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turn and forsake their evil and wicked ways, so that Goa,
accoriing to Hla great meroy, could extend His grace to them
as a consequence. God always acts thus. He not only for-
glves the converted man, who lays aside his sin, but He haa
mercy also upon the nenitent who confeases and mourns over
his-sin, and is willing to amend, 31

Critics have pointed out that there is no notice in the
inscriptions of this "repentance" or of any change in the

+ polytheistic worshin of the Ninevites. But 1t should be

noted that the récords of this perlod are unusually meager
and indicate o condition of depression, famine and political
weakneas, 2 national situation which seldoni, 1f ever, is
mentioned in crientel inscriptions. Assyrian monuments or-
dinarily record wars and national works, but not moral re- '
formations such as took place as a result of Jonah's mission.
When the prophet recognized that Jehovah had forglven
Nineveh, :l.nstea.d.'of re Joloing over the fact, he was greatly
displeased and very angry. ; v\‘ J 2,.’ "{t was evil for
Jonah, a great evil," i.e., 1t.vexed and irritated him. Not
merely did it displemse him, otherwise 17 ¥ Y7 pro-
bably would have been used. His vexation then grew into
anger, |/ ; 7Zf’ . This is what he had feared when he was
%111 at home, that God ~ight relent, if Nineveh repented.
It was for this reason that he had fled vhen the Lord's com-

31%e11, op. cit., P« 409.
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mend came to him the first time. He knew the oh.a.moter of
God, that the Lord threatened in order to arouse sinnera to
repentance. He knew that God would forgive Nineveh, Af the i
wicked ciiy turned from 1ts evil. And he had no desire to be
the mesgsenger who was t;: warn them of destruction and thus

become the means of saving them,

Variocus renscns have been given for Jonah's vexation
and anger: 1. Loss of personal prestige, if Nineveh were not
destroyed; 2. Zeal for the honor of God, whose power might be
questioned among tho heathen if Jonsh's 'tt_:ran.t were unful-
filled; 3. The prophet saw in the conversion of the Gentiles
a token of the ruin of Israel, who remained impenitent; 4. A
mistaken patriotism, which could not endure to see God's mer-
oy extended to the heathen, who had opposed Israel and would

oppress them even more in the-future. This latter point
seens to offer the most plausible reasson for Jongh's anger. |
Luther observes: "He was hostile to the ocity of Nineveh and
8t1ll held = Jewish and carnal view of God. 72
In hie d@issppointment over the fact that Nineveh had
been spared, he wilghes he were dead and prays Jehovah to take
his life from him. One is here reminded of a similar prayer
of Elijah in 1 Xings 19:4, thﬁugh there is a difference in
the state of mind of the two prophets. Elijah wighed for
death because 6f the apparent failure of his labors to bring

2144, , p. blz.
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Israel back to God. dJonah, on the other hand, had bscome
weary of life, hacause God had not ocarried out Hia threats
against Nineveh, but had espared the city. '

Jonah!s anger wos n08% unreasonable. In verss & of
chapter 4 the prophet is represented as gelf-willed, preju-
dliced and prone to exaggerate. Jehovah, therefors, 1nqu1ret_l
of him: '"Is your anger Juatly kindled?" The prophet should
rethink the attitude he was teking. He should glve thought
o the lmprooriefiy of his reaentment.

‘Then Jonzh went out of Nineveh to a place east of the
city. Thera he made himself a2 hut, and sat down under it in
the shade, t1ll he saw what would happen to the olty. There
has been much disoussion concerning the time when Jonah lef®
Nineveh., GSome comzentators regard N 9 a ! as a pluperfect
and translate the clauasei "Jon'ah had gone out of the oity."
But there is nothing in the Hebrew text to indlcate that
Jonah left Nineveh before the forty days hed elapsed. This
has led some scholers to conclude that the. prophet remained
in Nineveh for the rorﬁy days, but when nothing occurred to
indicate the immediate and speedy destruction of the oity,
and Jonah was reproved by Jehovah with the words: "Art thou
Juatly angry?* the prophet seemed to have drawn the conclusion
that judgment had only been postponed snd might still burat
upon the city, Af its repentance proved to be imperfeot and
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temporary. 33

