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about the human situation, or about the relationship between that revelation 

and human affairs." These texts could have arisen to respond to a question 

about how the will of God will manifest itself. This is the case at Isaiah 

14:29-31 and 21:1 lb-12. That these texts arose as responses to inquiries may 

explain why the topic of the tkOr3 does not determine the addressee. 

For the tktip to have been the name of a genre there had to have been at 

least one text that was conceived with that name. Weis has succeeded in 

finding two places in the Hebrew Bible where there is incontrovertible 

evidence that the superscription with "kp" belonged to the original 

beginnings of the text. One is Isaiah 14:28-32 and the other is Zecheriah 9:1-

11:3.5°  What makes it clear that Ntpri originally labelled Zech 9:1-11:3 is that 

this text is indistinguishable from Zechariah 8 without the to 4X3 heading. The 

heading is superfluous for anyone trying to construct the book. 

Weis makes the observation that the placement of In texts within still 

greater compositions gives these texts the added function of serving the 

purposes of the composition. They describe how the will of Yahweh 

described elsewhere in the composition will manifest itself in human affairs.5' 

For example, it is clear to Weis that the chapters that precede Isaiah 13-23 

reveal the plan of Yahweh.52  In particular chapters 2-4 reveal the will of God 

49  Ibid., p. 229-31. 

"Ibid., pp. 260-61. 

51 Ibid., pp. 273-74. 

52 Ibid., p. 246. Weis (p. 243), cites Marvin A. Sweeney, "Isaiah 1-4 and the Post-Exilic 
Understanding of the Isaianic Tradition" (Ph.D. dissertation, Claremont Graduate School, 1983), 
pp. 277-80, for the structure of Isaiah. Isaiah 2:2-4:6 demonstrate Yahweh's plan to cleanse Judah 
and Jerusalem so that Zion may be the locus of Yahweh's world rule. Isaiah 5-35 spell out the 
implementation of this plan. Isaiah 5-27 involve the chastisement and restoration of Israel and 
Judah and the nations in a new world order. Isaiah 28-35 announce Yahweh's assumption of 
dominion in Zion. 
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for the next thirty-one chapters of Isaiah. The RiV3 oracles in chapters 13-23 

will serve to expound on the matters in chapters 2-4. The will of Yahweh for 

Assyria is described in Isaiah 14:24-27. Weis reckons that chapters 13-23 

will explain what that will mean for the nations. 

Although the essence of the genre does not change over time Weis can 

mark some changes in the use of the ROO genre. In the time of Isaiah the 

genre is typically a revelation that a prophet received in response to an 

inquiry that is primarily about the human situation. By the sixth and fifth 

centuries the genre is a response to a query about the failure of previously 

communicated revelations to reach fulfillment and to provide guidance for 

human of fairs.53  The later texts of Zechariah 9:1-11:3; 12:1-14:21; and 

Malachi 1:2-3:24 do not contain within themselves the Yahweh revelation 

that they are expounding.54  They expound the previously communicated 

Yahweh revelation that exists outside the R00.55  The superscriptions show 

this (Zechariah 9:1; 12:1; Mal 1:2). The superscriptions make a distinction 

between tAttp and 77 17 "the word of Yahweh." This suggests that the 

revelation to which the Rtp relates is distinct from the tAO. 

53 Ibid., pp. 341-42. Weis (p. 335), states that Zechariah 9:1-11:3 and 12:1-14:21 respond 
to this disjuncture between the promises in the word of Yahweh and human events with 
elaborations on Yahweh' plan. Zechariah 9:1-11:3 also provides instructions on appropriate 
behavior. Malachi 1:2-3:24 addresses the community behavior that is the cause for the disjuncture. 
The problems of the three texts are the same: agricultural infertility and the failure of the religio-
political restoration. 

54  Ibid., pp. 346-47. 

55  Weis argues that these texts had no independent existence and were written for their 
context. They were written to support the belief in the promises made by Yahweh through Haggai. 
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terms of the contents of an oracle labelled Rip a t•k03 is an "expostion" of 

Yahweh's revealed will or activity. In terms of its use a tAfpn is a prophetic 

interpretation of Yahweh's revealed will or activity. Our knowledge of the 

contents and context of the texts that km heads supports Weis' description of 

the genre. For example, the ROI texts are definitely a genre exclusive to the 

prophets. The cautionary note is that we have no comprehensive comparison 

of this genre with all other genres of prophetic discourse. Without that data 

we cannot be sure we have the genre's defining characteristics. 

The tkip genre aims to show the way that Yahweh's acts will manifest 

themselves in human affairs. It aims to give direction for action in the present 

or insight into the future based on what Yahweh has or was revealing about 

his actions or intentions. Often it responds to a problem of indeterminacy, of 

opaqueness about the way Yahweh's action or intention is manifesting itself. 

Applying this to the Damascus Oracle the NO genre is a message from 

Yahweh that explicates the present events as manifesting the will of Yahweh 

that was previously revealed about Damascus. This suggests that the 

information in Isaiah 7-8 about earlier prophecies concerning Damascus is 

vital to understanding and interpreting the Damascus NO. It also suggests 

that the apparent supplements within Isaiah 17:1-11 that explain the Yahweh 

revelation with further revelations is in the nature of the Roo oracle and 

intrinsic to it. To remove the material after 17:1-3 would leave something 

that does not normally appear with a kw superscription. 

If it is true that one defines this genre less by formalistic qualities and 

more by intention then one may well permit oneself to extend the Damascus 

Oracle beyond Isa 17:11. For Weis two criteria for not doing so is the 
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introduction of a woe saying and the change in the topic entity at 17:12.57  

However, woe sayings appear throughout Weis' other oon oracles.58  Change 

in topic entity alone cannot be a limiting factor since Weis does not delimit 

according to the prior change in topic entity at Isa 17:4. In other mflin's the 

topic entity of the tkiM is an occasion for revelations of Yahweh about many 

other topic entities. One example is Zechariah 9:1-11:3. According to Weis 

Isaiah 17:1-11 is the only tAtpt3 without a description of Yahweh action and the 

only tkfp that does not correlate Yahweh's plan with human events. That is 

not so if the Damascus Oracle is longer. Both Isaiah 17:13 and 18:4-5 cite 

Yahweh's actions. It is not unusual to find Yahweh's intentions expressed 

near the end of a ttx.59  In addition Isa 18:3 quotes a speech of Yahweh that 

explains Yahweh's plans as often happens in a NOt3. The Damascus ntp n would 

have a command that suits Weis' criteria at Isa 18:2 if the Rtx included 

chapter 18. Weis found that NO'S as a whole are addressed either to the topic 

of the :44n or to Judahites. Isaiah 17-18 are addressed as a whole to the 

Judahites. 

p. 53. 

5gNah 3:1; Habakkuk 2:6, 9, 12, 15, 19; etc. 

Cf. Isaiah 14:32b; 16:6-11; 21:12; 21:17b; 22:14, 23:9, etc. 



PART II 

THE HISTORICAL CONTEXT FOR ISAIAH 17-18 



CHAPTER IV 

A HISTORICAL SURVEY OF JUDAH'S INTERNATIONAL 

CONTEXT FROM 745 UNTIL 681 

It is difficult to interpret Isaiah 17-18 because of the lack of knowledge 

about the history to which these chapters make reference. If we could know 

the times and events about which Isaiah 17-18 speak we could with more 

certainty interpret them. The period that Isaiah 17-18 addresses can be 

demarcated. We know from the information given in 17:1-3 that the 

historical setting for these chapters was such that Damascus and Ephraim had 

tied their destinies together. We also know that the historical setting was one 

when Cush played a role in the events of Israel's history. The historical 

events of both chapters were probably coterminous with Isaiah for the author 

to have found them relevant to the Book of Isaiah. The setting could not have 

been after Samaria's fall and after the end of the Northern Kingdom because 

Damascus and Ephraim no longer interacted. This makes the fall of Samaria 

in 721 the terminus ad quem for 17:1-6. From the time of Isaiah and later 

there was only one period when Cush had a role in the events that involved 

Palestine. That was the time of the twenty-fifth Nubian dynasty. Piankhi 

founded this dynasty in 747 B.C. From his reign onward Ethiopia 

overshadowed Egypt. In 663 the dynasty lost control of Egypt because of 

163 
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Assyrian attacks and in 656 it lost suzerainty from Thebes.' These dates are 

the broad limits of the historical setting. 

We should try to narrow the dates further and estimate what conditions 

and events Isaiah 17-18 depicts. We can do this both externally and 

internally. In this chapter I will begin to determine the probable dates and 

events for the contents of Isaiah 17-18 using available historical records from 

Assyria, Babylonia, Egypt and Israel. In the next chapter I will try to define 

Isaiah 17-18 further by determining the historical events that are important to 

the section in which Isaiah 17-18 finds itself. We will correlate the situations 

described in Isaiah's OAN to the extant historical records. 

The reigns of the Assyrian kings will be used to organize the 

presentation since this information is attested by two different sources: the 

Assyrian Chronicles and the Babylonian Chronicles.2  I will group the 

presentation into sections covering the reign of each of the Assyrian kings 

1 Niclolas Grimal, A History of Ancient Egypt, trans. Ian Shaw (Oxford: Blackwell, 1992), 
pp. 352-54; J. Bright, A History of Egypt, 3rd ed. (Philadelphia: Westminster Press, 1981), p. 311 
(hereafter cited as Bright). 

2  Ancient Mesopotamian historiography has several categories of texts one of which is the 
chronographic text. The chronographic text gives information chronologically. This kind of text 
may refer happenings to the years in the reign of a king or may only give the length of various 
reigns. A. K. Grayson in Assyrian and Babylonian Chronicles, Texts from Cuneiform Sources, 
vol. 5 (Locust Valley, New York: J. J. Augustin Publisher, 1975), pp. 2-4 (hereafter cited as 
ABC), uses the term "chronicle" to refer to those chronographic texts which include narrative and 
as such can be distinguished from the other chronographic text, which is the king lists. Both 
Assyrian and Babylonian chronicles are extant. Elnathan Weissert in "Interrelated Chronographic 
Patterns in the Assyrian Eponym Chronicle and the 'Babylonian Chronicle': A Comparative View", 
in Rencontre Assvriologique Internationale 38 (1984): 482-88, argues that the Babylonian 
Chronicles are dependent on the Assyrian Eponym List. This does not detract from the accuracy 
that the Babylonian Chronicles show. J. A. Brinkman in A Political History of Post-Kassite 
Babylonia (1158-722 BC) (Rome: Pontificium Institutum Biblicum, 1968), p. 32, finds them 
eminently reliable. 
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who ruled during the period from the mid-eighth to the mid-seventh centuries. 

I intend to find the probable contexts for the contents of Isaiah 17-18. 

The Time of Tiglath-Pileser III (745-727 B.C.)  

Tiglath-Pileser III reigned from 745-727.3  When he began his reign 

Assyria was weak as a result of the expansion of Urartu during the first half 

of the eighth century and the strife internally. At the same time Israel and 

Judah knew their most prosperous days. Tiglath-Pileser would change that. 

One of his first acts was to gain control of Babylon. In 745-44 Tiglath-Pileser 

took the throne and marched to the "territory of the rivers". The Babylonian 

Chronicle 1 explains that he campaigned against Babylon to suppress the 

Arameans in that year.4  Although at this time he did not take the Babylonian 

throne the statement in Babylonian Chronicle 1,i,25 makes clear that he 

controlled Babylon during the rest of his reign. In 729 he had to campaign 

against Babylon again. This time he chose to rule Babylon personally and 

3  See A. Kirk Grayson, "Assyria and Babylonia," Orientalia 49 (1980): 140-194, for a 
complete description of the different types of Assyrian texts. The Assyrian records have come to 
us in various forms. The most helpful records for constructing the history of the time are the 
chronographic texts and the royal inscriptions. The most important chronographic texts for our 
purposes are the eponym lists (eponymcalendar) that give labels to years listed consecutively. 
Some eponym lists narrate the key military campaigns for each year. The best list is Canon B 
(Cb1). The royal inscriptions consist primarily of annalistic texts and display (or summary) texts. 
The annalistic texts are in chronological order and the display texts are in geographic sequence. 
The royal inscriptions began to be discovered in 1845 at Nimrud. They were on slabs which had 
been inscribed for earlier kings and which Esarhaddon had appropriated in order to use the blank 
reverse side for his own inscriptions. The fact that they were found in disarray has made the order 
of the slabs and the reconstruction of the events that they record a controversial matter. H. 
Tadmor recently made a new attempt at ordering the slabs using artistic and typological criteria; 
see his "Introductory Remarks To a New Edition of the Annals of Tiglath-Pileser DI," Proceedings 
of the Israel Academy of Sciences and Humanities 11/9 (1968): 168-87 (hereafter cited as Tadmor, 
"New Edition"). 

4  ABC, p. 248. 
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stayed there for the last two years of his life.5  During this time he bore the 

title "King of Babylon", a title that was most prestigious for an Assyrian 
kine 

At the beginning of Tiglath-Pileser's reign Damascus was again 

becoming the dominant power in Palestine after half a century of the other. 

Damascus had been the dominant power during the last quarter of the ninth 

century under the reign of King Hazael. He conquered territory as far south 

in the Transjordan as Aroer in the Arnon Valley.?  That changed at the start 

of the eighth century when at the battle of Apheq Joash, king of Israel, turned 

the tables on Damascus.8  As a result Damascus was probably Israel's vassal 

during the reign of the Israelite Jeroboam 11.9  When Jeroboam II died in 748 

Damascus once again took control. The death of the king exposed Samaria to 

5 Tadmor in "New Edition," (p. 182), places Lay 34a, an inscription that recognizes 
Tiglath-Pileser as the ruler of Babylon, at the end of Series A of the Annals (Lay = A. H. Layard, 
Inscriptions in the Cuneiform Character from Assyrian Monuments). This puts the start of 
Tiglath-Pileser's rule of Babylon at the end of his life. The conventional opinion has been to place 
the inscription at the beginning of the Annals. However, the Babylonian King List A (iv) states 
Tiglath-Pileser (here called Pulu) ruled Babylon for two years at the end of his life. This meant 
that Tiglath-Pileser must have established his rule over the Babylonian sacred cities in the 
beginning of his rule and then apparently abandoned them for fourteen years; see e.g., J. B. 
Pritchard, ed., Ancient Near Eastern Texts Relating to the Old Testament (Princeton: Princeton 
University Press, 1969), p. 272 (hereafter cited as ANET). 

6  See e.g., the tablet from Nimrud dated to 728 (K3751, British Museum) in Daniel David 
Luckenbill, Ancient Records of Assyrian and Babylonia, 2 vols. (Chicago: University of Chicago 
Press, 1926), I: 282 (hereafter cited as ARAB). 

'Wayne T. Pitard, Ancient Damascus: A Historical Study of the Syrian City-State from  
Earliest Times until its Fall to the Assyrians in 732 B.C.E. (Wmona Lake, Indiana: Eisenbrauns, 
1987), p. 151 (hereafter cited as Pitard). 

'Ibid., 167. 

9  Ibid., 177. 
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violent struggles for power.°  For the next few years Damascus was free to 

subject its will on others. However, within ten years Assyria would stop both 

Damascus and Israel. 

What Tiglath-Pileser would do to Damascus and to Israel followed a 

strategy that Tiglath-Pileser had newly devised for controlling conquered 

lands. In the past Assyrian leaders made vassals out of defeated nations. 

Under Tiglath-Pileser defeated nations participated in a three stage loss of 

political independence." The first stage was simply vassalage as kings had 

practiced it before. Assyria started stage two when it uncovered an anti-

Assyrian conspiracy. At this stage Assyria would reduce a nation's territory 

and would deport portions of the upper class. It would appoint new rulers 

from the people who would be loyal to Assyria. The territory that Assyria 

removed it turned into provinces. If there was further trouble Assyria applied 

a third stage. Assyria would make the nation into one of its provinces, it 

would deport the native upper class, and it would introduce a new foreign 

population. These mass resettlements would make Tiglath-Pileser infamous. 

In 738 Tiglath-Pileser began to apply this system to Palestine.I2  A 

coalition headed by "Azriyau of Yaudi" opposed him. There has been some 

I°Ibid., 179. 

"Herbert Donner, "The Separate States of Israel and Judah," in Israelite and Judaen 
History, ed. John H. Hayes and J. Maxwell Miller (London: SCM Press, 1977), p. 419 (hereafter 
cited as Donner, "States"). 

12  Pitard, p.183. Tadmor in "Azriyau of Yaudi," in Studies in the Bible, ed. by C. Rabin, 
Scripta Flierosolymitana 8 (Jerusalem: Magnes, 1961), proved that P. Rost, Die Keilschrifttexte 
Tiglat-Pilesers III nach den Papierabklatschen and Oriainalen des Britischen Museums, 2 vols. 
(Leipzig: E. Pfeiffer, 1893), I, lines 150-7 (II, plate XV) (hereafter cited as Rost) and Rost I, lines 
83-91 (II, plates XIII, XIV) were parallel accounts and belonged to the period 738 not 742. (Lines 
150-57 are within a fragment (lines 123-59) that mentions the settlement of exiles in Ulluba, a city 
that Tiglath-Pileser had conquered in 739. Line 157 is followed by the statement "In my ninth year 
of reign." Bob Becking in The Fall of Samaria: An Historical and Archeological Study (Leiden: 
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debate over the identity of Azriyau. Since it is the same name that scholars 

supposed the Assyrian records give Azariah of Judah it seemed that Judah 

headed the coalition. Recent realignments of the texts proves that Azriyau 

was a rebel from Hamath.13  Tiglath-Pileser put down the coalition and 

incorporated the areas around Hamath as provinces. This threw the other 

Palestinian states into panic. They rushed to show their loyalty to Assyria 

with tributes. In the same year Tiglath-Pileser reports that those that sent him 

tribute included Damascus, Israel and the Queen of Arabia.14  

The Assyrian records about the Assyrian advance and the 

accompanying tribute supports some significant determinations about the 

Israelite kings of the time. The Assyrian records and 2 Kings 15:19-20 

corroborate the Israelite King Menahem's part in the 738 tribute.15  2 Kings 

15:19-20 describes that the purpose of Menahem's tribute to Pul was to 

"strengthen his own hold on the kingdom" and that Pul then withdrew from 

Brill, 1992), p. 2 (hereafter cited as Becking), points out that Kullania, which is mentioned at lines 
90-101, is according to the Eponymcalendar C"l a campaign conducted in 738. Kullania was the 
capital city of the neo-Hittite kingdom of Unqi in northern Syria. 

"N. Na' aman, "Sennacherib's 'Letter to God' on His Campaign to Judah," Bulletin of the 
American School of Oriental Research 214 (1974): 25-39. Na'aman has shown that K6205 
belongs with BM82-3-23, 131 (BM=British Museum) and that the two are connected with 
Sennacherib's "Letter to God". The person referred to is Hezekiah not Azariah. Such facts as the 
reference to the border between Philistia and Judah as "my border", the name of the deity Anshur, 
and the invasion of Judah, suggest that this fragment does not belong to Tiglath-Pileser. 

