is more credible that support came from his allies just in
proportion as he became stronger, and apparently more able to screen them
from Assyria; so that his resources increased after his first successes against
Judah. Jotham still sate on the throne of Jerusalem when the two confeder-
ates commenced this eventful war.19 The course of it, and the nature of the
case, may persuade us, that their first measures were to possess themselves
of the frontier fortresses, and of such other castles as were important for
securing their safe passage across the country. Judæa, especially at this
time,20 abounded with strongholds carefully fortified; and during the life of
Jotham the allied kings may have found enough to do in these preliminary
occupations. A second and angry piece from the elder Zechariah appears

16. The people for the fault of the princes or nobles. This appears always to be the
sense of shepherds in this prophet.

17. Namely, during the prosperous reigns of Uzziah and Jotham.
18. Whence Tiglathpileser had driven the population. Lebanon clearly is a

poetical phrase for Galilee, as in xi. 1.
19. 2 Kings xv. 37.
20. Hosea viii. 14.

[fn. 18, 1st line:] Whence Tiglathpileser had carried them off. [rev. 2nd ed.]
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From the Conquest of Jeroboam II. to the Fall of Samaria

APPENDIX TO CHAPTER VIII.

IN filling up the history, much depends on the chronological order assigned
to the pieces of extant prophecy; and even where this cannot be decided so
as to exclude all controversy, it becomes necessary for the historian to form
a probable theory. A list is added of the approximate dates here imagined
for the earlier prophets; partly in order to stimulate to their intelligent peru-
sal (although the defects of the English version are a great drawback), and
more especially that the reader may be able to check the narrative.

Approximate Dates of the Earlier Prophecies.

858 Accession of Jehoash under the priest Jehoiada.
840 Plague of locusts and drought.

Prophecy of Joel.
818 Death of Jehoash.
804 Accession of Jeroboam II.
780 Ode against Moab, Is. xv. xvi.
770 Prophecy of Amos.
763 Hosea’s first three chapters.
762 Death of Jeroboam II.
748 Uzziah dies. Isaiah has his first vision, ch. vi.
745 Captivity of Gilead and Naphthali by Tiglathpileser.
744 Isaiah ix. 8 down to x. 4.
743 Zech. ix., x.
742 Zech. xi.; Is. xvii. 1-11.—Pekah and Rezin invade Jotham.
741 Accession of Ahaz. He loses two great battles.

Isaiah ii.-iv. Isaiah vii.-viii. 1, 2.
739 Isaiah viii. 4-ix. 7. Isaiah i.
738 Damascus falls by Tiglathpileser. Isaiah xxiv.-xxvii.?73

733 Sargon (or his general Tartan) attacks Phœnicia and Philistia.—Is. xx.
729 Hoshea slays Pekah.

Sufferings of Philistia.
726 Death of Ahaz. Isaiah xiv. 28-32.
723 Shalmaneser invades Israel the second time.

Hosea’s last eleven chapters. Isaiah xxviii., xxix. Micah i.-iii. 7, v.-vii.
721 Samaria taken.

73. But for the phrase “a palace of strangers” in xxv. 2, one might be tempted to
explain these four chapters as Isaiah’s dirge over captured Samaria. The fall of
Damascus appears less likely to have called out so much feeling, than this nearer

_____B.C.

__________________________________________________
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720 Tyre besieged by Shalmaneser for five years.
717 Isaiah xxiii.
714 Isaiah v.?
713 Sennacherib invades Judah. Is. xxx.-xxxii. Is. x. 4-xi. Is. xvii. 12-xviii.

(and xiv. 24-27?) Is. xxii. Is. xxxiii. Is. xxxviii. 21-35.
712 Hezekiah is sick.
708 Isaiah xix.

event: and so also we should see more force in the whole conclusion concerning
Israel, xxvii. 6-13. But the real difficulty is to account for the prominence of Moab
in ch. xxv.

[final textual ref. for B.C. 713:] Is. xxxvii. 21-35. [rev. 2nd ed.]

_____

__________________________________________________

B.C.

*
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CHAPTER IX.
FROM THE FALL OF SAMARIA

TO THE DEATH OF JOSIAH, B.C. 721-609.

AS soon as the armies of Shalmaneser had effected their whole work on the
hapless people of Israel, it was only to be expected that Judah would be the
next victim. They had committed the same offence, and might be taxed with
peculiar ingratitude; but Israel had never received any favour from the
Assyrians. During the three years’ war it is likely that considerable plun-
derings of Jewish territory took place;1 but no formal attempt was made to
reduce the strongholds; and even when Samaria had fallen, a new object
intervened to give farther respite to Judæa.