Jonzh iz shown the unreasonablsncas of hias attitude and
the Jjustice of Jshovah's by an obJect lesson. CGod appointed
a ] i’g 'P to grow up over Jonah as a shade over his
head, "to prsserve him from his evil." The ]] 'g'P vog
probably the ricinus or castor oll tree, which has large
leavea, and whose growth ls rapld, developing to a consider-
able height in a very few days. In the case of Jonah, God
caused this ahrub %o grow up with miraculous rapldity, %o
such a height that it cast a shade upon Jonah's head, deliv-
erlng him Trom hio evil. The evil spoken of here 1is not the
burning heat of the sun, but his vexation and dlsappointment.
The prophet rejolced exceedingly at the miraculous growth of
the shrub, "because i:e probably saw therein a sign of the
goodness of God and of the divine approval of his intention
to wait for the destruction of Hineveh, w34 pr. Bewer gives
his opinion in the words: Jonah rejolced

over its shade, but also over the tree itself which grew

g0 rapidly, Vv. 10-11 indicate that he showed not

merely selfish joy but real intereat in it. And this

by turning his attention away from the olty to this

miraculous plant, Yehweh freed Jonah from his bad hunour
and filled his heart with delight.35

33Ibad., p. 413. Also Desne, gp. Si., P. 79
3"'!{911. op. cit., p. #15.

35Juliue A. Bewer, "A Critical and Exegetical commnt?ry
on Jonah," The ;;@amag';ong Qg*m Gg_g!mnm (New York:
Charlee Soribner's Sons, ©6.1912), P. 0.
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But hiz Joy was brlef. With the rising of the dawn of
the very next day, Jehovah crdered a worm to attack and kill
the tree, so that 1U soon withered away; and.when the sun
arose, He appointed a scorching, sultry east wind, "the much=
dresded sirceccc with its oppressive and exhauating heat and
gust."36 ) '-sgf' .? ZT , from '\A’ZZ,T , "to be silent.*

The sultry east wind and the sun, sniting upon Jonah's
head, intensirfisd hls physical am} mental dletress. Exhnausted
by the terrible heat, he falnted. Agaln he bsocame fretful and
irritable and wished hinmgelf dsad. The Pulpit Commentary
notes that his wish for, death arcee from his now assured
conviction that Cod's mercy was extendsd to the heathen.

From the sﬁdd.an withering of the gourd he concluded that he
was net to remain ther\; and see the accomplishment of his
wishes, and in his intolerance he would mther.dia than see
Kineveh converted and saved.3'

But God answered Jonah, as in verse 4, by inquiring
whether he thought his anger was justified. dJehovah then
directed the prophst's attention to the inconslstency into
which he had fallen. He felt compagsion for the miraculous
tree that had withered, but he murmured against God because
He had compassion upon the great city of Nineveh with its
many thousands of 1iving beings and spared the olty for the

1pig.
37938“9. 2D m-. Pe 81.
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. sake of these souls, many of whom were children, with no
concaption of right or wrong. If Jonah felt pity for a
vorthless shrub, which he nelther planted, nor tended, nor
caused to grow, sholl God not have »ity on the creatures whonm
He has made, and apare the city of Nineven? dJonah had no
answer for thiszs question. As Luther states: "He was obliged
to keep silence, defeated, as it were', by his own sentence."”
Having accompllished 1ts purpoese, the story ends abruptly.
Jonah and the Israelites have been given an inslght into the
true nature of the compassion of the Lord, which embraces

all nations with equal love.

AT%sr 2 close examination of the narrative, we note that
1t containg no direct reference to the date of compositien,
nor does 1% yisld clear historical data by which the time of
euthorshlp can be ascertained with any degree of exactness.
The prophecy does, however, contain words and ohrases by
which both liberals end conservatives seek to eatablish a
date of composition. These will ba discussed below.

Heanwhile, we shall turn our attention to the second
passage in the 01d Testament in which there 1s a reference to
Jon'.h, namely, 2 Kings 1::25 ff. This seotion of Soripture
brings us the added information that during the reign of
Jeroboan II in Israel there 1ived a prophet whose name a3
Jonah, the son of Amittai. He was born at Gath-Hepher in the
tribs of Zebulon, which, according to Jercme, wWad iooated to
the north of Nazareth en the road between Sepphoris and
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Tiberias. Concerning hls prophetic activities mention is
made of the fact that he feretold that Jeroboam would succeed
in his conquest against the Syriesna and would restore the
ancient boundarlies of the kingdom. .