14  ANET, p. 283 (translation of Rost I, lines 26-27 and the parallel account in Rost I, lines 
14-16). The Iran Stela mentions similar tributaries but since it has Tuba'il as the King of Tyre 
instead of Hiram this is often seen as a slightly earlier tribute (cf. Pitard, p. 184). The ninth year 
of Tiglath-Pileser is his pala 8. 

" This would support the dating of Menahem's reign to at least 738. 
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the land.°  The Assyrian records describe an amount of tribute that matches 

the tribute of a usurper buying Assyrian support. For example, the usurpers 

Hulli of Tabal and Metenna of Tyre paid similar amounts of tribute to secure 

their hold on power.'' This supports the idea that Menahem was also a 

usurper whose control of Israel was weak. After Menahem's reign there was 

a two year reign of his son Pekahiah. Pekah then assassinated Pekahiah (2 

Kings 15:25). 

The Assyrian tribute list of 738 is also the first appearance of Rezin of 

Damascus in ancient records.18  It is clear that Rezin was the leading figure in 

the fight against Assyria as can be seen by the two year campaign Assyria 

held against Damascus in 733 and 732.19  In the years 737-735 Tiglath-

Pileser fought in campaigns in the North and East. It was during this time 

that a coalition of Palestinian states formed around Rezin and that Israel 

established a special alliance with him.20  This was also the time that Rezin 

and Pekah began their attacks on Judah which 2 Kings 15:37 reports occurred 

16  Pul is a name by which Tiglath-Pileser was known in late cuneiform sources such as the 
Babylonian King List A iv 8 (cp. Babylonian King List A in ANET, p. 272, with Babylonian 
Chronicle 1 in ABC 72) and in the Hellenistic Ptolemaic Canon. See also ABC, p. 248, and E. 
Schraeder, Keilinschriften and Geschichtsforschung (Giessen: 1878), pp. 422-60, for discussions 
on the name. 

17Mordecai Cogan and Hayim Tadmor, II Kings: A New Translation With Introduction  
and Commentary (N.p.: Doubleday and Co., 1988), p. 172 (hereafter cited as Cogan/Tadmor). 

18 Rezin appears in the tribute lists of Rost I, lines 83-91 and lines 150-7 and on the Iran 
Stela, which dates around 738. Cf. Pitard, p. 183-84. 

19Eponymcalendar Cbl . 

20  Pitard, p. 184. Cogan/Tadmor, pp. 190-91, indicates that it was J. Begrich in Zeitschrift 
der deutschen morgenlandischen Gesellschaft 83 (1929): 213-37, who first suggested that Syria 
and Israel had formed a "Syro-Ephraimite" alliance. This suggestion has been followed by most 
scholars since that time. 
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during the days of Jotham. Jotham reigned until 735 having taken over when 

Uzziah was stricken with leprosy (2 Kings 15:5).21  

Rezin's dominance over Israel showed itself in his annexation of 

Israelite territory and in his hold over Pekah. Rezin's annexation of Israelite 

territory is made evident in 731 when Assyria made provinces out of the 

defeated Syro-Ephraimite league. At that time Tiglath-Pileser apparently did 

not venture to Samaria because he credited Israel with the overthrow of 

Pekah.22  He did enter Israel far enough to be able to declare that he deported 

from "the land of the house of Omri . . . all of its people. "'3  However, 

21 1 prefer the date 735 for the end of Jotham's reign chiefly because it is during the reign of 
Jotham that Rezin joined Pekah to attack Judah (2 Kings 15:37). Pekah could not have taken 
Israel into an alliance with Syria any earlier than two years after 738 because Menahem ruled 
Israel at least until 738 (see above) and between Menahem and Pekah was a two year reign of 
Pekahiah. Barnes points out that the date of 735 for the end of Jotham's reign is supported by the 
odd synchronism of 2 Kings 15:30 that connects Jotham's 20th year with Hoshea's first year (2 
Kings 15:33 states Jotham reigned in Jerusalem 16 years so his 20th year was four years after his 
reign ended, i.e., 731). Those who follow the date of 735 for the end of Jotham's reign include: W. 
H. Barnes, Studies In the Chronology of the Divided Monarchy of Israel, Harvard Semitic 
Monographs 48 (Atlanta: Scholars Press, 1991), p. 153 (hereafter cited as Barnes); Bright, 
chronological chart VI; A. Laato, "New Viewpoints on the Chronology of the Kings of Judah and 
Israel," Zeitschrift far die Alttestamentliche Wissenschaft 98 (1986): 216 (hereafter cited as 
Laato); Edwin R. Thiele, The Mysterious Numbers of the Hebrew Kings (Grand Rapids: 
Zondervan, 1983), p. 131 (hereafter cited as Thiele). Other chronologies give Jotham's final year 
respectively as 743, 744 or 742: Cogan/Tadmor, p. 182; John H. Hayes and Paul K. Hooker, A 
New Chronology for the Kings of Israel and Judah and Its Implication for Biblical History and 
Literature (Atlanta: John Knox Press, 1988), p. 56 (hereafter cited as Hayes/Hooker); J. Alberto 
Soggin, A History of Ancient History, trans. John Bowden (Philadelphia: Westminster, 1985), p. 
219. 

22  H. C. Rawlinson, Cuneiform Inscriptions of Western Asia, 5 vols. (London: British 
Museum, 1861-1909), plate 10, no. 2 (hereafter cited according to the conventional pattern III 
R 10,2); translation in ARAB, I: 293. 

21 Ibid. This is an obvious exaggeration but it would be premature to totally dismiss it as 
stock rhetoric as Stuart A. Irvine wants to do in Isaiah, Ahaz, and the Syro-Ephraimitic Crisis, 
Society of Biblical Literature Dissertation Series 123 (Atlanta: Scholars Press, 1990). p. 68 
(hereafter cited as Irvine, Isaiah). 
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improved texts show that Tiglath-Pileser considered the Israelite areas that he 

absorbed to have belonged to Syria.24  The Hebrew Bible does not 

necessarily contradict this when it gives its account of what seems to be the 

same Assyrian action. 2 Kings 15:29 reports that Assyria annexed Galilee 

and the Transjordan but it does not say to whom Assyria believed the land 

belonged. Isaiah 9:12 testifies that Aram had taken land away from Israel. 

Rezin could have forced Pekah to cede land to him if Pekah was only a 

puppet ruler of Rezin. It is probable that Pekah was under Rezin's control. 

Pekah would have been vulnerable to such control if he was a ruler of a rebel 

Transjordan, as some suggest. The suggestion of a long rule of partisan 

groups that began in 752/51 would help to explain Pekah's reign of twenty 

years purported by 2 Kings 15:27.25  Pekah's rebel rule would also explain 

the statement in 2 Kings 15:25 that Pekah took with him fifty Gileadite men 

when he assassinated Pekahiah. 

Damascene domination of Palestine included an effort to gain control 

of Judah. In 2 Kings 16:5 Rezin and Pekah assaulted Jerusalem. The king of 

Judah at the time was Ahaz, who had taken over from Jotham around 735.26  

2AND4301 + 4305 and K2649 has filled in some of the lacunae of the text of HI R 10,2, 
lines 15-19. What had been assumed to say Naphtali actually says Hazael. This means that the 
places mentioned in lines 5-8 of III R 10,2 deal with the disposition of what was considered to be 
the kingdom of Damascus and not Israel. The areas mentioned there include Ramoth-Gilead. 2 
Kings 15:29 does not describe to whom Assyria attributed the land when it states that Assyria 
occupied Gilead and Galilee. Lay 29b, lines 230-234, indicates that Assyria conducted military 
actions in Galilee with the possibility that Assyria considered Galilee a part of Syrian territory. Cf. 
Irvine, Isaiah, pp. 63-67. 

25 Becking, p. 6. Pekah may have considered himself the legitimate heir of the Jehu 
dynasty and counted his years from the murder of Zechariah. Cf. Nadav Na'aman, "Historical and 
Chronological Notes on the Kingdoms of Israel and Judah in the Eighth Century B.C.," Vetus 
Testamentum 36 (1986): pp. 78-79 (hereafter cited as Na'aman , "Chronological"). 

26There is general consensus that Ahaz ruled Judah in 735 (e.g., Bright, p. 471; Thiele, p. 
217; Hayes/Hooker, pp. 56-57). The exact limits of his reign are disputed. 
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Damascus took Elath on the Red Sea from Judah and put it under the control 

of the Edomites (2 Kings 16:6). This shows that like the earlier Hazael 

Damascus had control in parts of the Transjordan as far as the Red Sea and 

may have controlled the Aroer by Rabbath-ammon. In 2 Chronicles 28:5-15 

Syria took many of Ahaz's people prisoner. Pekah killed one hundred and 

twenty thousand soldiers in Judah and took two hundred thousand women 

and children captive. His attack brought him close enough to Ahaz to kill 

both Ahaz's son and the officer in charge of the palace. Pekah did not hold on 

to his captives from Judah. Israel's army let them go when a prophet warned 

the army of God's displeasure at taking former countrymen captive. Josephus 

reports the same efforts by Rezin and Pekah to overtake Judah.27  

The goal of Rezin and Pekah aggression against Judah was to force 

Judah to join in their alliance against Assyria. At that time Judah's foreign 

policy was to submit to Assyria, a policy that had been followed by Pekah's 

predecessor Menahem. When Pekah took over he and Rezin decided to place 

their own king upon Judah's throne. According to Isaiah 7:6 they planned to 

forcibly unseat Ahaz and replace him with the son of Tabeel. The siege of 

Jerusalem mentioned in 2 Kings 16:5 must have taken place sometime 

between the accession of Pekah to the throne and before the Assyrian 

campaign turned against Damascus. Some think it occurred between the 

Philistine campaign and the Damascus campaign.28  At that time Damascus 

27Josephus, The Works of Josephus, trans. William Whiston (Peabody, Massachusettes: 
Hendrickson, 1988), Bk. 9, c. 12, pars. 245-251. Miller and Hayes warn that where Josephus' 
work and the biblical narrative overlap Josephus depends on the biblical materials; see J. M. Miller 
and J. H. Hayes, A History of Ancient Israel and Judah Philadelphia: Westminster, 1986), p. 316. 

28Donner, "States," p. 429. Donner assumes that the Philistine campaign was not against 
the coalition. However, the flight of Hanno of Gaza would indicate otherwise. 
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and Ephraim would have felt the need for Judah's support most acutely. More 

likely it occurred immediately after Pekah's accession when Pekah saw the 

support that there was within Judah for his brand of foreign policy.29  

We can surmise the participants of the anti-Assyrian coalition to which 

Damascus and Ephraim belonged by identifying those lands that after the 734 

Philistine campaign refused Assyria tribute and by noting which lands Assyria 

attacked. Conspicuously absent from the tributary list of IIR 67 are Rezin, 

Pekah and Hiram of Tyre.3°  The tributary list does include Salamanu of 

Moab, Kaushmalaka of Edom, Sanipu of Beth-Ammon, and Ahaz of Judah. 

The flight of Hanno of Gaza to Egypt according to ND400 suggests that he 

was a part of the coalition. The mention of the Meunites in the same text may 

suggest that they belonged in the coalition. Samsi of the Arabs must have 

been a part of the coalition since the fmal lines of the text seem to describe 

Assyrian action against her.31  The statement by Tiglath-Pileser in Layard 

72b + 73a that Samsi broke her oath indicates that she had been a vassal. It 

is not clear when her vassalage began. In Layard 29b Tiglath-Pileser rebuffs 

Mitinti of Ashkelon for his rebellion. Mitinti had been one of the tributaries 

on the list of 734. He re-joined the coalition after the Assyrian campaign of 

734. The text appears to say that he fell ill when he saw the defeat of Rezin 

coming and that his son Rukiptu took over. This succession may have been 

through a coup d'etat. From these details we can conclude that Damascus, 

"Irvine, Isaiah, pp. 298-99. 

"Ibid., pp. 41-44. Irvine shows that the absence of these names in lines 7-9, lines which 
he establishes concern events of 734, is difficult to ascribe to the lacunae of the text. 

31Ibid., p. 56. One finds the same battle site in parallel accounts of Samsi's submission to 
Tiglath-Pileser in MR 10,2, line 19 and Lay 66, line 213. The personal pronouns are feminine. 
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Israel, Tyre, Ashkelon, Samsi of the Arabs and possibly the Meunites were 

still together after the campaign against Philistia. Gaza had been a part of the 

coalition before the Philistine campaign. 

During the days of the anti-Assyrian coalition Egypt and Cush 

influenced the surrounding countries but did not agitate them. All countries 

respected their power. Historically Egypt had played a major role in the fight 

against Assyria. It fought with Damascus and Israel against the Assyrian 

Shalmaneser III and in the battle at Qargar in 853 effectively stopped him for 

awhile.32  From that time forward Egyptian policy was one of supporting 

Syro-Palestinian powers against Assyria.33  The initial Assyrian incursion 

into Palestine during the 734-32 campaigns took the form of a sudden thrust 

to the Egyptian border. This showed with what seriousness Assyria regarded 

the threat of an Egyptian intervention in Palestine. There was no military 

encounter between Assyria and Egypt at the time. When Assyria reached 

Gaza, Hanno fled to Egypt. Assyria was confident enough about having 

contained Egypt that it took Harm() back and left him in charge of Gaza. 

Assyria's main contention with Egypt was over the control of trade. Evidence 

for this is in the example of the Nimrud Letter XII dating to the 730's. It 

prohibits Tyre and Sidon from trading in timber with Egypt. 

It seems that during the Palestinian invasion of Tiglath-Pileser Assyrian 

relations with Cush were positive. Assyrian records reveal that there were 

significant contacts between Assyria and Cush at this time. These records 

distinguished between Egypt, which they called Musiri, and Cush, which they 

ANET, pp. 278-79. 

33  Grimal, p. 326. 
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called Meluhha or Kusi. Assyrian art did not begin to depict Egyptians or 

Cushites until the reign of Sargon. When it did it universally depicted the 

Egyptians and Cushites as enemies of Assyria.34  The Assyrian annals said 

little about Cush at the time of Tiglath-Pileser. However, the Assyrian 

administrative records from 732 mentioned Cushites in the wine 

distribution.35  It is very likely that these Cushite dignitaries were involved in 

the exportation of Nubian horses. The chariot horse received its name from a 

Cushite breed of horse. It was called the kusaya, "Cushite", and apparently 

hailed from Nubia. This is corroborated by the devotion that Piye had for 

horses and by the way that Sargon could be appeased by the Egyptian gift of 

six horses. Tiglath-Pileser III had every reason to be serious about the import 

of Nubian horses. The possibility exists that Piye sent ambassadors to 

Assyria to keep relations peaceful at the time of Assyria's invasion of 

Palestine but the Assyrian ruler Sargon knew of no such contact.36  

According to Egyptian records Cush remained militarily inactive at this 

time. It had control of upper Egypt beyond Thebes through alliances that it 

made with several Egyptian kings. This is clear from the statement Piye 

made after his invasion of Egypt in 728.37  His reproach of several Egyptian 

34  Stephanie Dailey in "Foreign Chariotry and Calvary In the Armies of Tiglath-Pileser III 
and Sargon II," Iraq 47 (1985): 46 (hereafter cited as Dailey), makes reference to P. Albenda, 
"Observations on Egyptians in Assyrian Art," Bulletin of the Egytological Seminar 4 (1982): 5-32. 

35 Nirtirud Wine List No. 9; mentioned by Dailey, p. 44. 

36  At ANET, p. 286, Sargon states that the ancestors of the king ofMelithha had never sent 
messengers to Sargon's fathers to bring greetings. 

37Irvine, in Isaiah, p. 173, believes that it was in 734 that Piye went into lower Egypt. 
Duane L. Christensen in "The Identity of "King So" in Egypt (2 Kings 17:4)," Vetus Testamentum 
39, 2 (1989): 147 (hereafter cited as Christensen), dates the invasion to ca. 724-722. However, K. 
A. Kitchen proves that the invasion of lower Egypt was in 728 or 727 in The Third Intermediate 
Period in Egypt (1100-650 B.C.), 2nd edition (Warminster, England: Aris and Phillips, 1986), p. 
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kings infers that they had earlier pledged loyalty.38  Cush's military inactivity 

is also clear from Piye's strategy against the Egyptian attack against him. His 

plan was to wait for his enemy to move toward Nubia before advancing. 

Cushite Egypt's passivity toward Assyria would have bolstered Judah while it 

faced Damascene and Samarian attacks. 

Jerusalem refused to be a part of the coalition against Assyria. 

According to 2 Chronicles 28:16-18 Ahaz faced attacks not only from Aram 

and Ephraim but also from Edomites and Philistines. In 2 Kings 16:8 when 

the Syro-Ephraimite league besieged Jerusalem, Ahaz appealed to Tiglath-

Pileser for help against Israel and Syria. Assyrian records confirm that Ahaz 

paid tribute in 734.39  This may have been Ahaz's first tribute. Although 

Ahaz refers to himself as the "servant and son" of Tiglath-Pileser in 2 Kings 

16:7 that does not necessarily imply vassalage. The term "servant" was used 

139 (hereafter cited as Kitchen, Period), and in "Further Thoughts on the Egyptian Chronology in 
the Third Intermediate Period," Revue d'Egytologie 34: 63-64, 66-67. The Piye Stela reports the 
invasion took place in Piye's Year 21. A synchronism can be made between the end of the 23rd 
Dynasty in 736 (Year 19 of Iuput II) and Year 12 of Piye using the Wadi Gasus inscription. This 
would make 747 the start of Piye's rule. Year 21 and the invasion would be in 727. Kitchen also 
calculates the date of the invasion using dates after the invasion and working backwards. He starts 
with Shabaka's conquest of of lower Egypt, an event that happened between 716-712. If the stela 
of Year 3 of Shabaka from Bubastis correlates to the death of Osorkon IV (Bubastis and Tanis) in 
713 then the conquest took place in 714. Between this conquest and Piye's invasion must fit the 12 
year minimum that belongs to the reigns of Tefnakht and Bakenrenef, kings of the 24th dynasty at 
Sais (Bakenrenef = Mantheo's Bocchoris). The latest date for Piye's invasion following this 
computation would fall between 728-724 and probably no later than 727. See n. 68 below. 

38 Piye shows this when following his invasion of Egypt he reproaches the kings of 
Hermopolis and Herakleopas for their disloyalty. 