Shalmaneser was looking beyond Jerusalem to the rich land of Egypt,
and felt the importance of having all Phœnicia at his command, for the sake
of its maritime aids. But of this he could not be sure, while the insular Tyre
continued to defy him: its freedom was a perpetual stimulus to all Phœnicia
to revolt. Expecting perhaps to capture it by a momentary exertion of force,
he deferred his attack on Judah till he had accomplished it;2 and ordered the
subject Phœnicians to prepare 60 galleys and furnish them with rowers,
intending to land his troops on the island.3 Against these, the Tyrians,
abandoned by all their confederates, had only 12 to oppose; but these 12
were animated by an eager spirit of liberty, while the 60 were filled with
Assyrian landsmen, and with Phœnicians engaged in a cause which they
detested. The little Tyrian squadron gained a brilliant victory and captured

1. If this was the epoch of the composition of Isaiah i., more than mere plundering
of the country was endured; for many cities were then consumed by fire. But see
note 2, page 247.

2. Josephus, Antiq. ix. 14, §2.
3. B.C. 720?

[fn. 1: 1st ed:] note 2, page 264. [2nd ed.:] note 2, page 238. [rev. 3rd ed.; ref.
to fn. 31, p. 253 of this critical ed.]
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500 Assyrian warriors; whereupon Shalmaneser endeavoured to reduce the
town by guarding the whole coast so as to cut off the supplies of water. The
Tyrians, notwithstanding, persevered, and dug wells for themselves in their
narrow island. How much water they thence obtained, and how much they
imported in spite of all precautions, rests entirely on conjecture; but they
lasted out until the fifth year; after which we are left in uncertainty by the
historian whether the blockade was given up, or the besieged were forced to
yield.4 The king cannot have superintended it in person for so long a time;
his presence must have been needed elsewhere; and probably in the year B.C.
716 he was cut off by death. Such was the first great siege endured by this
heroic yet peace-loving people, against the foremost power of the world. A
second was sustained successfully against Nebuchadnezzar.5 Sidon made a
like brave resistance to Darius Ochus, and when betrayed by her own king,
fell with horrible self-sacrifice. Finally, Tyre stood at bay for seven months
against the great Macedonian hero,6 and then at last the mole which he con-
structed against the island, by turning it into a peninsula, spoiled for ever
the advantages of the site.

It is unpleasing to find the prophet Isaiah (ch. xxiii.) exult in the dangers
which came upon this noble city, while standing in the foreground for
freedom, and really shielding Jerusalem from the common oppressor. We
here see the evil element of exclusive patriotism, which, when imbibed by
those who had not Isaiah’s other great qualities, made the Jew to appear as
a hater of mankind. In the ode itself there is no intimation that Tyre was
hostile to Jerusalem: the slave-trade is not named, nor the alliance with
Philistia or Syria. But here, as elsewhere, the Hebrew prophets show a
narrow-minded abhorrence of worldly art, skill, and science, as producing
merely wealth, pomp, luxury, and pride. This illusion is perhaps a neces-
sary result of limited experience, in those whose moral principle has full
ascendency over the rest of their nature. Dread and grudge were felt against
Tyre, “because she was exceeding wise.”7 Jehovah was believed to share the

4. Since the above has been out of hand, Grote’s third volume of Greece has
appeared, in which he treats it as certain that the insular Tyre was not reduced by
Shalmaneser: p. 428.

5. Ezekiel xxix. 18.
6. See Thirlwall’s Greece, vol. vi. pp. 195-202, on this deeply interesting siege.

The fate of Sidon is in p. 138 of the same volume.
7. Zech. ix. 2.

the Jew to be regarded as . . . . [rev. 2nd ed.]
there is no indication that Tyre was regarded as hostile . . . . [rev. 2nd ed.]
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same sentiment,8 and to be jealous of everything grand and high. To the end
of his dirge the prophet subjoins rather dark words of comfort. Tyre is to be
forgotten seventy years; after which she is to take a harp and sing as a
harlot; she shall turn to her harlotry with all kingdoms, and her mer-
chandise and her hire shall be holiness to Jehovah. While stigmatizing
mercantile traffic by the contemptuous name of harlotry, Isaiah could not
help admitting that even merchandise might be holy,9 when it was spent
upon the food and clothing of the priests or prophets of Jehovah. As regards
the results here predicted, as well as the period of seventy years, it does not
appear that they answer to any historical reality. Indeed, as this is the period
assigned by Jeremiah for Babylonian domination, some critics find in it a
confirmation of their suspicion that the whole chapter belongs to an author
of a century later.

Out of the ruins of the kingdom of Ephraim many families must have
taken refuge in Judæa, and, under the circumstances, were open to strong
impressions of Jewish religion. Such as had never been present in Jeru-
salem at any of the great feasts, would attend the Passover there now with

8. The only sin charged against Tyre is the extensiveness of her honourable and
gainful traffic.

“Who hath taken this counsel against Tyre, the crowning city, whose merchants
are princes, whose traffickers are the honourable of the earth? Jehovah of hosts
hath purposed it, to stain the pride of all glory, and to bring into contempt the
honourable of the earth” (xxiii. 8, 9). So ii. 12-16. Compare Herodotus vii. 10, §5.
“Seest thou how God striketh with his thunderbolt all tall creatures, but the little
ones fret him not at all? Seest thou how he hurleth his darts always at the loftiest
buildings and trees; for God loveth to lop shorter whatever is towering.”