¥Mest scholars, both liberal and conservative, are ready
to grant that the Jonah spoken of in 2 Kings 14:25 and in the
provhecy which bears the aame naune, ars identical, although
a few, such as Eissfeldt, are not willing fo concede even
that.

The greatest dlsagresment, howevar, centers about the
guestion whether Jcna.h; the .aon of Amittai, is the author of
the book which bssrs his name. Opinion today 1s divided into
two schools of thought, the liberal and the conservative.

We shall conaider these opinionas separately.




CHAPTER III
THE OPINION OF CONSZRVATIVE SCHOLARSHIP

The majority of those who way be olassified as conser-
vative are of the opinion that Jonsh, the son of Amittai, who
is referred tc in 2 Kings 14:25 f, as prophecying at the time
of Jercboam, 18 not only the hero but also the author of the
prophetic writing which bears the name of Jonah, In support
of thglrwgoaition they oresent the following arguments:

@ The title of the book indicates that Jonah wes the
author;’ In 1:1 the prophecy begins with the faziliar for-
mula: “The word of the Lord come unto Jonsh, the son of
Ai1ltta, saying." This is the same title and authentication
which i3 used in such other prophetic books zs Hosea, lilcah,
Zsphaniah and Zechariah,l whose authorship 1s not disputed.
This title came to be regarded as a formula implying author-
ship.a A

2. It has been the uniform tradition of the Jewlsh and
Ghristian Church that Jonah himself wrote the history of his
rmisslon to Hineveh.3 It was on the strength of this belief

lg. n. » The Minor EBrovhets, A Gt (Grana
Rapidsa, Hich. : ?“géker Book H Msa, 1!!950). . 373-
2 0 : (st.
L. Fuerbrl Introduction %o the 01d
Louls: Goneoraia Publishing House Frint, AT

JInia.
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that the book waa placed into the Hebrew Canon, among the
proshetic writings. Before a book was admitted into the

Canon the 014 Testament churech insisted on knowing its =author.

Dr. Pusey states:

No boecks wers admitted awong the prophets but those which
the arranger of the Canon believed (if this was the work
of the great eynagog) or (if 1t was the work of Ezra)
knew to have b&en written by persons called to the pro-
vhetic ofTice.

To this Keil adds this thought:

The Book of Jonah resembles, in contents and fora, the
narratiives of the vropheta in the historical books of
the 01d Testement...lt contains no prophetic words con-
cerning Nineveh, but relates in simple prose the aend-
ing of Jonnh to thet city to foretell its deatruction...
If then, notwithstanding this, the compllers of the
cenon have placed the book among the minor prophets,
this ean only have been because they wers firmly con-
vinced that the Prophet Jonsh was the author.3

tior did Jesus and the apostles once question the position

of the Jewish church ss to the authorship of Jonah. On the
contrary, the Savior accepted the Hebrew Canon as it existed
An His day, omlling it “the law of Hoses, the Frophets, and

the Psalme."S Dr, Pieper expresses it in these words:

For the Soriptures of the 0ld Testament we have ths
testimony ofpthe Jewigh Church and of Christ and H“ht
Apostles. Christian theologlans of all ages are rig
in saying: If the Jows had been migstaken as to thelr
canon or had falsified it, Christ would not have so

aPuBey. ﬂc nun. pc 373'

5¢arl F. Keil, “The Twelve ¥inor Prophets,” B

‘ i Wm
%gmmeggau 014 Tegtament (Grand Raplds, ¥ich. : .
. Eerdmans%u%%aﬁ%.%s Gompany, 1949), I, 380.

6L_Uk9 aks Mo
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unconditionally and wlthout limitation pointed to the
Soripture in the hands of the Jews and asserted their
inviolability, as He does, e.g., in the words: "They

heve i{oses and the Prophets; le% then hear them" (Luke
16:29); "All thinge must be fulfilled which were written

in the l1lmw of loses, and in the Prophets, and in the

Pealms, ooncsrning He' (Luke 24:44); "Search the Sorip-

tures; for in them ye think ye hove eternal life, and

they are they vhich testify of ¥e" (John 5:39); "The

Soripturs cannot be broken” (John 10:35). There is,

however, nc historlcal witness for the Apocrypha of fthe

01d Testament. Nelther the J$wiah Church nor Christ
recognlized them aa cancnical.