391I R 67, line 11. Irvine in Isaiah, pp. 41-42, convincingly argues that this does not date 
to 728. It must date to 734/33 since this text also mentions 1Vfitinti as a tributary, someone who 
Tiglath-Pileser removed from power (Ashkelon) at the first defeat of Damascus (Layard 29b). 
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by anyone who was not a vassal and the significance of the term "son" is not 
known.  40 

Records document well the reaction of Tiglath-Pileser to the rebellious 

coalition.41  From the steps taken it appears his aims were: (1) to cut-off help 

from Egypt; (2) to maintain the control over trade; and (3) to subdue any 

opponents. The Eponymcalendar Canon B puts the Tiglath-Pileser campaign 

in Palestine in the years Nisan, 734--Nisan, 731. Associated with the first 

year is a campaign against Philistia and with the next two years a campaign 

against Damascus.42  The campaign against Philistia involved a thrust down 

the Mediterranean coast that left some areas untouched but established 

Assyria's immediate presence in Gaza.43  There Assyria set up a trading-

center. Assyrian forces then moved south of Gaza to the Wadi Besor ("Brook 

of Egypt") where they subjugated the Meunites and gained control of the 

trade routes out of Egypt. After this initial invasion many nations voluntarily 

submitted to Assyria. 

Assyria's two year campaign annihilated the coalition against it. 

Tiglath-Pileser defeated Rezin in the field, captured Damascus and executed 

Rezin.44  Thus the kingdom of Damascus came to an end. At some point 

40  Becking, p. 10, argues that this proves he was a vassal. Cogan/Tadmor, p. 187, shows 
the opposite. 

41  Sources for the 734-32 campaign of Tiglath-Pileser are: Rost I, lines 191-210 (= Lay 
72b-73a); Rost I, lines 211-228 (= Lay 66); Rost I, lines 229-240 (= Lay 29b); Rost I, lines 78-83 
(= DI R 10,2); II R 67; ND400; ND4301 + 4305. 

42  A. Ungnad, "Eponym," in Reallexikon der Assyriologie, ed. E. Ebeling and B. Meissner 
(Berlin: Walter de Gruyter, 1932). 

43  See Irvine in Isaiah, pp. 70-72, for much of this summary. 

44 2 Kings 16:9 attributes the death of Rezin to Tiglath-Pileser; ARAB, 1:280. 
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during this siege of Damascus Tiglath-Pileser defeated Samsi at Mt. Saquirri, 

a point possibly east of Palestine, and Hiram of Tyre. He then returned both 

rulers to their thrones. At some point, probably after Rezin was confined to 

Damascus, Tiglath-Pileser attacked and defeated the towns under Ashkelon's 

control. The inhabitants of Ashkelon deflected the Assyrian rage by 

assassinating Mitinti and replacing him with Rukiptu, who swore allegiance 

to Tiglath-Pileser. 

After the fall of Damascus and while Tiglath-Pileser was still in 

Damascus Ahaz quickly gave his further tribute.45  According to 2 Chronicles 

28:20-22 Tiglath-Pileser's help to Judah was not without its problems. Even 

after Ahaz made his gift problems with Assyria continued. While in 

Damascus Ahaz decided to have a copy of the altar in Damascus made for 

Jerusalem. At first glance the imitation of a defeated foe would appear 

unreasonable but the imitation of Syrian culture was in vogue in the world. 

Assyria incorporated many aspects of Syrian art and architecture.46  

In the aftermath of the Palestinian campaigns Assyria made Syria and 

parts of Israel into provinces.47  It deported large numbers of Israelites but it 

left most of the Israelite territory intact.48  One factor that convinced Tiglath-

Pileser that that was not necessary was Hoshea's assassination of Pekah. 

45  2 Kings 16:10. 

46  Cogan/Tadmor, p. 193. 

472 Kings 15:29; Isa 8:23; HER 10,2, lines 15-16; Lay 29b, lines 231-34. According to 
Becicing, p. 20, Assyria made from the former Israelite territory the provinces Du 'ru on the 
Mediterranean coast, Magidu in the North, and Gal 'ad(d)a in Transjordan. According to Pitard, 
p. 189, Assyria turned Syria into the provinces Hauran, Qarnini, Mansuate and Subite Zubite). 
The information about these provinces comes from later records. 

48  See above n. 24; see also 2 Kings 15:29. 
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Tiglath-Pileser confirms this by his statements. He admits that he did not 

unseat Pekah and says it was the people who deposed Pekah. He does take 

credit for Hoshea's accession to the throne.'" It took Hoshea until Tiglath-

Pileser had begun his campaign against Sapia (southern Babylon) in 731 

before Hoshea succeeded in his unseating of Pekah. This is apparent because 

Hoshea took his tribute to Sarrabanu.5°  Hoshea would have given his tribute 

sooner if he could have because he would have received Tiglath-Pileser's 

confirmation and hence he would have fortified his hold on power.51  

When a Chaldean seized the throne of Babylon from a Babylonian in 

731 Tiglath-Pileser reacted immediately.52  He campaigned from 731-729 to 

gain control of Babylon and then took the throne himself. He used both 

diplomacy and some show of force against Arameans and Chaldeans to do it. 

As a result he became the first Assyrian to be both king of Assyria and king 

of Babylon. Tiglath-Pileser died in 727 under uncertain conditions. 

The siege of Jerusalem by the Syro-Ephraimite league is the most 

probable setting for Isaiah 17:1-6. It is at this point that the league tied the 

fates of Syria and Ephraim. The destruction of the two nations and Aroer was 

about to take place. There was still reason to speak of the "glory" and "fat" 

of Israel. After 732 that glory was faded. The message of destruction in 

Isaiah 17 had relevance only if it addressed a situation where Syria and 

49ND4301 + 4305, line 10 and DI R 10,2, lines 15-19. 

50 ND4301 + 4305, line 11. 

51 This tribute is an important synchronism for the reign of Hoshea. 

52  J. A.Brinkman, Prelude to Empire: Babylonian Society and Politics, 747-626 B.C., 
Occasional Publications of the Babylonian Fund, 7 (Philadelphia, 1984), pp. 42-43-(hereafter cited 
as Brinkman, Babylonian). 
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Damascus appeared strong and unlikely to fall, which was still the case 

before 734. In Isaiah 17 Damascus is still a kingdom and King Rezin is still 

alive. 

The Time of Shalmaneser V (727-722 B.C.)  

Records covering the reign of Shalmaneser V are sparse. He, like his 

father, took both the title "King of Assyria" and "King of Babylon" and he 

held both titles throughout his reign.53  

The Eponymcalendar for the years of Shalmaneser is in poor condition. 

Some believe that "Damascus" should fill the lacunae that names the targets 

of Shalmaneser's campaigns. They argue that the two year campaign against 

Damascus in 733/32 and 732/31 never states that the city of Damascus was 

ka-Sid,"conquered", but rather that there was a campaign against the mat, 

"land", of Damascus. Therefore, Tiglath-Pileser never did capture the city. 

After the reign of Shalmaneser Sargon refers to Damascus only as a province. 

This leaves Shalmaneser as the only one who could have conquered the city 

of Damascus.54  However, the eponyms do not state every city that Assyria 

captured. Nor is it likely that Tiglath-Pileser III would have left the job 

unfinished before going on to fight in Babylonia. The Biblical record resists 

such a scenario. In addition to stating the capture of Damascus it reports that 

"Babylon Chronicle 1 in ABC, p. 73. 

54  O. Loretz and W. Mayer, "Pulu - Tiglathpileser III. und Menahem von Israel nach 
assyrischen Quellen und 2 Kan 15,19-20," Ugarit Forschungen 22 (1990): 223, cited by Becking, 
p. 14. The eponym of 728 shows the first syllable of the object of that year's campaign—Dal. 
Some suggest that this is the beginning of Da-mag-qa ka-sid (so G. Smith, who popularized the 
Assyrian texts in the last century). Even this reconstruction would fail to prove the point that the 
city was conquered in 728 because the city is always spelt Di-mai-qa. This reading would also not 
support Shalmaneser's conquest of Damascus since 728 belonged to the reign of Tiglath-Pileser. 
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Ahaz met with Tiglath-Pileser at Damascus and then was able to enter the 

city to see its religious center.55  Had Tiglath-Pileser not fmished the task of 

besieging Damascus he would have left a field commander to do so.56  

Some place Josephus' report of a five year siege of Tyre in the reign of 

Shalmaneser.57  This is especially true for those who postulate a broad 

Palestinian revolt against Assyria during Shalmaneser's reign. Nations often 

saw the change in rulers as a moment of weakness and the best time to revolt. 

This could have been true for Tyre. Quoting from Menander's Greek 

translation of the Archives of Tyre Josephus says that an Assyrian king 

named Selampsas invaded Phoenicia during the reign of King Elulaios of Tyre 

and after establishing terms for peace he departed.58  Tyre revolted but some 

cities subservient to Tyre turned against Tyre and looked to Assyria for 

protection. A five year siege of Tyre by the king of Assyria ensued. There 

are problems with Josephus' account. Shalmaneser did not campaign long 

enough for a five year siege. Sargon who was quick to claim victories never 

mentions Tyre. Many of the details of Josephus' account better suit the days 

of Sennacherib.59  For example, it is Sennacherib that mentions a King Luli of 

Sidon that in Greek would be written Elulaios. 

"2 Kings 16:9-10. 

56
Becking, p. 14. 

57Hayes/Hooker, p. 66. 

58  Josephus Bk IX, c. 14, par. 284. 

59 For a discussion about the dating of Josephus' account see J. H. Brangenberg, "A 
Reexamination of the Date, Authorship, Unity and Function of Isaiah 13-23," Ph.D. dissertation, 
Golden Gate Baptist Seminary, 1989, pp. 181-85 (hereafter cited as Brangenberg). The name 
Selampsas is as close to Sennacherib as it is to Shalmaneser. The details of Menander's account 
are so similar to those of Sermacherib's campaigns (see below) that to place them in the reign of 
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The Biblical record concerning events during the reign of Shalmaneser 

report that Hoshea took advantage of the ruler change in Assyria. He sent 

envoys to So of Egypt and stopped paying tribute to Assyria. King So was 

probably Pharaoh Osorkon IV of the 22nd Dynasty who ruled in Tanis in the 

East Delta, the part of Egypt closest to Palestine.60  According to 2 Kings 

17:4 Shalmaneser responded to the treason by taking Hoshea captive and then 

by besieging Samaria for three years before capturing it. According to 2 

Kings 17:6 and 2 Kings 18:9-10 the siege of Samaria began in Hoshea's 

seventh year and ended in his ninth, probably 725/4-723/2. 

Shalmaneser presents the unlikely situation that King Luli experienced the same events twice in his 
life. On the other hand Cogan/Tadmor (pp. 198-99) argue that Selampsas is Shalmaneser. 

°Kitchen, Period, pp. 372-75. Some of the reasons Kitchen gives include: we know 
abbreviations like this were done, e.g., "Sesse" for Ramesses II; "So" could not have been a 
Hebrew transcription for Tefnakht's Hors-name because foreig►  scribes never referred to 
Egyptian pharaohs by any other name than by cartouche-names or personal names; "So" could not 
have stood for the city Sais, Tefnakht's capital, because the 2 Kings 17:4 text does not allow a 
place name unless it is sharply emended; Tefnakht and Sais were too distant to have been of any 
use to Hoshea; the Hebrew prophets inveigh only against the East Delta and their rulers; there was 
a long-standing alliance between Israel and the 22nd Dynasty kings. Donner in "States," p. 433, 
has suggested that "So" is an inaccurate rendering of the Egyptian appellation king. This is the 
choice of Becking (p. 470) who cites R. Krauss, Biblische Notizen 11 (1980): 29-31). It is also the 
choice of N. Na'aman in "The Biblical Background to the Conquest of Samaria (720 BC)," Biblica  
71 (1990): 217 (hereafter cited as Na'aman, "Samaria"). Christensen calls all philological grounds 
inconclusive and identifies "So" with Tefnakht on historical grounds. He considers Tefnakht to 
have been the only ruler in the Delta strong enough to help and hence the only ruler to whom 
Hoshea would appeal. He sets the invasion of Piye back to 723 so that he can describe Tefnakht as 
undefeated and as amassing power when Hoshea makes his appeal to Egypt. Christensen fails to 
counter the synchronism that Kitchen uses to establish the date of Piye's campaign of 727 and he 
cannot prove that Piye supressed the fact that Tefnakht was a king. (Tefnakht assumed the kingly 
title in approximately 727.) Tefnakht and his later successor never became so dominant in the 
lower delta that they were able to take away the strong independence of other Egyptian rulers. For 
example, when Shabaka of Ethiopia invaded Egypt in ca. 714 he erected a stela to his rule in 
Bubastis, a city that belonged to Osorkon of the East Delta. Christenson does prefer a philological 
theory of D. B. Redford that suggests that "Nechepso" in Mantheo comes from the two words 
"Necho" and pso. Redford in "A Note on II Kings 17,4," Society for the Study of Egyptian  
Antiquities Journal 11 (1981): 75-76, postulates that Pso is short for two words "the Saite". Thus 
"Nechepso" means "Necho the Saite". Pso became in Hebrew sw '. However, it is unprecedented 
for the Hebrew Bible to simply call Tefnakht "the Saite". 



183 

The Babylonian Chronicle corroborates the Biblical record that credits 

Shalmaneser with conquering Samaria.61  During his short reign Shalmaneser 

spent 726 at home and not campaigning.62 The Eponymcalendar indicates 

that after the hiatus Shalmaneser campaigned for three successive years--

725/4-723/2--at locations that are now illegible. Samaria would fit well the 

lacunae for the three years for reasons beyond the fact that this is the only 

Assyrian record that correlates with what the Hebrew Bible records give as 

the Assyrian king at the time of the Samarian siege, the duration of the siege, 

and its date. The fact that under this proposal the siege came at the end of 

Shalmaneser's life would resolve the problem of Sargon claiming the conquest 

of Samaria. At the death of Shalmaneser the Assyrian forces would have 

returned home without the time to institute massive deportations. Sargon 

would have finished the job and taken the credit for Samaria's fall. 

Shalmaneser died on Tebeth 12 of his fifth year. 63  

During the years of Shalmaneser's reign Egypt and Ethiopia went 

through a power struggle. In approximately 728 Tefnakht of Sais advanced 

on Piye of Nubia. He was a Libyan of the 24th Dynasty who controlled the 

West-Delta and the South of Egypt up to Memphis." Piye's response was to 

61  ABC, p. 73. Dailey, p. 36, makes clear that the term used here for the conquest of 
Samaria, "break", does not require the burning of the city. 

62  ARAB, II: 437. 

63  ABC, p. 73 (Babylonian Chronicle 1). 

"The information about Piye's invasion comes from the great granite Piye Stela that stood 
in the Gebel Barkal temple; see Kitchen, Period, pp. 139-44, 363-72, 544. The stela mentions 
Osorkon whose earliest date is after the death of Shoshenq V in 731; see Kitchen, Period, p. 355. 
The presence of Osorkon on the Piye Stela sets the upper limit for when Piye could have invaded 
Egypt to late 731. This eliminates the possibility that Piye prepared to conquer Egypt at the time 
of Assyria's 734-32 campaigns in Palestine. The Athens Stela indicates an official reign of at least 
seven years for Tefnakht after the Piye conquest. On the basis of the death of the Apis bull 



184 

wait for Tefnakht to consolidate his troops in the upper Delta. When 

Hermopolis defected Piye sent his forces down the Nile to engage Tefnakht 

along with the order for his troops to stop at Thebes to do a religious act of 

devotion to Amun. Dissatisfied with the progress of his troops Piye joined 

them. He says he celebrated the Opet Festival of Amun while enroute. Piye 

pushed Tefnakht back as far as Memphis and with an ingenious use of 

warships he conquered Memphis. At Memphis King Iuput II of Leontopolis, 

who was of the 23rd Dynasty, Chief Akunosh of Ma and other Egyptian 

rulers paid Piye homage. Subsequently Piye received the homage of King 

Osorkon IV of Tanis and Bubastis. Piye proceeded to break Tefnakht's 

rebellion at Mosdai and forced Tefnakht to submit. With control over all of 

Egypt established Piye returned to Napata never to return. After Piye's 

departure from the Delta an inevitable power vacumn developed. Tefnakht 

again took steps to fill it. 

John Hayes and Paul Hooker consider Shalmaneser's reign to be the 

best setting for Isaiah 17. They argue that an anti-Assyrian coalition re-

emerged in 728 the suppression of which Tiglath-Pileser began and 

Shalmaneser completed.65  Hayes and Hooker admit that they have no 

evidence for such beyond what is described above. They say that Isaiah 15- 

Tefnakht's successor Bakenrenef reigned for five years at which time Shabaka invaded the Delta 
and eliminated him. Shabaka then installed a Nubian governor in Sais. That invasion took place 
in Shabaka's second year. This means there were at least eleven years between Piye's invasion and 
Shabaka. The range for the start of Shabaka is 716/715-713/712. The lower limit of Piye's 
invasion would be 727/15-724/23. 

°Hayes/Hooker, p. 66; J. H. Hayes and S. A. Irvine, Isaiah. The Eighth Century Prophet:  
His Times and His Preaching (Nashville: Abingdon, 1987), pp. 246-254 (hereafter cited as 
Hayes/Irvine). 
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18 have these events in mind.66  In order to prove that Shalmaneser 

campaigned in Palestine in 727 Hayes and Hooker pull out of 2 Kings 17:3-4 

two confrontations between Shalmaneser and Hoshea, one in 727 and one in 

725.67  They back this up with Menander's account of a two phase Assyrian 

action against the Pheonicians, an account that we showed above fit better in 

the reign of Sennacherib. 

Stuart Irvine supports Hayes' dating with some additional arguments. 

He says that the Syrian monarchy could have revived in Damascus. For this 

there is no evidence. It is unlikely since Damascus was a province of 

Assyria. He believes that the reference in Isa 17:2 to the destruction of the 

cities of Aroer is to Shalmaneser's suppression of a Transjordanian revolt in 

727 that preceded his actions against Damascus. Irvine believes Isaiah listed 

the cities of Aroer as an example of what will happen to Damascus. 

"It seems one of the main concerns for Hayes is to relate most of these events to the death 
of Ahaz, which is mentioned in the oracle against Philistia at Isa 14:28, so that he can demonstrate 
that Isaiah's oracles against the nations are placed in a chronological order. He dates Ahaz's death 
to 728. Ahaz's death and the conquest of Ashdod by Sargon at Isa 20:1 are the only two specific 
historical events mentioned in the oracles to the nations section. 