9. “(Her wealth) shall not be treasured nor laid up; it shall be for them that dwell
before Jehovah, to eat sufficiently, and for durable clothing.” This is very mean and
tame; and more than any other sentiment in the ode, would help our acquiescing in
the belief that the whole is of later origin.

It may be well to remark that v. 5 of this chapter in the English version gives the
impression that the prophecy was written after great calamities on Egypt, such as
the Persian conquest; but De Wette, Hitzig, and Ewald agree in rendering it, “When
the news reaches Egypt, it shall be terrified by the report concerning Tyre.” The
notice of the Chaldeans in v. 13 is very puzzling. Ewald cuts the knot by altering the
word into Canaanites: “Behold the land of the Canaanites! This people is no more;
the Assyrian has made it a wilderness.” This is a very bold, but perhaps happy
conjecture.

[fn. 8: ref. to note repositioned, in the 2nd ed., from the end of the sentence.]
Babylonian ascendency, some . . . . [rev. 2nd ed.]
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APPENDIX.
__________

THE DESOLATION OF BABYLON.
From “THE REASONER,” No. 19, November 5th, 1854.

(Referred to in p. 329.)

EVERY commentator and evidence-writer since controversy commenced,
has delighted in extolling the circumstantial verification of the prophecies of
Isaiah and Jeremiah concerning Babylon. We shall endeavour to show that
in every separate aspect of the time and causes, and of the circumstances to
manifest their fulfilment to the world, the prophecies are completely falsified
by history and by the actual state of the site of Babylon.

[Appendix, by Evans Bell, added to the 3rd ed.]
[ref. to p. 332 of this critical ed.]
[The following is omitted from Bell’s article:] concerning Babylon, as forming one

of the most striking proofs of the supernatural inspiration of the Bible. Even Profes-
sor Newman, whose critical labours in the cause of freethought are quite inestimable,
alludes in his ‘Phases of Faith’ (third edition, p. 115) to the predictions against
Babylon, as having been ‘remarkably verified,’ and in his ‘Hebrew Monarchy’
(second edition, p. 315) as having ‘received either a most accurate or a very plausible
fulfilment.’ Mr. Newman, however, has not failed to perceive and to point out, in
both works, the moral inanity as an example or warning of the gradual desolation of
a city during more than seven centuries. ‘It is absurd,’ he says, ‘to represent the
emptiness of modern Babylon as a punishment of the pride of Nebuchadnezzar’
(‘Hebrew Monarchy,’ note, p. 315). Both Mr. Newman and Mr. Greg (‘Creed of
Christendom,’ p. 56) have also observed another fatally weak point, that the ‘per-
petual desolations’ of Babylon and Chaldea were predicted to take place at the end
of the seventy years’ captivity, but did not really commence until long after. But we
can do much more than this. We shall endeavour . . . . [The textual refs. may be found,
in this critical ed., Phases of Faith, ch. 5, lines 885-6, Hebrew Monarchy, ch.10, lines
130-2, including textual note, and fn. 18.]
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AFTERTHOUGHTS



ON THE FIFTY-FIRST PSALM.
(1866.)

__________

IT has been accepted traditionally with strange unanimity, that King David
wrote this Psalm, as its title avows, in confession of his guilt concerning
Bathsheba and Uriah. But this seems doubly impossible.

First, the man who has committed murder and adultery, has pre-eminently
sinned against man, and not against God only; and must have been strangely
blind to write, “against Thee only have I sinned.” Clearly he has in his belief
committed some sin against God, which is not a sin against man. The blood-
guiltiness which in v. 14 he deplores, must have been an act, as against the
sufferer, just; but involving guilt against God in the perpetrator; perhaps
because of his sacred character. He seems to have been a minister or a priest;
for he hopes to convert sinners; v. 13.

Next, the two last verses of the psalm imply that the walls of Jerusalem
need repair, else are actually broken down. When Joab bravely forced his
way into the city and captured it from the Jebusites, David would not have
weakened the walls on purpose; nor was he likely to pray to God for their re-
pair, but would himself at once order the work to be done. Moreover, he writes
as one expecting, that, as a result of improved defences to Jerusalem, ample
sacrifices will be made on the high altar. The only reasonable explanation is,
that the psalm was written after the overthrow by Nebuchadnezzar. In David’s
reign the ark was not yet brought to Jerusalem, nor do we hear of that city as
any centre of priestly sacrifice.

I can only conclude that this personage,—priest, let me call him,—cling-
ing to the holy land during the Babylonish captivity, had been entangled in
combat with wild marauders, such as take opportunity by foreign invasion,
and had slain some of them in just defence, yet felt himself contaminated by
the act. For the priestly idea at the close of the monarchy was by no means

[This essay (publ. 1887) is dated by the author, with the following note:] Too late
for Third Edition of my “Hebrew Monarchy,” in 1865.
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