On the strength of such testimony the authorship of
Jonah has not been queetioned by the Christian Church until
recent times, when higher criticism offersa ita challenge %o
the traditional viewpolnt regarding Jonah.

3. The order in wnhich the prophetic writinga are found
in the Hebrew Canon also gives eome support to the fact that
the ancien® church considered the historical Jonsh to have
been the suthor of the book., George A, 8mith, a liberal
oritic, concedes that the book of Jonah was placed with the
early prophots because that 1s where compilers thought 1t be-
longed, namely, at the time of Amos and Hoaea.a Dr. Pusey
belleves that the order of the "twelve® was probably, for the

mogt part, an order of time.” Dr. Keil qualifies this some-

Fri (8%, Louls, ¥o.3
rancis Pleper, Christian Do
Concordia Publishing House, 1950), 1, 330.

"te ' Book Twelve Prophete
orze A. Swith, The Sook of the
visgd ecutgon; New !ox"k%d London: Harper & Brothers, n.

9

{Re-
d.),

Pugey, op. git., p. 10.
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what by stating that the arrangement of the twelve 1s chron-
ological only to this extent that

the provheta of the pre-Assyrian and Assyrian times

(Hosea to Nghum) are placed firast, as being the ear-

liest; then follow those of the Chaldean period (Habak-

kuk and Zephaniah), and lastly, the series is closed by
the three propheti after the captivity (Haggai, Zecha-
riah and ¥slschi.l0

Jerome =zdvanced the theory thsat

the pronhete, in whose books the time is not indicated

in the title, prophesied under the same kings as the

nrovhets, whose booke pregede theirs with the date of
the composition inserted,ll
This may not be "on a good traditionsl basis" but 1t does
indicate that Jeroms considered Jonsh's prophecy to have besn
contennoranecus with Amos and Hosea.

L, The nature of Jonah'e prophecy has led conservative
gcholars to the conclusion that Jonah was the author. The
book describes the prophet with a variety of character de-
fects, unworthy of a man of God. He is shown to be blgoted,
prejudiced, selfish, disobedient to God's specific commands.

Nor does the writer make any attempt to offer-an explanation

or excuse for his actions. VWhen one conslders the position
of respect and authority whioh a prophet of the Host High oo-
cupled in those daye, one would hardly expeot a Jewish writer

to expose to publioc view the weaknesses and failings of a man
unless the writer

of God as is done in the book of Jonah,
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were the prophet himself, humbly confessing his own faults
'berore God. and wan, and teashing his psople a great lesson. 12
It was charactarlstlc of the prophets, as Dr. Pussy states,
that these men of God, while writing the things of God, *had
o God-given indifference how they themselves would bs thought
of by men. They reiatad., with the same holy unconcern, their
pralsce or their blame,"!3 While an uninepired writer, no
doubt, weuld have orought out the rélieving points of Jonah's
character and would not have left bim lying under God's re-
proof at the close of the narrative, Jonsh, on the other hand,
records the plain truth about himself as St. Matthew in his
Gospel relates his own desertion of the Lord among the
apostles, or like St, Hark, under the direction of St. Peter,
relates the unfortunate fall of the great apostle.

$. The psealia of thankegiving, recorded in Jonah 2, bears
the stamp of genuineness. The vivid and graphic expressions
that appeer threughout the psalm suggest at once thet here is
2 record of real experiences, as told by an eyewltness.
There are e numbsr of original expressions such as, *I went
down to the cutting off of the mountains,” "the sea-weed -

bound around my head," "the earth, its bars avound me for-

12, J. Deane, “The Book of Jonsh," The Pulpif Jomuan-

Grand
ﬁan H. D, M. Spence and Joseph 8. Exell, editors (
"1’1:19- ¥lch, ¢ gm. B, Eerdmans Publishing Company , 1950),

XIV, 6.
13Pusey, op. git., p. 37%