67 Becicing (p. 50), argues that the chain of wayyiqtol forms proves that verses three and 
four of 2 Kings 17 present events in succession. He admits that this chain is broken in verse three 
because of a qatal form but argues that this is done for emphasis and that it does not change the 
succession. He overlooks the epexegetical use of wayyiqtol in which case the wayyiqtol is not a 
succeeding event but the explanation for the foregoing (see Waltke 33.2.2). Na'aman in 
"Samaria," sees 2 Kings 17:4-6 (the capture of Hoshea and the siege of Samaria) as referring to the 
activities of Sargon. He argues that it was the Ethiopians to whom Hoshea appealed and who were 
the so-called Egyptians that fought Sargon in 720. Surprisingly, it is Na'aman who notes that the 
Assyrians were careful to distinguish Egyptians from Ethiopians (cf. A. Spalinger, "Esarhaddon 
and Egypt: An Analysis of the First Invasion of Egypt," Orientalia 43 [1974]: 320-4). Na'aman 
believes the three year siege and the synchronism of Hoshea are the mistakes of the deuteronomistic 
historian. Laato (pp. 216-29), takes a similar tact but sees Shalmaneser responsible for the capture 
of Hoshea and Sargon responsible for the conquest of Samaria. Christenson argues that Hoshea 
appealed to Tefnakht of Sais and that Piye attacked Tefnakht during the Assyrian siege of 
Samaria. 
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However, Irvine lacks the evidence for the supposed 727 anti-Aroer military 

operations in Transjordan.68 Isaiah 17 does not lend itself to this 

interpretation. It sets the events of Aroer in the same time as those of 

Damascus and Ephraim, that is, as an event yet to occur. Isaiah 17 describes 

Damascus as the dominant force in Syro-Ephraimitic affairs, something that 

would be difficult after the earlier destruction of Damascus. The reference to 

the kingdom of Damascus in Isaiah 17:3 is impossible after Damascus has 

become a province of Assyria even if one does not agree with the account in 

2 Kings 16:9. The comparison in Isaiah 17:3 of Aram to Israel would be 

unlikely after 732 when Aram had suffered more than Ephraim. Additionally 

it is doubtful that the provinces of Syria or that the city of Samaria would 

have challenged Judah in 727. This makes the Isaiah 17:12-14 theme of a 

mighty threat to Judah less comprehensible. 

Hayes also sees Isaiah 18 set in 726. Supposedly Ethiopian 

ambassadors encouraged Hoshea to appeal to Egypt for help.69  For this there 

is no evidence. Besides being a peculiar way to read the first two verses of 

Isaiah 18 it is unlikely that Ethiopia would encourage Hoshea to go to the 

untrustworthy Tefnakht as Hayes suggests. The theory of Ethiopian 

diplomacy seems unlikely when one remembers that after Ethiopia had shown 

681rvine, Isaiah, pp. 116-118. Irvine cites Hosea 10:14 for support for a Transjordanian 
action of Shalmaneser. The referents for Shalman and Beth Arbel are very uncertain; cf. F. I. 
Andersen and D. N. Freedman, Hosea, The Anchor Bible, vol. 24 (New York: Doubleday, 1980), 
pp. 570-71. 

°Hayes/Irvine (pp. 253-4), sees the aim of the Ethiopian emissaries as that of keeping 
trade open between Egypt and the rest of the Mediterranean coast. With the tensions that existed 
between Egypt and Ethiopia it seems less than likely that Ethiopia wanted to promote Egyptian 
trade. 
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its superiority in the face of Egyptian aggression it was content to recede into 

the background. 

The Time of Sargon II (722-705 B.C.)  

Sargon came to power on Tebeth 12, which dates to Dec. 20, 

722 or Jan. 18, 721.70  It appears he usurped the throne.71  With his 

accession the thrones of Assyria and Babylon separated. Merodach-baladan 

II was the King of Babylon until 710 when Sargon regained control of 

Babylon.72  From 710 until his death Sargon was also King of Babylon. 

The first year of Sargon seems to have been a year for securing his 

hold on power. The annals show that to pacify the citizens he gave them the 

Assur,"Ashur", Charter.73  Six thousand three hundred Assyrians failed to 

support his accession and it took two years before Sargon was secure enough 

to deport them to Hamath in Syria.74  At the same time as his accession, 

trouble was brewing with Elam with the result that he lost control of Babylon. 

In these crises Sargon had to ignore the events in the West. The annals 

inscribed in the early part of Sargon's reign indicate no contact with the West 

until his second year. The later annals, depending on how one revises them, 

" ABC, p. 73 (Babylonian Chronicle 1); Hayim Tadmor in "The Campaigns of Sargon II 
of Assur: A Chronological-I-Estorical Study," Journal of Cuneiform Studies 12 (1958): 37, n. 136 
(hereafter cited as Tadmor, "Sargon II"). The main source for establishing the chronology of 
Sargon's reign is the Eponymcalendar supplemented by the Babylonian Chronicle 1. Two 
recensions of the Eponymcalendar are preserved; cf. Tadmor, "Sargon II," pp. 84-85). 

71 Brinkman, Babylonian, p. 45. 

72  ABC, pp. 15, 75; the biblical name Merodach-baladan in the Babylonian Chronicles is 
Marduk-apla-iddina. 

73  Tadmor, "Sargon II," p. 37. 

74 Borowski Stela as noted by Dailey (p. 33). 
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may show a Samarian campaign in his first year.75  If the records do show a 

campaign to Samaria in Sargon's first year it was probably an invention. The 

later annals transferred events from year two to year one to credit Sargon with 

a victory for each of his regnal years. 

In 720, Sargon's second year, Sargon fought an attack planned by Elam 

and Babylon. Merodach-baladan of Babylon did not make it to the battle in 

time to support Elam and withdrew. Sargon claims to have won the battle but 

the Babylonian Chronicle gives the victory to Elam.76  It appears the battle 

resulted in a stalemate since Sargon did not regain the land he lost to Elam 

and did not attack Babylon for ten years.77  

With Assyria weakened by the political instability many Palestinian 

nations lunged for freedom from Assyrian control. Ilubidi, a usurper of throne 

at Hamath, rebelled. For additional strength he incited the cities of Arpad, 

75  Tadmor, "Sargon II," p. 31. According to Tadmor the earlier annals, known as the 
Assur Charter, begins its counting with the first full year of Sargon's reign. It describes the 
campaigns beginning in the second year. One of the later display inscriptions known as the Prisms 
of Nineveh begins its counting with the second year. The later annals, the Annals of Khorsabad, 
begins its counting with the first year of Sargon's reign but fills the first year with new passages 
about the conquest of a city that most take to be Samaria and about the war with Elam that comes 
from the second year. Becicing (pp. 39-45), has of late called into question the restoration of the 
Khorsabad Annals to [Sa-me-ri-n]a-a-a, "Samaria" (ARAB, II: 2). Scholars use display 
inscriptions to fill in lacunae in the annals. Becking shows that there is not enough similarity 
between the display inscriptions and the Khorsabad Annals of Sargon II (Saal II, pl. 2-3, lines 10-
17; published in H. Winckler, Die Keilschrifttexte Sargon nach dem Papierabklatsche and  
Originalen neu herausgegeben, 2 vols. [Leipzig, 1889], I: 4-5 [hereafter cited as WmcIder]) to 
restore the lacunae in the Khorsabad Annal with the word "Samaria". The display inscriptions 
that scholars use are the Nimrud Prism (Fragment D, Col. IV, lines 25-49; published in Iraq 16 
(1954): 173-201) and the Khorsabad Sargon II Display (Rooms IV, VII, VIII and X, lines 23-5; 
Room X published in Winckler, I: 100-101). If this restoration is disallowed the only witness to a 
Samarian campaign in Sargon's first year is eliminated. 

76  ABC, p. 73 (Babylon Chronicle 1); ARAB, II: 70 (Assur Charter). 

77  Brinkman, Babylonian, p. 48, n. 223. 
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Simirra, Damascus and Samaria to join him in the rebellion and then met 

Sargon at Qarciar in 720.78  At the same time Hanno of Gaza in Philistia with 

the support of Egypt revolted against Assyria. Judah remained aloof to these 

conspiracies, which turned out to be good for it because Sargon subdued all 

these efforts against his domination.79 Sargon captured Hanno and 

penetrated Egypt and destroyed Raphia. Scholars now know that the 

Egyptian general he defeated is Re 'e.8°  It would seem that the Egyptian king 

involved was someone who had the most to lose from trade restrictions at the 

border between Egypt and Assyria, probably someone like Osorkon IV.81  At 

this time Sargon received tribute from Pharaoh of Egypt, from Samsi of 

Arabia and from Itamar of Saba.82  As future events would prove Egypt no 

longer sought to challenge Assyria. 

The aftermath of this campaign was the confirmation of Samaria and its 

hinterland as an Assyrian province called Samerina. Samaria would never be 

a part of another rebellion.83  Sargon deported the people of Samaria and 

resettled it with even more people of different nationalities.84  The Samaritans 

78  ARAB, II: 3, 27. The conquest of Samaria is always associated with a battle against 
Egypt and the conquest of Raphia. This adds support to the idea that Sargon was not in Samaria 
at the start of his reign. 

79  ARAB, II: 70; ANET, p. 285. 

"Until recently the name was read as Sib'e. Scholars identified this spelling with "So"; cf. 
R. Borger, Journal of Near Eastern Studies 19 (1960): 64-66. 

81 1Citchen, Period, p. 551. 

82  ANET, p. 285. From the way the account is written this would seem to be concurrent. 

83 Becicing, p. 105. 

84  ANET, p. 284. 
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that were deported received fair treatment from their Assyrian masters partly 

because of the skill Samaria had in developing chariotry without calvary.85  

Sargon's next major action in Palestine was in 716. He settled people 

at the Brook of Egypt and He put the people under the control of a vassal 

sheikh of Laban. This was the first Assyrian military outpost on the very 

border of Egypt.86  To placate Sargon the Egyptian Osorkon IV presented 

Sargon with twelve big horses.87  This gift was of such significance that 

Sargon describes it in his annals. A portion of the Nimrud Prism that is 

probably reporting on this time states that Sargon mixed Assyrians and 

Egyptians for the purposes of trade and re-opened the sealed harbour of 

Egypt.88  The Khorsabad Annals record other events that seem to be from the 

716 campaign but that they displace to 715 to fill that year with successes for 

Sargon.89  They say Sargon resettled into Samaria distant Arabians--Tamud, 

Ibadid, Marsiman and Haiapa. They also indicate that tribute was received 

from Egypt and from §amgi, queen of Aribi. 

" 2 Kings 17:24; Dailey, pp. 32, 48. CTN DI, Nos. 99-108, called Horse Lists, show 
Sargon had a unit of top equestrian officers from Samaria, the only national unit known under its 
city name (CTN = Cunieform Texts from Nimrud). 

86 Tadmor, "Sargon II," p. 78. 

" Tadmor in "Sargon 11" (p. 77), dates the relevant portion of a prism-fragment VA 8424 
to 716 since it is followed by wars dated to 715 (VA 8424 published by E. Weidner in Archiv fiir 
Orientforschung 14 [1940/4]: 43). On philological grounds W. F. Albright in "Further Light on 
Synchronism Between Egypt and Asia in the Period 935-685 B.C.," Bulletin of the American 
Schools of Oriental Research 141 (1956): 24-25, identifies the Egyptian king that the fragment 
names Silkanni with Osorkon IV. It is possible that this tribute was an effort to court Assyria's 
support against an Ethiopian invasion. 

uNitnrud Prism, Fragment D, Col. IV, lines 42-49; cf. Tadmor, "Sargon II," pp. 34, 78. 

89  Tadmor, "Sargon II," p. 78; ARAB, 11: 7. In the Nimrud Prism the first contact with the 
Arabians is in 716 while in the Khorsabad Annals it is in 715. 
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In 713 Sargon uncovered a plot by Aziru, King of Ashdod, to withhold 

tribute and he replaced Aziru with his brother Ahimetu.9°  By 712 the 

infuriated people of Ashdod had overthrown Ahimetu and replaced him with 

Iamani. Iamani acquired the support of Judah, Edom, Moab and "those by 

the sea" and he sought the support of Pir'u, king of Egypt (Musiru).91  He 

then rebelled against Assyria. Sargon conquered Ashdod and made it into a 

province that year.92  This move effectively brought the rebels under his 

control. Iamani fled for refuge "into the territory of Egypt (Musiru) which 

belongs to Ethiopia (Meluhha)" but the Ethiopian king sent him back to 

Assyria in chains.93  

The advent of Ethiopia in the Iamani affair may establish when it was 

that Shabaka, the Nubian king, conquered the Delta. It is likely that Shabaka 

made his conquest of the Delta between the time that Iamani appealed to 

Egypt and the time that Iamani fled. What is known about Shabaka's 

conquest would explain Iamani's experience in Egypt. Shabaka executed 

Osorkon and he moved his capital from Napata to Memphis." The removal 

" Tadmor, "Sargon II," p. 79; cf. ARAB, II: 13. 

" ARAB, II: 105 (Nineveh Prism A). 

92  ARAB, II: 32. The Eponymcalendar states that Sargon did not go on any campaigns in 
his tenth year (712) which would suggest that this campaign was conducted by a turtanu. This is 
confirmed by Isaiah 20:1 that says that "tartan" came to Ashdod. The Nineveh Prism attributes the 
Ashdod campaign to pale 9 (712) but the Khorsabad Annals attribute the campaign to its pala 11 
(711). Tadmor, "Sargon II," p. 93 prefers 712 because he finds the Nineveh Prism more reliable. 

93  ANET, 286 (Khorsabad Display Inscription). This text states that the ancestors of the 
king of Meluhha had never sent messengers to Sargon's fathers to bring greetings. This is one 
possible correlation with Isa 18:2. 

93 Kitchen, Period, p. 552. Shabaka moved his capital to Memphis after conquering lower 
Egypt but local rulers regained some independence according to John Bathes and Jaromir Malek in 
Atlas of Ancient Egypt (New York: Facts on File, 1980), p.49, and according to Kitchen, Period, 
p. 395. 
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of Osorkon and the subjugation of the Egyptian rulers would explain why 

Iamani's flight took him to an Egypt that was controlled by Ethiopia. 

Ethiopia's delivery of Iamani to Assyria is the first record of an official 

contact with Assyria. 

From 712-706 Sargon had no further campaigns in Palestine and 

Hezekiah was able to amass some power. Sargon's absence from Palestine 

was in part due to outwardly friendly relations with Cush.95  By handing 

Iamani over it was clear that Cush had no hostile intensions. Trade with Cush 

was mutually satisfactory. In the years following the Ashdod revolt Hezekiah 

was able to seize much Philistine territory.96  During Sennacherib's reign, for 

example, the people of Ekron surrendered their king Padi to Hezekiah. At 

some point in Hezekiah's reign Simeonites were even able to settle in the hill 

country of Edom. 97  

"This is supported by the seal impression, British Museum 81-24, 352. This Assyrian 
seal impression, "Assyrian" because it was found at Nineveh, is from a papyrus document of 
diplomatic significance. It bears the image of Shabaka in a triumphal pose along with his titles. 
See also Tadmor, "Sargon II," p. 84. Assyrian art of the period always depicted Egypt and 
Ethiopia as enemies of Assyria (see above). Hayes/Hooker (p. 73), contend that Assyrian policy 
was to ally with Egypt against Ethiopia. This goes beyond the evidence. Dailey (p. 46) is 
probably right when she posits that trade was the main concern of Assyria's foreign policy and in 
particular the horse trade with Ethiopia. Assyria wanted to keep that trade unimpeded. 

96 2 Kings 18:8: "From watchtower to fortified city, he defeated the Philistines as far as 
Gaza and its territory." See also Bustenay Oded, "Judah and the Exile," in Israelite and Judaean 
History, eds. John H. Hayes and J. Maxwell Miller (London: SCM Press, 1977), p. 445; ARAB, 
II: 119. Nadav Na'aman in "Sennacherib's 'Letter to God' on His Campaign to Judah," Bulletin of 
the American School of Oriental Research 214 (1974): 27, shows that Sennacherib reports in his 
"Letter to God" that Hezekiah had captured a royal city of the Philistines and strengthened it for 
himself. 

97According to 2 Chronicles 4:34-43 Simeonites moved into Philistine territory during the 
reign of Hezekiah and into the area of the Meunites around Mt. Seir and the hill country of Edom 
because of their population growth. 
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The days of the Ashdod revolt may have been the time of Hezekiah's 

life-threatening illness. According to the biblical account Hezekiah's illness 

was associated with an Assyrian threat to Judah.98  The only times for such a 

threat were 712 and 701. In addition Isa 39:1 records that Merodach-

baladan, King of Babylon, sent envoys to congratulate Hezekiah on his 

recovery. In 701 Merodach-baladan was no longer King of Babylon. Except 

for a brief time in 703 when Merodach-baladan was King the throne remained 

in Assyrian hands from 710 until 694. Babylonian envoys could only have 

come from Merodach-baladan in his position as King of Babylon between 

722 and 710.99  In 710 Assyria went to war against Merodach-baladan and 

Elam to regain Babylon.1°°  A visit by Merodach-baladan's envoys made 

sense in 712. The Ashdod revolt was indicating to him that Hezekiah was 

now willing to oppose Assyria. Merodach-baladan would naturally have 

been interested in assessing the strength of anyone that was fighting his 

enemy. It is possible that his envoys came shortly before his war with 

Assyria in 710. There is evidence to suggest that Hezekiah did not recover 

until the Assyrian campaign of 712 was over. In Isaiah 22, for example, 

Hezekiah is absent from the charges Isaiah levels against Judah. The 712 

98 Isaiah 38:5-6. Hezekiah was given another fifteen years of life. 

" ABC, pp. 15-16, 75-81. There was a short period of less than a year in the early days of 
Sennacherib's rule when Merodach-baladan regained control of Babylon; cf. ARAB, II: 116. 
Brinkman in Babylonian (p. 57), dates this to 703. Merodach-baladan was permanently driven 
away in 699; cf. ARAB, II: 147; Brinkman, Babylonian, p. 60). From 694-89 the Babylonian 
throne was controlled by Elamites but then it returned to Sennacherib who this time took the throne 
himself and kept it until his death; cf. ANET, p. 272; Brinkman, Babylonian, pp. 61-65). 

1" ARAB, II: 14; Sargon says Merodach-baladan "put his trust in the Bitter Sea and its 
mighty waves." Because Chaldean and Elamite forces retreated into the swamps and highlands 
Assyria had great difficulties completely conquering them. 
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campaign did not make Jerusalem any less of a potential asset to Babylon's 

defense against Assyria. So it is possible that Babylonian envoys came to 

Hezekiah after the Assyrian incursion of 712 and before Babylon's war with 

Assyria in 710. 

In 710 Sargon conquered Babylon. Although Merodach-baladan had 

sent a large gift to Elam for its support the inexperienced Elamite ruler 

avoided clashing with Assyria. Sargon carried away 90,580 people and much 

plunder in his conquest of Babylon. Yet he was welcomed into Babylon and 

he made sacrifice at its altar.m  At the news of Babylon's fall Sargon says 

other leaders submitted to him.1°2  Merodach-baladan tried to flee to Elam 

but Elam refused him entrance. He had to face Sargon and suffered defeat in 

709 but was not himself captured. Sargon died in 705 in a campaign against a 

people who could have been Medes.1°3  

wi  ARAB, II: 18 

1°2  ARAB, II: 36, says this about the seven kings of Ia ' of Cyprus. 

103  Brinkman, Babylonian, p. 54; Tadmor in "Sargon II," (p. 97), believes the campaign 
was against Tabala. Becking (p. 70), states that the Medes did not achieve the status of a single 
state in the eighth century. Assyrian records first record Assyrian dread for a Median ruler in 674 
when the omen texts name Kashtaritu, Herodotus' Phraotes. However, Tiglath-Pileser shows he 
saw the Medes as a collective when he boasted of subduing many of the "mighty Medes"; cf. 
ARAB, I: 281, 286. J. M. Cook in The Persian Empire (New York: Schlocken Books, 1983), p. 3 
(hereafter cited as Cook), says that by 735 the Medes had a "sort of capital" called Zakruti. The 
king that Herodotus in Book 1: 96-100, says unified the Medes was concurrent with Sargon. 
Sargon says that in 715 he captured Daiaukku, the Mannean governor, who scholars believe 
corresponds to Deioces of Herodotus; cf. Cook, p. 6. Sennacherib says that on his second 
campaign he received tribute "of the distant Medes, the name of whose land the kings, my fathers 
had not heard, and I made them submit to my yoke"; cf. ARAB, II: 142. Many believe that 
Ukshatar, who attacked Harhar during Semiacherib's rule, is the same as the Mede Kyaxares who 
Herodotus says succeeded Deicoes as King of the Medes; Cook, p. 6. In addition to the question of 
how unified the Medes were in the last third of the eighth century are two facts that are important 
for our purposes. Firstly, the Israelite deportation was to lands formerly Median. Sargon's annals 
indicate that in 716 Sargon took over the Median area of Harhar and settled people there from 
other conquered areas; cf. ARAB, p. 6. I. M. Diakonoff in "nn 7D: The Cities of the Medes," in 
Ah, Assyria...Studies In Assyrian and Ancient Near Eastern Historiography Presented to Havim  
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The Time of Sennacherib (705-681 B.C.)  

The Assyrians inferred from the death of Sargon on the battlefield that 

he had sinned. This determined that his son Sennacherib would distance 

himself from his father.'" Sennacherib did not seem to have the unrest at 

home that followed a ruler change. He was soon pre-occupied with matters 

to the South, that is, unrest from Merodach-baladan and the allies of 

Merodach-baladan like the Elamites. While Sennacherib was busy elsewhere 

Hezekiah continued to fortify himself. 

In 703 Merodach-baladan, a Chaldean, regained the Kingship of 

Babylon but within one year, in the campaign of 703/2, Sennacherib had 

unseated him and made Babylon secure.1°5  In his Annals Sennacherib says 

he conquered seventy-five strong cities and four hundred and twenty small 

cities of the Chaldeans. He carried to Assyria 208,000 people and untold 

booty. He proceeded to rule Babylon through puppet kings until he lost it 

again in 694. He went to war against the Chaldeans and their allies to regain 

it. In 689 he succeeded in recapturing Babylon but his anger with Babylon 

Tadmor eds. Mordechai Cogan and Israel Eph'al, Scripta Hierosolymitana, vol. 33 (Jerusalem: 
The Magnes Press/The Hebrew University, 1991), pp.16-17, deduces that the people settled there 
were primarily the Israelites. This is in part to what 2 Kings 17:6 refers when it says that the 
Israelites were settled in the cities of the Medes. Secondly, Sargon's annals show him constantly 
involved with the Medes. In 716 there was Harhar and in 715 there was Daiaukku. In 714 
Sargon again says he marched against the Medes. In 713 he received tribute from forty-five city 
chieftains of the mighty Medes. 

104Brinkman, Babylonian, p. 54. 

105 ARAB II, p. 116. 
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was such that he totally destroyed it.1°6  Babylonian records know him as 

King of Babylon from 705 to 703 and from 689 onward.1°7  

In 701 Sennacherib reasserted his control over Palestine. Most 

scholars organize the details of Sennacherib's activities in Palestine in one of 

two ways. One construction keeps the events together in one campaign.108 

We can describe the one campaign construction as follows. A number of 

nations and cities rebelled against Sennacherib in Palestine as he fought in the 

South. In 701 Sennacherib moved into Palestine to subdue these rebellious 

states.109 He conquered Sidon and Ashkelon and took tribute from many 

other states.11°  In the meantime, as Sennacherib records it, Ekron called 

"upon the Egyptian kings, the bowmen, chariots and horses of the king of 

Ethiopia, a countless host" for help." Egyptian/Ethiopian forces did 

respond, something that suggests that Cush's leadership change took place 

around this time. This response was a radical change in Cushite policy 

toward Assyria. The leadership change that happened around this time was 

1116  ARAB II, p. 151-52. 

107  Babylonian King List A in ANET, p. 272. 

ws  ARAB II, pp. 116-21; Kitchen, Period, pp. 383-86. 

1" The biblical evidence places the campaign in the fourteenth year of King Hezekiah's 
reign; see 2Kings 18:13 = Isa 36:1. Na'aman, "Chronological" (pp. 84-85), explains this as being 
calculated from Hezekiah's sole reign. In the same article Na'aman reviews the various ways that 
the Egyptians counted the years of kings and offers a list of what he believes were the various ways 
used in the Book of Kings. 

110  ARAB, II: 118-21. Tribute came from such places as Ashdod, Edom, Moab and 
Ammon. Unless otherwise specified the rest of this account comes from these Annals of 
Sennacherib. 

iii Ibid. 
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the accession of Piye's son Shebitku.112 Sennacherib met the 

Egyptian/Ethiopian forces at Eltekeh and defeated them. He took many 

soldiers captive, captured Ekron and put Padi back in charge. Sennacherib 

then split his forces. One part attacked Lachish and another part went on to 

besiege Jerusalem.113  Hezekiah gave tribute but refused to surrender.114  The 

siege of Lachish was memorialized in Assyrian reliefs. They show Nubians 

from outside of Egypt fighting Sennacherib at Lachish.115  While the Assyrian 

forces had been divided into two contingents Cushite-Egypt saw an 

opportunity. It mounted a second attack with Taharqa at its head.116  

Sennacherib turned from Lachish to Libnah and the part of his army around 

Jerusalem joined him. The Assyrian forces regrouped and Taharqa retreated. 

Unexpectedly, for a reason unspecified by Assyrian annals, Sennacherib also 

112  BM24429 is a statue that dates itself to the fifteenth year of Shabaka. This gives him a 
minimum reign of fourteen years. Shabaka did not march into Egypt until the second year of his 
reign according to the Serapeum epigraph and according to records found in Egypt; see Kitchen, 
Period, p. 142. Kitchen, Period (p. 155), suggests that the military involvement of Ethiopia/Egypt 
against Assyria was a radical departure from the earlier neutral or friendly neutral position. This 
points to a leadership change before 701. Counting back fourteen years would put Shabaka on the 
throne in at least 715. Aware that Yamani of Ashdod requested help in 713 from an Egyptian 
pharaoh K. A. Kitchen accomodates this in "Further Thoughts on Egyptian Chronolgy in the Third 
Intermediate Period," Revue d'EavtoloRie 34 (1982-83): 67, by proposing that Shabaka did not 
replace Osorkon IV light away. Shabaka may have ruled until about 700 sharing a co-regency 
with Shebitku from 702. Barnes (pp. 97, 119), argues that Shabaka's conquest of Egypt was after 
the 713 request for help from Yamani of Ashdod and that Shebitku could not have called Taharqa 
until Shebitku was sole ruler. Kitchen's argument that the 701 conflict is the only time that there 
was reason to call Taharqa and an army from Nubia is compelling.. 

113 Isaiah 36:2. 

114  Annals specify the tribute and its arrival in Nineveh but not when it was given. 2 Kings 
18:14-6 states it was given while Sennacherib was at Lachish. 

115  Dailey, p. 46. 

116 Isaiah 36:8-9. The Annals do not mention this approach of Taharqa. 
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gave up his campaigning and returned to Nineveh.117  Together Sennacherib 

claims to have taken forty-six of Judah's strong, walled cities besides smaller 

ones.118  He gave them to Mitinti of Ashdod, Padi of Ekron and Sille-bel of 

Gaza. "9  

The one campaign approach is criticized largely because of the 

presence of Taharqa. In 701 he was young and definitely not yet king as the 

Biblical records report. There are now Egyptian records that show that at the 

start of Shebitku's rule Shebitku called for Taharqa and some of Shebitku's 

brothers to come up from Nubia to Thebes. They brought with them an 
army.  120 From there they travelled with Shebitku into lower Egypt. Taharqa 

was twenty at the time. This event may have been a step to solidify 

Shebitku's hold on power. Shebitku was Piye's son and only the nephew of 

his immediate predecessor Shabaka. This event could also have reflected a 

call for reinforcements to fight Assyria. Whatever the reason, the Egyptian 

records do explain Taharqa's presence in Palestine in 701. That the Biblical 

accounts would call Taharqa a king could have been due to the perspective of 

the Biblical writer, who was writing when Taharqa was king. Taharqa 

117The Annals do not allude to any unusual event but then they can be expected to leave 
out that which humiliated the king; cf. Irvine, Isaiah, p. 28. They do not explain why Sennacherib 
never conquered Jerusalem nor why he did not stay in Palestine to receive Hezekiah's tribute, 
receiving it in Nineveh instead (ABC II: 143). Herodotus in Book II, 141, and Josephus in Book 
X, c. 1, who refers to Herodotus, mention that Sennacherib retreated from the battle at Egypt's 
borders (Pelusium) because of an epidemic of field mice that ate his weaponry. Isaiah 37:36-7 
speaks of a divine plague that killed 185,000 soldiers in one night. 

lig  2 Kings 18:13 says it was all the fortified cities. 

119  ARAB, II: 143 adds Ashkelon. 

12°  Kawa Stelae IV and V; cf. Kitchen, Period, p. 157. Taharqa was twenty years old at 
the time and Piye's son. Since Shabaka's accession establishes Piye's death to ca. 715, the 
terminus ad quem for Taharqa's twenty-first year is 695. 
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became king in 690 and reigned until 664. It is within these years that the 

writer of Isaiah is working as his last historical details show. The last events 

that the writer reports are the assassination of Sennacherib and the succession 

of Esarhaddon at Isa 37:38, events that date to 681. To suggest that the 

Biblical account refers to a time when Taharqa was king is made more 

unlikely by the fact that Ethiopian monarchs did not normally lead their 
arinies.121 

Isaiah 18:2 could reflect some of these activities between Shebitku in 

Memphis and Taharqa at Napata. 

The other construction for the details of Sennacherib's actions in 

Palestine is the theory of two campaigns, a theory that Bright has 

popularized.ln  The campaigns divide as follows. The first campaign of 

Sennacherib to Palestine follows the same steps as those in the one campaign 

theory up to the attack on Jerusalem. At this point Sennacherib apportions 

Judah's territory as mentioned above, returns to Nineveh and receives there 

the rest of Hezekiah's tribute. In the subsequent years Sennacherib was busy 

elsewhere, especially with putting down the 694 rebellion in Babylon.' In 

690 Taharqa took the throne. These two factors convinced Hezekiah to make 

another drive for independence. In 689 Babylon was razed and Sennacherib 

121 Christensen, p. 149. 

122  Bright, pp. 284-88, 298-309. Becking (pp. 54-56), has a different twist that brings less 
agreement among the various historical records. He suggests the first campaign was the campaign 
of Sargon in 716, which he dates to 715/4, and the second was in 701. Some suggest 711 and put 
Sennacherib on the scene as the tartan of Sargon; cf. Brangenberg, p. 164. One of the problems 
with this earlier date is that the palace administrator was Shebna in 712 when that part of the 
biblical record associated with the first campaign calls for Eliakim (Isa 36:3). 

123 Brinkman 1986, pp. 61-67. 



200 

was free to turn his attention to Palestine.124  Sennacherib again attacked 

Libnah and Lachish. Taharqa began his move into the area. Not wanting to 

lose any time Sennacherib sent his field commander to Jerusalem to demand 

surrender. Hezekiah refused. Sennacherib went on to meet Taharqa and 

probably defeated him. Even though Sennacherib was victorious something 

made Sennacherib return home before he captured Jerusalem--possibly a 

plague or an emergency in Assyria. 

The two campaign theory is an attempt to explain how it is that 

Hezekiah could both give tribute to Sennacherib and then resist him, how the 

Annals of Sennacherib can speak of Assyria meeting Egypt at Eltekeh when 

the Biblical records speak of meeting Egypt at Libnah, and how Biblical 

records can call Taharqa a king. That Hezekiah would give tribute without 

surrendering is not improbable. Both theories handle the matter of where the 

Egyptian forces met Assyria in similar ways in as much as they both adopt 

both accounts. The solution of the two campaign theory is to simply place 

more time between the two encounters. The problem of Taharqa as king of 

the Cushite-Egyptian forces has been covered above. The two campaign 

theory fails for lack of evidence.125  

124  This campaign against Palestine is nowhere attested. 

1251. Tawil in "The Historicity of 2 Kings 19:24 (= Isaiah 37:25): The Problem of Ye'ore 
Makir," Journal of Near Eastern Studies 41 (1982): 195-206, makes the interesting point that one 
should not see the spelling of Mawr in 2 Kings 19:24 as the name for the Nile but rather as the 
name for the Assyrian mountain Musri. Sennacherib directed water from that mountain to Nmeveh 
in 694 in what was an amazing engineering feat. On the other hand, Tawil admits that Isaiah and 
Micah use the form of the word in 2 Kings 19 to refer to Egypt and that the word ye 'or refers most 
especially to the Nile. William H. Shea in "Sennacherib's Description of Lachish and of Its 
Conquest," Andrews University Seminary Studies 26/2 (1988): 171-180, argues Sennacherib's 
"Letter to God" as restored by Na'aman (q.v. n. 13) describes a second Palestinian campaign of 
689. Shea identifies the unnamed city in this text as Lachish. The main fault with his proposal is 
that it lacks corroboration in any ancient records. Shea in "Sennacherib's Second Palestinian 
Campaign," Journal of Biblical Literature 104/3 (1985), pp. 408-12, proposes that the Adon 
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Date of Isaiah 17 and 18  

There are a number of possibilities for dating the Damascus Oracle that 

present themselves. Although some scholars divide the oracle into many 

parts each with its own date there are really three main sections around which 

most discussion revolves: 17:1-11; 17:12-14; and 18:1-7. 

Almost universally scholars date the section 17:1-11 to the reign of 

Tiglath-Pileser and to a time prior to the fall of Damascus.126  There are some 

who date this section to a conjectured Palestinian protest during the reign of 

Shalmaneser V.127  What the section makes clear is that Samaria, Ephraim, 

the kingdom of Damascus, and "Jacob" all exist.I28  Israel's glory has not yet 

faded. This was the situation before Tiglath-Pileser's intervention and not 

afterward. Damascus ceased to be a kingdom in 732 when Assyria added it 

to the Assyrian provincial system. Assyria began to remove territory from 

Samaria in 732 and had absorbed all of it into the provincial system by 720. 

Papyrus, which is a call to Egypt for help from someone in Ekron threatened by an Assyrian 
advance, dates to 689, although Sennacherib says that in 701 Ekron called upon Egyptian kings 
and the bowmen, chariots and horses of Ethiopia to help him against Assyria; cf. ARAB, 119-
20. Shea uses this to support the theory of a second Assyrian invasion of Palestine during the life 
of Hezekiah. His date is built on the identification of Sanduarri with the letter's Snclwr. Even if the 
identification is correct the date for the Adon Papyrus is still inconclusive. The range of possible 
dates can be as late as 676 when Sanduarri died. For example, another possible date would be 677 
when Esarhaddon was active in the Levant and attacked Sidon; cf. ANET, p. 303. 

126
Brangenberg, p. 113. 

127  A third option is that of Otto Kaiser in Isaiah 13-39, The Old Testament Library, trans. 
R. A. Wilson (Philadelphia: Westminster, 1974), pp. 76-77, who dates this section to the Seleucid 
period because of the linguistic form and content. He does not explain what his criteria are for 
making this judgment. He interprets the beginning of Isaiah's OAN as Judah's attempt to 
understand the events that lead to the exile. For the Damascus Oracle he will presumably look for 
a historical setting after the exile; Kaiser, p. xi. 

128  Aroer is difficult to place and the events surrounding it are lost. 
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Isaiah 17's peculiar comparison of the fall of Damascus to the fall of Israel 

may inidicate the perspective before the siege of Damascus. 

Some date the 17:1-11 to 727 contending that the Syro-Ephraim 

alliance restarted at the accession of Shalmaneser. We reviewed this 

proposal above. Those who support this date suggest that Damascus revived 

its kingdom in the 720's. There is no evidence of that.129  They point out that 

the oracle does not mention that the league attacked Jerusalem. That may be 

because 17:1-11 dates to a time before that had taken place. 17:1-11 seems 

to be written before the fall of Damascus in 732 because after that time it 

could not have spoken of Ephraim as the model for Syria's end. The best date 

for this passage would be before 734. 

Scholars usually date section 17:12-14 to the last third of the eighth 

century. Most prefer the dates 734 or 701. Kissane suggests 711 largely 

because he sees this section and the next speaking of the same event.139  

Kissane requires that Ethiopia figure in the message. Isaiah 17:12-14 depicts 

how hostile forces from various countries surround Judah and plunder it. 

There is a sudden event that sends the enemies home. In the days before 

Tiglath-Pileser's campaign Syria, Ephraim, Edom and Philistia plundered 

Judah. Syria and Ephraim even besieged Jerusalem. That suddenly ended 

with Tiglath-Pileser's 734 rapid movement through Palestine to Egypt. Judah 

was not attacked again until 701. Assyria besieged Jerusalem in 701 but it 

lifted the siege. A little later Assyria left Judah for some unexplained reason 

not to return to the area for many years. Judah feared attacks from its 

'29Hayes/Irvine, p. 250. 

130 Edward J. Kissane, The Book of Isaiah, 2 vol. (Dublin: Browne and Nolan, 1941), pp. 
194-95. 
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neighbours before Assyria intervened and feared an attack from Assyria when 

Judah joined the revolt of 712 and then again in 701. There was no siege of 

Jerusalem in 712, Assyria's attack was restrained, and there is nothing to 

indicate that the Assyrian withdrawal was sudden. It is possible that Judah 

was anxious when the Assyrian troops were nearby for the siege of Samaria 

and during the war of 720 against the revived Syro-Palestinian league.131  

However, these anxious times were not accompanied by the plundering of 

Judah. The two most likely dates for this section are 734 and 701. 

Chapter 18 is difficult to date because the referents are difficult to 

identify. The oracle mentions a land that is on the other side of the rivers of 

Cush sending ambassadors. It states that a destination for these messengers 

is an illustrious nation.132  Their boats are made of papyrus. Some event of 

world importance is about to take place. Yahweh will intervene before some 

series of events reaches its expected fulfillment. The result will be 

devastation for some party. The illustrious nation will then bring gifts to 

Zion. 

Cush had reason to send envoys up the Mediterranean coast to ensure 

the security of its trade at any time during the Assyrian action in the Levant. 

However, trade does not seem to be the issue for Isaiah 18. Rather Isaiah 18 

concerns matters that are significant for the world and that have a conquest 

aspect. Cush remained isolationist under Piye. With Shabaka's recapture of 

131  On the revived Syro-Palestinian league see above the rebellion initiated by Ilubidi of 
Hamath. 

132 many scholars see the same messengers in v. 2a and v. 2b but a sender who is different 
from the addresser. Some see different messengers. Since the content of the message is not given I 
assume that the command to the messengers continues the scene of verse 2a. 
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Egypt and move to Memphis the active control of areas beyond Cush became 

important. Yet Shabaka did not go outside Egypt. He seemed to have been 

on good terms with Sargon. In 701 Ethiopia was involved militarily in 

Palestine. One cannot say for sure whether or not this was an occasion when 

Ethiopia sent messengers to Palestine to form alliances. Assyrian records 

report that Egyptian and Ethiopian military involvement in Palestine in 701 

was only at the request of other nations. Assyrian and Egyptian records do 

report Ethiopian messengers returning Iamani to Assyria sometime after 712 

and report Ethiopian messengers delivering a message from Memphis to 

Napata requesting Shebitku's brothers and troops in 702. Thus historically 

we are certain that Ethiopians sent messengers to Assyria and up the Nile to 

Ethiopia. In a preliminary way, either of these countries could be the 

illustrious nation of 18:2. 

We can make further inferences about the identity of the nations 

mentioned in Isaiah 18. Chapter eighteen says that the nation that God cuts 

down is also the one that has been maturing a series of military objectives. 

The military objectives and God's intervention were to be of worldwide 

concern. The only nation that had been pursuing militaristic ends that 

concerned the world was Assyria. The nation that is cut down in chapter 18 

is different from the illustrious nation because the illustrious nation will be 

around to bring tribute to God at Zion. That leaves Ethiopia the illustrious 

nation. 

The time when Ethiopians in Memphis sent messengers to Ethiopia 

was in 702. The time when the Assyrian threat directly challenged Ethiopia 

was in 701. According to the Biblical record Yahweh stopped Assyria short 

and Assyria returned to its land. Such an intervention would explain why the 
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prophet expected Cush to bring gifts to Yahweh. The year 701 was also the 

time when Shebitku's calls for troops from Ethiopia would have encouraged 

Hezekiah since according to the Assyrian field commander Hezekiah was 

relying on Egypt (2 Kings 18:21). This hope in Cush would have been 

incentive enough for the prophet to have a message about Cush. The best 

date for chapter 18 according to this construction is 701. 



CHAPTER V 

THE HISTORICAL SETTING FOR ISAIAH'S 

ORACLES AGAINST THE NATIONS 

One of the fruitful areas of recent research has been to investigate the 

historical setting that each of Isaiah's oracles against the nations addresses. 

As knowledge of ancient Near East history has increased scholars have had to 

re-evaluate the events that they thought were the concerns of the various 

oracles.' What these concerns are has a direct bearing on how well one 

understands the concerns of the Damascus Oracle because the Damascus 

Oracle belongs to and contributes to this collection of oracles. The current 

level of knowledge, which includes the information of the last chapter, will 

permit a review of the historical setting that each oracle addresses. This 

review will produce information that will help determine the historical 

situation of Isaiah 17-18. 

Oracle About Babylon--Isaiah 13:1-14:27  

The Oracle About Babylon, Isaiah 13:1-14:27, was one of the first 

oracles scholars set in a time later than Isaiah. This was done primarily 

because of these aspects to the oracle: (a) the oracle speak's of Babylon's 

greatness when at the time of Isaiah Assyria was the dominant power; (b) 

One current summary of the dates given by very many scholars to the various parts of 
Isaiah's oracles section is given in Appendix A of J. H. Brangenberg, "A Reexamination of the 
Date, Authorship, Unity and Function of Isaiah 13-23," Ph.D. dissertation, Golden Gate Baptist 
Seminary, 1989, pp. 345-65 (hereafter cited as Brangenberg). 

206 
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Babylon is the Chaldeans' pride; (c) the reference to the Medes; (d) and the 

people of Jacob are in exile soon to be set free. A common way to come to 

terms with these aspects has been to date this oracle to the days preceding the 

fall of Babylon, an event which took place at the hands of the Medo-Persian 

Empire in 539.2  Scholars have raised serious objections to this approach. 

One objection is that although Cyrus captured Babylon, he was unduly kind 

to it. Babylon's fall was not a destruction of Babylon and was not a reason 

for the inhabitants to mourn.3  Another difficulty exists with the terminology. 

In the middle of the sixth century people living in Babylon did not call the 

Medo-Persian Empire "Media" because Cyrus conquered the Medes 

sometime before 550.4  The exilic prophets of the sixth century explicitly 

mentioned Judah when they talked of the exiled, something the oracle does 

not do. 

A better time for the setting of the Oracle About Babylon is the last 

third of the eighth century. There are features in each of the two chapters that 

suit that time best. Chapter 13 criticizes the accused for their pride and not 

for their attacks on Israel. This is presumably because Babylon had not yet 

attacked Israel.5  Babylon would not attack Israel until the end of the seventh 

2  Bernhard Duhm, Das Bucks Jesaia, 5th ed. (Gottingen: Vandenhoeck and Ruprecht, 
1968), p. 18 (hereafter cited as Duhm). 

3  J. B. Pritchard, ed., Ancient Near Eastern Texts Relating to the Old Testament 
(Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1969), pp. 314-16 (hereafter cited as ANET). 

4 J. M. Cook in The Persian Empire (New York: Schlocken Books, 1983), p. 4; Cook also 
says it was the Mede Kyaxares who captured Nineveh in 612 B.C.; Seth Erlandsson, The Burden  
of Babylon: A Study of Isaiah 13:2-14:23, trans. George J. Houser (Lund: CWK Gleerup, 1970), 
p. 87 (hereafter cited as Erlandsson). 

`Erlandsson (p. 161), interprets Isaiah 13:2-18 as having a different subject than the one in 
the rest of the chapter of Babylon. He sees the subject of 13:2-18 as unspecified but in the first 
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century. In the eighth century Babylon was what the oracle calls the 

Chaldean pride. Only at this time was there a contest between Assyria and 

various Chaldean kingdoms as to who would control Babylon. It truly would 

be the "jewel of the kingdoms" which a Chaldean would want to possess.6  A 

century and a half later Jeremiah 50-51 would not speak of Babylon as a 

possession of the Chaldeans but as synonymous with the Chaldeans calling it 

the land of the Chaldeans. The reference to the Medes in the oracle fits with 

the eighth century. In the eighth century people knew that the Medes were a 

potential threat to Assyria since the Assyrians had continuously fought them. 

They were the world's model warriors according to Tiglath-Pileser who 

regularly referred to them, and only them, as "mighty." The Assyrians could 

have included them in an assault upon Babylon since Assyrians would 

conscript forces from their occupied territories that included much of Median 

territory.' If Isaiah 13 is speaking about the Medo-Persian conquest of 

Babylon it is doing so as an eighth century writer because only in the eighth 

century would the writer be likely to refer to the Medo-Persian empire as the 

"Medes." The mention of Babylon's allies in Isa 13:14 fits with the eighth 

century for at that time Babylon's allies were free to desert it and did. The 

place as Assyria. This should not affect what I see as the data that can be used to date the chapter. 
Chapter 13 announces the punishment of an unnamed land at the beginning, goes on to foretell the 
punishment of the whole world, and then focuses on the destruction of the kingdom of Babylon. 

6  Charles Boutflower, The Book of Isaiah, Chapters [I-XXXDC], In the Light of the 
Assyrian Monuments (London: Society for Promoting Christian Knowledge, 1930), p. 103 
(hereafter cited as Boutflower). 

'John H. Hayes and Stuart A. Irvine, Isaiah, The Eighth Century Prophet: His Times and 
His Preaching (Nashville, Tennessee: Abingdon, 1987), pp. 222-23 (hereafter cited as 
Hayes/Irvine). Assyria is the means by which Yahweh is bringing together an army from faraway 
lands in Isaiah 13:4-5. 
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picture of Babylon's destruction suits the eighth century best. Babylon fell 

four times that century: conquered by Tiglath-Pileser III in 729; re-taken by 

Sargon in 710; taken by Sennacherib in 703; and re-taken and destroyed by 

Sennacherib in 689. The only time in ancient history when Babylon was 

totally destroyed was 689.8  

The best date for chapter 14 is also in the eighth century. It mentions 

only Jacob and Israel as exiled. Later writers would speak of the return of 

Judah to places like Jerusalem. Isaiah 10:5-34 and 37:22-29 describe the 

King of Assyria in terms similar to the descriptions given the King of Babylon 

in this oracle. In fact, of the Babylonian kings scholars suggest only two 

would fit the description of the king in this oracle, that is, someone who was 

striking nations in fury, building massively with Lebanese cedars, striving for 

world supremacy, permanently deporting peoples, leveling cities, dying in 

battle, and having his dynasty end.9  These are Tiglath-Pileser III and Sargon. 

8The next destruction of Babylon took place over a period of centuries, first with Darius 
destroying the walls in 518, then Xerxes destroying the temple of Belus, and finally declining under 
the rule of the Seleucids; cf. F. Delitzsch and C. Keil, Commentary on the Old Testament., 10 vols. 
(Grand Rapids, Michigan: Eerdmans, 1975), vol. 7: Isaiah, by F. Delitzsch, two vols. in one, trans. 
James Martin, p. 304. 

9  Brangenberg (pp. 87-92), examines Tiglath-Pileser III, Sargon II, Sennacherib, 
Merodach-baladan, Asshur-uballit, Nebuchadnezzar, Nabonidus, Belshazzar, Alexander the Great, 
and an ahistorical symbol to find matches for the tyrant of c. 14. He rejects Nebuchadnezzar 
because Nebuchadnezzar was not a cruel oppressor and did not destroy his land and slay his 
people. Merodach-baladan was no world ruler. We know that the Assyrian kings called 
themselves "Icing of the universe"; for Tiglath-Pileser see Daniel David Luckenbill, Ancient 
Records of Assyrian and Babylonia, 2 vols. (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1926), I: 280 
(hereafter cited as ARAB); see ARAB, II: 112 for Sargon; see ARAB, II: 191-98. Brangenberg 
dismisses Sennacherib because he never bore the title of "King of Babylon"; but Babylon King List 
A in ANET, p. 272, says otherwise. Only Tiglath-Pileser ever called himself "King of Babylon." 
Brangenberg prefers Tiglath-Pileser. His lineage ended with Shalmaneser. On the other hand 
Sargon's lineage carried on for a century. Esarhaddon treated Tiglath-Pileser's inscriptions and 
reliefs with the irreverence due an evil king. Esarhaddon risked bringing a curse upon himself for 
his irreverence. Tiglath-Pileser's evil may way have been to destroy his land and slay his people. 
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Both were simultaneously kings of Babylon and Assyria. Of these two only 

Tiglath-Pileser's lineage ended soon after his death with the death of his son 

Shalmaneser V in 722. Tiglath-Pileser was the first king of the ancient Near 

East to resettle people on the massive scale that Isa 14:17 describes. 

Many scholars see the section Isaiah 14:24-27 as an independent 

oracle. Even with the various opinions about the compositional history of 

chapter 14 there is almost universal agreement that 14:24-27 reflects a 

situation in the last third of the eighth century.1°  If indeed the King of 

Babylon mentioned earlier in chapter 14 is one of the kings of Assyria then 

the section 14:24-27 readily connects to the rest of chapter 14. If this section 

continues the same time frame as the preceding section its contents would 

date to a time before the death of Tiglath-Pileser. On the other hand, the 

description in this section suits Sennacherib's campaign against Judah and 

look very much like Isa 37:36's description of the destruction of Assyria in 

the Lord's land. At the very least 14:24-27 must date to a time before the 

destruction of Assyrian forces in Judah in 701. 

Chapter 13 originated in anticipation of the fall of Babylon. One 

purpose for the text was to explain what this fall would mean. The date 

would be before 729. Both sections of Chapter 14 were probably written 

before the death of Tiglath-Pileser and after he had become king of Babylon. 

Isaiah 14:24-27 may date later but not any later than 701. 

I°  R. E. Clements, Isaiah 1-39, New Century Bible Commentary (London: Marshall, 
Morgan and Scott, 1980), pp. 145-46 (hereafter cited as Clements, Isaiah 1-39), argues for the 
Josianic period. Erlandsson (p. 166), shows how this section completes the foregoing. 
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Oracle About the Philistines--Isaiah 14:28-32  

It is widely agreed that the Oracle About the Philistines dates to a time 

in the last third of the eighth century." The clear reference to the death of 

Ahaz is one of only two historical references in Isaiah's OAN. Unfortunately 

the date of Ahaz's death is not settled. The most likely dates for his death and 

therefore, the most likely dates for the oracle are 727 and 715.12  The 

difficulty in dating Ahaz's death lies with the dates of his successor Hezekiah 

whose fourth year was the year of Shalmaneser's advance on Jerusalem and 

whose fourteenth year was the year Sennacherib captured all Judah's fortified 

cities.13  The other data that can determine the time of the oracle include the 

following items. An oppressor of the Philistines has ceased although it is not 

clear whether that means someone died or whether a nation has suffered a 

serious defeat, militarily or otherwise. This oppressor will be succeeded by a 

worse oppressor from the North. As a result of the weakness of their enemy 

the Philistines have sent envoys to Judah. These envoys seek Judah's 

partnership in their bid for freedom. This is clear from the answer of Judah, 

an answer that concerns matters of where one goes for help. Judah says that 

it goes to Yahweh for help. 

11  Otto Kaiser in Isaiah 13-39, The Old Testament Library, trans. R. A. Wilson 
(Philadelphia: Westminster, 1974), p. 53 (hereafter cited as Kaiser), gives the date 333 when 
Alexander defeated the Persian King at Issos. Kaiser questions the Isaianic authorship because of 
the mixture of imagery and because it offers few reasons for the coming judgment. 

12 John Bright in A History of Israel, 3rd ed., (Philadelphia: Westminster Press, 1981), p. 
276 (hereafter cited as Bright), supports 715; Mordecai Cogan and Hayim Tadmor in II Kings: A  
New Translation With Introduction and Commentary (N.p.: Doubleday and Co., 1988), p. 190 
(hereafter cited as Cogan/Tadmor), support 727. 

13  Cf. 2 Kings 18:9 and 13. 
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We can surmise that the oppressor will be Assyria since the oppressor 

is from the North and since the oppressor is a descendant of the previous 

oppressor. Some suggest that Ahaz or Judah was the oppressor of Philistia 

and that Philistia rejoiced over Ahaz's death. That is not likely given that 

Ahaz's successor would be from the North and given that the Philistines sent 

envoys to Ahaz's descendants to seek support not peace. If the prophet's 

depiction of a neutral Judah is apt then the oracle dates to a time when Judah 

did not join in rebellions against Assyria. That was true until 712. 

Philistia could have felt there was a glimmer of hope for independence 

from an oppressor a number of times between the years 727 and 712. Hope 

could have been renewed in 727 when Tiglath-Pileser died, in 722 when 

Shalmaneser died, and later in 722 when the Chaldeans and Elamites freed 

Babylon from Sargon. However, the oracle states that the vanished oppressor 

had attacked Philistia. There is no evidence that Shalmaneser struck Philistia. 

There is no chronology that would place Ahaz's death in the year that Sargon 

met defeat. This leaves the year Tiglath-Pileser died 727 as the most likely 

date for the oracle. 

The Oracle About Moab--Isaiah 15-16  

This oracle is one of the most difficult to date as is clear by the wide 

range and number of dates given by scholars. There are elements that suggest 

it dates prior to Isaiah, other elements that suggest it describes one of the late 

eighth century Assyrian campaigns into Palestine, and yet other elements that 

point to post-Isaianic dates that some scholars use to prove a second century 
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origin.14  We know too little about Moab's place in the history of the ancient 

Near East to make definite statements about when the events the oracle 

describes took place. There is a note that three years remain before the 

fulfillment of the prophetic message but without a way to correlate the note to 

some other event the note remains unfruitful for rendering a date.15  

This oracle could have to do with the last third of the eighth century. 

One could expect that there would be a message about Moab at a time when 

Isaiah had messages for most of Israel's neighbours. Assyrian annals name 

Moab in 734, 713 and 701. In 734 Moab pays tribute to Tiglath-Pileser. In 

713 Moab was part of the conspiracy against Assyria headed by Ashdod. In 

701 although Moab was part of the rebellion it was one of the first to yield to 

Sennacherib. 

The prophet gives some details helpful for dating. Moab is 

independent of Judah, Judah is secure, Moab is under attack, and, according 

to Isa 16:1, travel is possible between Edom and Judah. These would have 

been the conditions in a scenario where after paying its tribute Moab decided 

to turn against Tiglath-Pileser and join the Syro-Palestinian league as 

Ashkelon had done. In 733 or 732 Moab's people would have sought safety 

14  Georg H. A. von Ewald in Commentary on the Prophets of the Old Testament, vol. 2: 
Yesava, ' Obadya, and IVfilcha, trans. J. F. Smith (Edinburgh: Williams and Norgate, 1876), pp. 
137-41, sees three prophets at work. The oldest prophet was commenting on an Arab invasion of 
Moab sometime after 897 when Moab had revolted from Israel. He comes to this conclusion 
because of the extreme emotion of the prophet and some of the language that is used. Duhm (p. 
126), believes the text received its present form at a time when people wanted to see Moab and 
Arabs humbled. He says this is the sentiment of someone like Alexander Jannaeus would have had 
in the second century. With the discovery of 1QIsaa this date is ruled out. 

Is That no one reported the fulfillment, in contrast to Isa 37:38, indicates that future 
generations did not update this prophecy. They left Isaiah's prophecy intact. 
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in Judah or Edom. The conditons outlined above would be satisfied if Moab 

was a part of the 720 revolt against Sargon. Sargon's 716 campaign may have 

affected Moab since it stretched into the desert to the Red Sea.16  In all three 

of these instances Judah was secure. For those who construct a Damascus 

campaign for Shalmaneser in 727, this is another possible date.17  From 713 

Judah would offer no security from Assyria since Judah also opposed 

Assyria. Before 713 Assyria expressly mentions Moab only in 734. 

Oracle About Egypt--Isaiah 19-20  

Scholars usually divide the Oracle About Egypt into three sections for 

dating purposes. These sections are 19:1-15, 19:16-25, and chapter 20. 

Most commentators place the first section sometime in the last third of 

the eighth century.18  This section has five pieces of information that we can 

use to identify its historical setting. First, it mentions a civil war within 

Egypt. This was the case in Egypt in the days leading up to Piye's conquest 

as Tefnalcht fought to control Egypt. It was so in the years following Piye's 

conquest when Tefnakht and then his son Bakenrenef again tried to claim 

supremacy of Lower Egypt until Shabaka invaded and forced Egypt to submit 

to Cush in 714. There was civil war again after Assyria made Psammethicus 

16  ARAB, II: 7-8. 

17Hayes/Irvine, pp. 329-30. 

18 Kaiser (pp. 99-100) proposes a different date. He prefers the period 404-343 when 
Egypt had a period of independence before Persia's reconquest. Kaiser rules out the time of Isaiah 
and the seventh century because of the literary style. Yet he admits that the author drew all his 
ideas from Isaiah. For a counter argument see Alec J. Motyer, The Prophecy of Isaiah: An 
Introduction and Commentary (Downers Grove, Illinois: Intervarsity Press, 1993), p. 163 
(hereafter cited as Motyer). 
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vassal of Egypt in 663 and until Psammethicus had gained complete control 

of Egypt. Not until 404 was there again times of internal conflict.19  Second, 

the oracle says Egypt would be given hard masters and a fierce king. 

Shabako was a king over all Egypt who proved to be fierce and a hard master 

to the existing pharaohs. Other possibilities include almost every foreign king 

that ever conquered Egypt. Third, the passage's use of the term "pharaoh" 

points to a composition before the end of the Persian era after which Egyptian 

pharaohs were no more.2°  Fourth, the drying up of the Nile is a detail about 

which little is known. This may be a metaphor for the collapse of economic 

activity which was indeed a factor in the last third of the eighth century.21  

We know that the Assyrian kings restricted trade with Egypt. Tiglath-Pileser 

stopped it. Sargon encouraged trade somewhat when he reopened the centre 

at Egypt's borders. Fifth, the mention of Noph (Memphis) and Zoan (Tanis) 

suggests a time before the importance of Sais as the central authority over all 

Egypt. Sais took unambiguous control under the rule of Psammethicus. 

Together these details point to a time before Sargon reopens trade and before 

Shabaka's conquest of the Delta_ 

19 From Shabako's reign until the end of Tarhaqa's reign Cush ruled Egypt. Assyrian rule 
established Psammetichus I as the main leader in Egypt in 663 and by 656 Psammetichus ruled all 
of Egypt. This central rule of Egypt held until the Persians defeated Egypt in 525. There were 
times of internal power struggles after Egypt gained independence from Persia in 404. In 338 
Persia succeeded to regain control of Egypt. This was soon followed by Greek control in 333. 
Niclolas Grimal, A History of Ancient Egypt, trans. Ian Shaw (Oxford: Blackwell, 1992), pp. 354-
82 (hereafter cited as Grimal). 

2°  Grimal. p. 383. 

21 Boutflower (p. 319), reports: "The goddess Ishtar answered the Assyrian Ashurbanipal's 
deliberation about invading Egypt with: 'I will fill the land with blood, will turn it into a desert with 
weeping and wialing.'" 
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The second section 19:16-25 is the most difficult of the three sections 

to date. There is no general agreement among commentators on when to date 

this section. Some of the difficulty lies in distinguishing the Exodus and 

Conquest traditions from the historical details. 

Those who date this section to the third or second centuries believe the 

text pictures Israel as slaves in Egypt.22  The text has an intellectual attitude 

of universal expectations, one that portrays Egypt and Assyria worshipping 

Yahweh. For these commentators this is a late development. Ptolemy III's 

deportation of Jews to Egypt suits this late date. Since the text juxtaposes 

Jewish enslavement to a Jewish friendliness toward Egyptians these 

commentators conclude that the period is one when there was Egyptian 

proselytes. With the 1QIsaa such a late date falls away. 

Some would date this section to the fifth century. The sizeable Jewish 

communities springing up in Egypt at that time can explain the presence of 

Yahwism in Egypt. The reference to the Canaan language suits this century 

because Aramaic was the language of these communities. After the Greek 

conquest the language spoken by Jewish communities changed to Greek.23  

The text points to another date. The text makes clear that Judah is not 

exiled and uses the word "Judah" to name Israel. That suggests a date not 

much later than the fall of the Northern Kingdom. The presence of "Assyria" 

Kaiser, pp. 108-109. 

13  John F. Sawyer, Isaiah, vol 1, The Daily Study Bible (Old Testament) (Philadelphia: 
Westminster, 1984), p. 174. This approach sees the cry to the Lord in v. 20 as coming from Jews 
in Egypt. The more natural understanding is that the cry comes from the Egyptians. According to 
verse 17 Judah is striking Egypt with terror and verse 22 describes Egypt as calling for help. 
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indicates a time before Assyria's fall in 612.24  The text sees Canaan as a 

living language and towns of Canaan speaking peoples in Egypt. Such towns 

inhabited by Israelites began to develop in response to the mass deportations 

of Sargon.25  Towns of Canaan speaking peoples may also have arisen along 

Egypt's borders in response to Sargon's policy to mix the peoples there and 

reopen a trading center.26  The text states that there would be a time when 

Egypt would fear the "land of Judah" on account of Yahweh's plans. There 

were only a few times when Egypt could have lived in the fear of the "land of 

Judah" and those times were before 612. The "land of Judah" may mean the 

geographical location from which a non-Judahite enemy might come or it 

might mean Judah itself. In the former instance the "land of Judah" 

represented a danger whenever Assyrian forces advanced into southern 

Palestine: Tiglath-Pileser in 734; Sargon in 720 and 716; Sennacherib in 701; 

Esarhaddon in 674, 671, 669; Ashurbanipal in 664-63. Although less likely, 

the country of Judah could have represented a threat for the lesser Egyptian 

rulers while Hezekiah was amassing power. The hand of Yahweh that is 

against Egypt in Isa 19:16 manifests itself in Sennacherib's attack of Cushite-

Egyptian forces in 701.27  The passage assumes Egypt will be under an 

`Kaiser (p. 108), sees this section as vaticinium ex eventu of third and second century 
events. He does not explain how an author could keep from making some reference to the nations 
that faced him. 

25  Grimal, p. 355. 

26Nimrud Prism, Fragment D, Col. IV, lines 42-49; cf. Hayim in "The Campaigns of 
Sargon II of Assur: A Chronological-Historical Study," Journal of Cuneiform Studies 12 (1958): 
34, 78. 

27Isaiah 20:3-4. 
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oppressor that was the case with the Cushite pharaohs. The text says that 

Egypt will be harassed but then will be delivered to live at peace with 

Assyria.28  This could point to a time when the Ethiopians would be driven 

out of Egypt by the Assyrians. This happened with permanence under 

Ashurbanipal.29  It promises days of free movement between Egypt and 

Assyria. In 716 Sargon normalized trade. 

An early date for the second section would be before 716 when there 

was a Cushite oppressor on the horizon and trade had not yet normalised.  

The date for the third section, chapter 20, is largely undisputed. Most 

scholars agree that this dates to circa 712.3°  

The Oracle About the Desert By the Sea--Isaiah 21:1-10  

Opinion divides evenly on this oracle. Scholars view it as written 

either in the days of the exile immediately before the Cyrus's conquest of 

Babylon by an anonymous prophet or in the days of Isaiah. Bernhard Duhm 

suggests the exilic date because at that time the nations of Elam and Media 

were united under Cyrus and prepared to attack the Chaldeans and because 

28Hayes/Irvine (pp. 263-66), suggest that Sargon is the Egypt's deliverer from the 
Ethiopian oppressor by opening trade with Egypt. However, Sargon did not stop Cush's invasion. 

29  If we take literally that the outcome of God's deliverance is the peaceful coexistence of 
Assyria, Egypt and Israel, then perhaps the oppressor from whom God delivers Egypt is Cush. 
This would point to a time when Cush would soon control Egypt and when Cush would be 
vulnerable to an Assyrian attack. 

"Even Kaiser (p. 116), will relate this to the events of that date but he gives for the 
earliest composition date the sixth century. If the text was composed in the sixth century it would 
serve as a reminder to trust in Yahweh. Kaiser argues that the climate of Palestine would not have 
permitted Isaiah to walk around naked for three years. He also sees a contradiction in the oracle 
between saying that the nations that hoped in Egypt will be shocked and yet speaking as if these 
nations did not suffer the same fate as their ally Egypt. 
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Babylon had not yet fallen.31  If this were the exilic period it would be 

strange that the fall of Babylon would leave the prophet sombre. People saw 

the rise of Cyrus and the conquest of Babylon as the coming of a saviour. 

Even Babylon rejoiced at the coming of Cyrus. Duhm admits that the writer 

lived in Judah. This is clear from the perspective of the writer, who posts a 

lookout outside of Babylon, and from the imagery of whirlwinds sweeping 

through the Negev. It would be strange for a prophet to address people who 

have lived in Babylon all their lives with imagery that was from Judah. If 

verse 2 is about those who destroy Babylon it would be unusual to speak of 

Cyrus as the "traitor" and "looter" as in verse 2. 

The details in the text point to other dates. The combination of Elam 

and Media suggests a time before 640. In 640 Ashurbanipal of Assyria 

annihilated the state of Elam.32  Biblical records never called the forces of 

Cyrus, who ruled until 530, "Medes" but rather "Persians" or "Medes and 

Persians." It was in the eighth century when the Elamites allied with the 

Chaldeans and probably with the Medes.33  The oracle's sombre perspective 

31Duhm, pp. 149-50. 

32 Bright, p. 314. 

33  Assyrian records relate Manneans and Medes, cf. ARAB, II: 8 and the discussion of 
Deioces in the last chapter. In ARAB (II: 161), Sennacherib says that he deported Chaldeans and 
Manneans in his 703 campaign against Babylon and in ARAB (II: 153), he says he defeated 
Merodach-baladan's ally Elam in the 703 campaign. Sennacherib says of his eighth campaign, a 
campaign against Babylon (that J. A.Brinkman, Prelude to Empire: Babylonian Society and 
Politics. 747-626 B.C., Occasional Publications of the Babylonian Fund, 7 [Philadelphia, 1984], p. 
63, dates to the years 692-691), that Babylon had sent gifts to Elam and had formed a great 
coalition; see ARAB, II: 126, 157. Sennacherib could be referring to the Medes of the Zagros 
Mountains when he says of this campaign that the kings of the mountain were allied with the king 
of Babylon and Elam; cf. ARAB, II: 151. In ARAB (II: 118), the Medes had submitted to the 
yoke of Sennacherib after his second campaign so an act against Assyria could have been called 
treasonous in terms similar to Isa 21:2. 
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on the fall of Babylon suggests that the destruction of Babylon is not told at 

the time when its fall is a great act that frees Judah. This kind of perspective 

suits the eighth century when Assyria was Judah's oppressor. 

There are other data in the text that agree with an eighth century date. 

Although the addressee in the heading--"the desert by the sea"--seems to be 

obscure, it is similar to the name of the Chaldean homeland. Sargon calls the 

Chaldean homeland "the secluded (shore) of the sea of the east."34  Tiglath-

Pileser and Sennacherib called the Chaldean homeland "the Sealand."35  

Dougherty shows that the Sealand included desert areas of Arabia.36  If the 

oracle's title is the Chaldean homeland then the oracle addresses the 

Chaldeans who are in control of Babylon. The feasting that goes on in Isa 

21:5 even while Elam and Media are going to war could identify the 

behaviour of Merodach-baladan. Merodach-baladan seldom had his troops 

lead in battle.37  Of the five times that Assyria threatened him he either came 

too late to help Elam as in 720 or he tried to flee. All but once he called on 

Elam to fight Assyria. In 710 and 703 he used huge bribes to secure Elam's 

support. In 720 and 703 Elam answered Merodach-baladan's request by 

amassing great armies from many nations. In 691 the then Chaldean king of 

Babylon also hired Elam and Elam responded by gathering many nations. 

34  ARAB, II: 14. 

35  ARAB, I: 285; 11: 153; so also Esarhaddon in ARAB, 213. 

36Raymond Philip Dougherty, The Sealand of Ancient Arabia, Yale Oriental Series, vol. 
19 (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1932), p. 169. 

37 BrinIcrnan, J. A., "Elamite Military Aid to Merodach-Baladan," Journal of Near Eastern 
Studies 24 (1965): 165. 
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If the oracle is set in the eighth century the Elamites and Medes would 

be attacking Assyria not Babylon. Such a reading of the oracle could explain 

why at Isa 21:2 Elam and Media's attack is said to end the pain and yet why 

the fall of Babylon offers so little relief. The statement in Isa 21:1, "the 

traitor betrays, the looter takes loot," can refer to Assyria who is described 

with the same vocables in Isa 33:1. A great battle did take place at Halule in 

690 between Assyria and a massive coalition led by Elam that included troops 

from Parsua, Ellipi and Chaldea.38  Both sides claimed victory. However, 

Sennacherib returned in 690 and proceeded to begin the re-capture of 

Babylon. Assyria is the grievous one which was attacked but the attack failed 

and Babylon fell instead. If Isa 21:9 is referring to two horsemen rather than 

horses this would agree with the Assyrian method of putting soldiers in pairs 

and would further support the idea that it is Assyria that captures Babylon.39  

According to verse 10 Judah suffered a defeat before Babylon fell. In 

that case a most satisfactory date for the events of the oracle is Sennacherib's 

war for Babylon in 691 because that is after Judah's defeat of 701. If Judah 

suffered "threshing" in 712 then another historical possiblity for the events 

described in the oracle is Sargon's attack on Babylon in 710 or 703. If the 

year is 710 the calls for the Medes and Elamites to attack went unheeded.°  

38  ARAB, II: 155-56. Parsua (a land of Persians) shares with the Medes a common 
Iranian ancestry. 

39  mid. 

40  ARAB, II: 14. The presence of Media is not as pronounced at this time and Elam double 
crosses Merodach-baladan. 
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The Oracle About Dumah--Isaiah 21:11-12  

The Oracle About Dumah is so lacking in details that it is impossible to 

say with certainty to what situation the oracle is referring. Most 

commentators place it in the last third of the eighth century. A few 

commentators place it later thinking that the proximity to an oracle about 

Babylon implies that Babylon is the threat.41  Babylon attacked Arabia in the 

person of Nabonidus, who reigned between 555-539, and who oppressed the 

region between 550-545. These two periods of time may be what the text 

means by a time of morning followed by darkness.42  Dating the previous 

oracle to the eighth century undermines this position. A weakness with a 

sixth century date is the lack of a hostile tone toward Edom which is common 

in exilic writers. 

"Dumah" is the name of a son of Ishmael. Little else is known about 

the word. Because of the linguistic similarity some identify it with Dumat al-

Gandal--Adurnmatu in Assyrian records--which is an oasis in the Arabian 

desert.43  Since the inquirer in the oracle is from Seir the message concerns 

Edom. The gist of the news is that the period of troubles will end but then 

after a time they will return. Edom joined every Palestinian rebellion against 

41 Clements, pp. 179-80. Some believe that the two oracles tie together because of the 
image of the watchman and because of the question and answer device. 

42  Some interpret the presence of Aramaisms to mean that this oracle belongs to the sixth 
century. It is now clear that Aramaic was already common in the eighth century; cf. Isa 36:11. 

43  August Dillmann, Der Prophet Jesaia, Kurzgefasstes exegetisches Handbuch zum Alten 
Testament., 5th ed. (Leipzig: Verlag von S. Hirzel, 1890), p. 193; Brangenberg, p. 148. There is 
a Dumah in Judah but it bears no relationship to the other particulars of this oracle. "Udumu" was 
the name given to Edom by various Assyrian kings; cf. Erlandsson, p. 93. Dumah is also the 
Hebrew word for "silence." Scholars claim one or more of these as the significance of Dumah in 
this passage. 
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Assyria except 720 and 716, and was quick to bring tribute in 734 and 701. 

In 712 Edom may have faced some retribution. Around 690 near the end of 

Sennacherib's reconquest of Babylon Sennacherib attacked Telhunu, queen of 

the Arabs, and Hazael, king of the Arabs. He pursued them to Adummatu 

and destroyed Adummatu.44  Perhaps this is the coming night. The two times 

when Edom would have been at the brink of relief and yet close to renewed 

oppression were 712 and possibly 701. 

Oracle About Arabia--Isaiah 21:13-17 

The Oracle About Arabia is only a little more detailed than the Oracle 

for Dumah. Since the material of the two oracles is similar and the LXX 

seems to treat the two oracles as one--no heading over the second oracle--

some commentators also treat the two oracles as one. The similarities 

between the oracles persuade most commentators to date this oracle with the 

previous two oracles in the eighth century. Of those who say that the 

previous oracle is exilic they say this oracle is exilic and they identify the 

enemy in the oracle with Babylon because this oracle follows an oracle about 

Babylon.45  Some commentators date to the third century verses 16-17 that 

specify how much time remains until the fulfillment of the prophecy. They 

defend this on the grounds that the verses are harsh and that the verses follow 

material that, according to these commentators, is eschatological.46  

44  ARAB, II: 158, 214. 

45  Clements, p. 180. 

46 Ibid., p. 181. 
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The Arabia Oracle supplies information that can assist in finding its 

date. The superscription has a topic with a dual meaning, "Arabia" and 

"evening," like the superscription of the previous two oracles, that might 

place this oracle in their time period. The oracle's ending follows the pattern 

that the ending of the Oracle About Moab follows. It tells the the time until 

the catastrophe and uses similar expressions such as: "as a servant bound by 

contract"; "the remnant will be few"; and "the glory will end." This suggests 

a date close to the origin of the ending of the Oracle About Moab. The 

Arabia Oracle contains various proper nouns: Dedan, Tema and Kedar. 

Dedanites were a southern Arabian tribe in the area of Tema. 47  Tema was 

an oasis city one hundred miles south of Elath and two hundred miles east of 

the Red Sea. Kedar was an Arabian tribe north of the Dedanites that often 

gave its name to all the Arabs. In this oracle someone is fleeing an army and 

is seeking refuge in Tema and is seeking help from the Dedanites. Kedar will 

soon be devastated. These places are significant in the Assyrian records for 

the final third of the eighth century. 

Assyrian records often mention the Arabians. Queen Zabibe of the 

Arabians and Kedar paid tribute to Tiglath-Pileser in 738.48  Tema paid 

tribute to him.49  The annals report that in 733-732 Queen Samsi of the Arabs 

was part of the Syro-Palestinian league when Tiglath-Pileser defeated her.5°  

47  Oxford Bible Atlas, ed. Herbert G. May, 3rd ed. (New York: Oxford University Press, 
1984), p. 67. 

48  ARAB, I: 276; Motyer, p. 277. 

49  ARAB, I: 287. 

50 ARAB, I: 293. 
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Sargon says of 716-715 that he struck distant Arabs and deported them to 

Samaria.51  Also that year he received tribute from Queen Samsi and from 

It'amra, the Sabaean. Ancient records knew Sennacherib as the "King of the 

Arabs and the Assyrians."52  In 703 during Sennacherib's first campaign 

against Merodach-baladan Sennacherib captured Arabs, one who was 

Baskanu, the brother of Iati'e, "Queen of the Arabs."53  Sennacherib says that 

in 701 Hezekiah used Arabs to protect Jerusalem but that when he advanced 

they deserted.54  After Sennacherib's battle at Halule in 691 he went on to 

defeat the Queen of the Arabs and she and King Hazael of Kedar fled to 

Adummatu, which place Sennacherib destroyed.55  The King of Kedar's flight 

out of Dumah correlates with the oracle's refugees that needed help from 

Tema and the Dedanites. This final stage of the King of Kedar's flight and the 

destruction of Adummatu, Dumah in the Hebrew Bible, explains the loss of 

Kedar's glory. 

Oracle About the Valley of Vision--Isaiah 22  

For dating purposes the Oracle About the Valley of Vision divides into 

two parts: verses 1-14 and verses 15-25. There is almost unanimous 

"ARAB, II: 6. 

52 Herodotus 2: 141. 

" ARAB, II: 130, 116. 

54  ARAB, II: 143. 

"ARAB, II: 158, 207. Assurbanipal says that Hazael was king of Kedar; cf. ARAB, II: 
337. 
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agreement that both parts date to 712-711 or to 701. Even those who differ 

with this dating admit that some of both sections must date to Isaiah.56  

The dating of the first section can use a number of details from the 

section. Jerusalem had prepared for war by building a new water storage 

facility between the walls and by strengthening its walls. Yet even while the 

attacker was at a distance the leaders fled and were captured. Jerusalem's 

residents had feasted irreverently in their time of danger and are celebrating 

now after the dangerous events. Still the city will be destroyed and Elam and 

Kir will be a part of that attack on Jerusalem.57  These details narrow the 

dating to the end of the eighth century. The only time that the citizenry could 

have celebrated an escape would have been then since the Babylonians 

captured Jerusalem in the seventh century and deported many. The mention 

of Elam and Kir may refer to some of the conscripts in the Assyrian army. 

56  Kaiser (pp. 139, 151), says the prophet Isaiah authored Isaiah 22:1-4, 12-14 in the first 
section and Isaiah 22:15-18, but not the name "Shebna," in the second section. He considers the 
remaining verses unauthentic for these reasons: (a) vv. 5-6 are eschatological in nature; (b) vv. 7-8 
and 1 lb refer to past decisions of God; (c) vv. 9-11a refer to past events. He feels constrained to 
point out that later editors worked over the second section. He sees this in the following: (a) there 
is a change in speakers with the writer speaking about Yahweh in vv. 17-18 but Yahweh speaking 
in vv. 19-23; (b) v. 19 belongs before v. 18b. With these observations he is able to conclude that 
vv. 19-23 was an eschatological Messianic hope which along with vv. 15-18 was historicized 
during the Ptolemaic era by the addition of real names. The editors then added vv. 24-25 to warn 
the people not to have Jewish tax officials work on behalf of the Ptolemies. Kaiser's comments are 
creative but they lack historical corroboration both from textual criticism and from other historical 
records. His assumption that every unusual literary feature is the mark of a later addition leaves 
little room for the creativity of a writer. 

57Hayes/Irvine (pp. 279-81), prefer to see vv. 5-8 as a description of what just took place. 
This is an unusual use of the day of the Lord and does not connect with v. 4, which speaks of 
coming destruction. 
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For example, the Horse Lists show that the Assyrian army had equestrian 

units from various nationalities including Chaldean and Samarian.58  

The first section of the Valley of Vision Oracle does not easily date to 

701. In 701 Jerusalem was besieged which is not the case in this oracle. In 

701 the prophet comforted Hezekiah rather than reprimand him as Hezekiah 

piously sought God's help. The prophet expressed no displeasure with the 

actions taken by the leaders of Jerusalem in 701 and his message to Jerusalem 

was that its enemy would face judgment. 

In 712, however, Jerusalem did not experience a siege. The trouble the 

prophet foresees fits what came after 712. The siege of Judah's ally Ashdod 

in 712 can explain what, according to Isa 22:2, the people feared would 

happen to them. Jerusalem's 712 escape of such a siege can explain the 

oracle's report of celebration in Jerusalem. The contrast between the 

sternness of this oracle and the comfort Isaiah gives Hezekiah in the face of 

Assyrian attacks in chapters 37 and 38 suggests this oracle is written in a time 

when Hezekiah was not to be blamed for the decisions that were made, a time 

when he was not in charge. The idea of Hezekiah's absence from decision-

making is supported by his absence from both parts of chapter 22. An 

occasion for Hezekiah's absence from direct leadership was his fatal illness. 

Hezekiah's illness and the "convalescent call" of Merodach-baladan's 

ambassadors is dated to 713 by most of those who date the divine deliverance 

58  Stephanie Dailey in "Foreign Chariotry and Calvary In the Armies of Tiglath-Pileser III 
and Sargon II," Iraq 47 (1985): 32, points out that Nimrud Prism, Fragment D, Col. IV, line 32 
describes how from a nation that Sargon conquered he conscripts chariots and adds them to his 
royal army; ARAB, II: 4, describes Sargon conscripting chariots, calvary and warriors from 
Carchemish at its defeat; ARAB, II: 102, describes Sargon conscripting chariots and calvary from 
Hamath at its defeat. 
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of Jerusalem to 701.59  This date for the illness can also explain why this 

oracle names a palace administrator different from the one of 701. 

The second section of this oracle is a stern word against Shebna the 

palace administrator and predicts that Eliakim will replace him. These facts 

would date section to before 701 at which time Eliakim was the palace 

administrator. If indeed Hezekiah was fatally ill when the events that are the 

subject of this oracle took place, then Shebna would have been responsible 

for the actions that the nation took. This would explain the attention given 

him in this oracle. The two sections would fit better in the events of 712. 

The Oracle About Tvre--Isaiah 23  

Commentators date the Oracle About Tyre widely. Some use an 

account by Josephus of a five year siege of Tyre that they allege is by 

Shalmaneser to date the events of the oracle to 727-722. There is no 

attestation for a siege of Tyre during the reign of Shalmaneser and there are 

problems trying to fit Josephus' names for the kings of Assyria and Tyre into 

Shalmaneser's reign.60 

Another date for the oracle that some posit is 709. The oracle's 

description of Babylon's fall may refer to the time Assyria captured it in 710. 

There are historical events that could have precipitated Tyre's demise in 709 

that the oracle says happened.61  In that year seven districts of la' on the 

island of Cyprus submitted to Sargon and Midas of Phrygia entered into an 

59  Cogan/Tadmor, p. 261. 

60 See previous chapter on this matter. 

61 Hayes/Irvine, pp. 288-90. 
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alliance with him. These events would have hurt the trade of Tyre 

significantly. In addition, Sargon links the subduing of Tyre to the events at 

Cyprus.62  However, this suggested date does not explain why Tyre should 

be destroyed, why Tarshish has no Phoenician port, why the people are to 

flee to Tarshish, and why the fortresses of Phoenicia are destroyed. 

Some commentators see Sennacherib's 701 attack on the West as a 

possibility for this oracle. At that time the names of all of Phoenicia, except 

the island of Tyre, submit to Sennacherib.63  There is other evidence from the 

annals that Sennacherib did not capture the island of Tyre immediately. 

Instead of the normal procedure of marching directly into southern Palestine 

Sennacherib encamped at mainland Tyre, called Ushu in Assyrian, something 

that he would have done if he met resistance from the island of Tyre. King 

Luli of Tyre, who had a dominion that extended to Sidon, fled to Cyprus and 

Sennacherib replaced King Lull with Tuba lu, who he named the king of 

Sidon instead of the king of Tyre. The flight of King Lull agrees with the 

detail in the oracle that reports that some flee to Cyprus, and like the oracle 

says, in 701 such flight would have been in vain because Cyprus was in 

league with Assyria (see above). The submission of all Phoenicia to 

Sennacherib in 701 would explain why the oracle describes that Tyre is left 

without house or harbour because the Phoenician cities were Tyre's mainland 

ports. The oracle makes the comment that the land of the Chaldeans was 

wasted. This comment fits a date after 703 because that was when 

62  ARAB, II: 61. 

63  ARAB, II: 118-9; the submission of Phoenicia to Assyria exclusive of Tyre agrees with 
Josephus' account. 
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Sennacherib captured Babylon and plundered Chaldea.64  The oracle's 

depiction of Egypt anguishing over the fall of Tyre fits the troubles that the 

isolation of Tyre would bring Egypt in 701. At that point in Egypt's history 

Tyre was its major marketplace. At Isa 23:17 the oracle promises that after 

seventy years Tyre will again prosper and will help Judah. This agrees with a 

701 subjugation of Phoenicia. Until 630, about seventy years, Assyria did not 

permit Tyre to engage in business.65  After 630 Assyria's hold over Palestine 

waned and both Tyre and Judah began to flourish again. 

Another date suggested is the 679-677 attack of Sidon and Tyre by 

Esarhaddon.66  At this time Sidon was the greater power and the one 

Esarhaddon took pride in defeating.67  This is at odds with the oracle, which 

gives the supremacy to Tyre. The oracle states that Tyre bestowed crowns 

and Tyre's traders were the ones renowned. 

Some commentators date the oracle to 332 when Alexander the Great 

destroyed Tyre." They say the 348 destruction of Sidon by Artaxerxes III 

Ochus would be what Isa 23:13 means when it says Assyria destroyed "it." 

Yet, the nearest antecedent of "it" is the "land of the Chaldeans" and its 

destruction did not happen in the fourth century. 

6a ARAB, 11: 116. 

65Ibid. 

66  Clements, p. 192. 

67  ANET, pp. 290-91. 

68  Otto Eissfeldt, Einleitung in das Alte Testament, 3rd ed., (Tubingen: J. C. B. Mohr (Paul 
Siebeck), 1964), p. 434. 
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Some date the section about a seventy year state of humiliation, Isaiah 

23:15-18, to 274. In that year Ptolemy II gave Tyre independence. The 

difficulties with this position are many. After Alexander conquered Tyre in 

332 Tyre was the leading city of Phoenicia by 315, well before seventy years 

had passed.69  In the fourth century Tyre was no giver of crowns and Sidon, 

not Tyre, was the greater power. Persia captured Tyre while the oracle 

suggests Assyria is the threat. Persia's attack of Sidon left few survivors and 

those that did survive went on to attack Tyre whereas the oracle does not 

speak of Sidon's destruction and the movement is to Cyprus. Contrary to Isa 

23:13 Assyria and the land of the Chaldeans were not relevant to that time. 

This oracle is most likely about the events of 701. 

Conclusion 

There are a number of significant observations that one can make from 

this review of the historical settings for the different oracles. The various 

oracles relate to the key Near Eastern players in the last third of the eighth 

century: Assyria, Babylon, the Medes, Syria, Ethiopia, Egypt, Elam, and the 

Arabs. They also relate to all other potential allies of Judah that are in her 

vicinity: Philistia, Moab, Ephraim, Edom, and Phoenicia. The list of nations 

alone corroborates an eighth century dating. The historical situation for all 

these oracles is always one where the target nation is about to suffer defeat. 

The instrument for this defeat is usually Assyria. In the case of Assyria it is 

not clear whom Yahweh will use. Even Judah will fall because of her refusal 

to turn to Yahweh. In every case Assyria is in the picture. 

69Erlandsson, p. 102. 
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The dating of the oracles shows a rough chronological progression. 

This is also true for the different parts within an oracle. Notice the dates in 

this list of oracles. 

Babylon, part 1 (Isaiah 13) before 729 

Babylon, part 2 (Isaiah 14:1-23) 729-727 

Babylon, part 3 (Isaiah 14:24-27) 729-727 (or before 701) 

Philistia 727 

Moab 720 or 716 ( or before 732) 

Egypt, part 1 (Isaiah 19:1-15) before 716 

Egypt, part 2 (Isaiah 19:16-25) before 716 

Egypt, part 3 (Isaiah 20) 712 

Desert By the Sea before 691 (or before 703 or 710) 

Dumah 701 (or 712) 

Arabia, part 1 (Isaiah 21:13-15) before 691 (or before 701) 

Arabia, part 2 (Isaiah 21:16-17) 692 (or 702) 

Valley of Vision, part 1 (vv. 1-14) 712 

Valley of Vision, part 2 (vv. 15-25) 712 

Tyre before 701 

We expect that the Damascus Oracle will have to do with events in the 

last third of the eighth century. It should follow the uniform pattern of 

destruction for the topic of the oracle at the hands of Assyria. There is a 

grouping of the oracles into those with real names for its topic and those 

oracles that have a figure for their topic. The parts of an oracle do not always 

date to the same time but follow one another in chronological order. We 

could expect the same for the Damascus Oracle. This confirms what we 
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found in the previous chapter. The Damascus Oracle dates as follows: part 

one, Isaiah 17:1-11, dates to before 734; part two, Isaiah 17:12-14, dates to 

before 734 or before 701; and part three, Isaiah 18, dates to before 701. 



PART Da 

INTERPRETING 111E, THEMES, METAPHORS AND 

THEME SEQUENCE OF ISAIAH 17-18 



CHAPTER VI 

THE THEMES, METAPHORS AND THEME SEQUENCE 

OF ISAIAH 17-18 IN THE LIGHT OF ISAIAH 1-16 

To gain a better understanding of Isaiah 17 and 18 it is necessary to 

understand how the author wanted the readers to interpret his themes and 

metaphors.' We can uncover his intentions for the themes and metaphors by 

turning to the rest of Isaiah. How the author uses the various themes, 

metaphors and theme sequences in the Isaianic composition can reveal what 

they mean in Isaiah 17-18. This is especially so for Isaiah 1-16 since the 

author was conscious that the themes and metaphors that appear in Isaiah 1-

16 would teach the readers how to read Isaiah 17-18. 

The author of Isaiah did not present Isaiah 17-18 in isolation but within 

a greater collection of writings that make up Isaiah. This collection of texts 

show that the author was intentional about how he placed the material. This 

is immediately evident in the way that the author grouped together materials 

such as the OAN. This grouping of material makes clear that the author 

considered the placement of material in his overall strategy to communicate 

his thoughts. Since Isaiah 17-18 are within this composition the author knew 

that the readers would have information from the rest of the book to guide 

It is true that we cannot absolutely verify the author's intentions because we can no longer 
interview the author. We can access the portrait that the author presents of himself. This implied 
author is whom I will be referring to whenever I mention the author's intentions. Of course, in so 
far as the author reveals his own thoughts in the text the implied author is identical to the author. 
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their reading. In particular the readers would have the information of the 

material that precedes chapters 17 and 18. This prior material indicates how 

the author wanted the readers to meet these chapters for the first time. It is 

with this information that one should attempt to understand chapters 17 and 

18 in the first place.2  Scholars may seek to define the steps that preceded the 

creation of the book of Isaiah but the author gave directions to what Isaiah 

17-18 means in its present form, arrangement and context. The book as it 

now stands satisfied the author that he had given readers the necessary 

directives to understand the message of the different texts. 

Repetiton of vocabulary and phrases point to and strengthen common 

themes and metaphors. This chapter uses the fmdings of a careful search in 

Isaiah of all the words that appear in Isaiah 17-18 (see the Addendum). 

Before we look at the use in the first sixteen chapters of Isaiah of the themes 

and metaphors in Isaiah 17-18 let us draw some broad conclusions from the 

words that appear in Isaiah 17 and 18. First, there is very little in either 

chapter 17 and 18 to suggest that these chapters do not belong to the same 

linguistic setting as the rest of the writings of Isaiah. When we look at the 

various words that Isaiah 17 and 18 contain we find that all but a few appear 

in other passages of Isaiah. Outside chapters 17 and 18 about half of these 

words will appear in both Isaiah 1-39 and Isaiah 40-66. The same number of 

words will appear only in Isaiah 1-39, not in Isaiah 40-66. A very small 

2  Rolf Rentdorff in "How to Read Isaiah 1-39 Against Its Historical Background: Some 
Hermeneutical Reflections," Old Testament Essays 1/3 (1988): 6, 9, makes the observation that the 
only information that the reader has for certain is the present shape of the prophetic books. He 
says the authors wrote theological literature when they wrote the prophetic books and that included 
choosing the form that will convey the message. The reader should use this form and find the 
interrelationships in the book. Rentdorff says Ricouer called this the 'second naiveté' that knows a 
diachronic dimension to the material but reads it as a unity to understand its message. 
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number of words will appear only in Isaiah 40-66, not in Isaiah 1-39. The 

small list of words in Isaiah that occur only once appear in pre-exilic writings 

and very often in poetic literature such as Psalms and Job. A number of 

phrases and words in chapters 17 and 18 that appear elsewhere in Isaiah do 

not appear anywhere else in the Hebrew Bible outside Isaiah. 

Not every place where a word or phrase from Isaiah 17-18 appears is 

equally significant. Sometimes a theme or metaphor from Isaiah 17-18 

appears elsewhere with different vocabulary. My interest in this chapter is to 

fmd similar themes and metaphors in the material that precedes Isaiah 17-18. 

It is also to locate sequences of themes similar to what one finds in Isaiah 17-

18. To ensure that there is no misinterpretation of this data I will also 

examine the material that follows Isaiah 17-18. Whereas the material in 

Isaiah 19-39 will not explain how the author wanted the readers to meet 

Isaiah 17-18 it will be especially useful for determining how dedicated the 

author was to the theme sequence of Isaiah 17-18. The material that precedes 

Isaiah 17-18 forms the basis of this chapter. The material that follows Isaiah 

17-18 forms the basis of the next chapter. What will become clear is how 

strong and instructive the tie is between the ideas in Isaiah 17-18 and the rest 

of Isaiah. The significant discovery is how necessary it is to have both 

chapters 17 and 18 to appropriate the message of most themes and 

metaphors. 

Themes  

We will now examine where the themes of Isaiah 17-18 appear in 

Isaiah 1-16. The themes of Isaiah 17-18 are: the futility of the Syro-

Ephraimite affiance; the remnant of Ephraim; Ephraim to discard its idols and 
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trust in Yahweh; Ephraim forsakes Yahweh and seeks security elsewhere; 

nations threaten Judah but are suddenly dispersed by Yahweh; the futility of 

political alliances; Yahweh calls the world to attention; Yahweh's silent 

waiting and sudden destruction of a nation; the nations bring tribute to Mt. 

Zion where Yahweh dwells. 

The Futility of the Syro-Ephraimite Alliance 

The title of the Damascus Oracle directs the readers immediately to 

what the earlier chapters have said about Damascus. The title invites the 

readers to recall what Isaiah has said about Damascus, particularly the image 

of Damascus joining with Ephraim in a failed alliance. 

In Isaiah 17 the theme of the futility of the Syro-Ephraimite affiance 

involves the devastation of Damascus, of the cities of Aroer and of the 

fortification of Ephraim. It foretells that the remnant of Syria will be like that 

of Ephraim. The "glory" of Jacob will diminish like a fat man who becomes 

emaciated and there will be left to Ephraim a few survivors and many 

abandoned cities. Isaiah 17:11 predicts that for its alliance Ephraim will 

receive trot$ mkp, "incurable pain." According to Isaiah 17:10-11 this is the 

result of Ephraim's foreign alliances and not for Ephraim's actions toward 

Judah. According to Isaiah 17:7-8 the result of this judgment will be 

Ephraim's conversion to Yahweh. 

In the chapters preceding Isaiah 17-18 one finds the same theme in 

Isaiah 7-10. Only in chapters 7 to 10 does the author mention Damascus and 

Syria by name. Damascus and Syria always appear with either Ephraim or 

Samaria. 


