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it 4s false cultus. The olose connaction with othar actloac near an

altar, v. 8., would ssem to indiente & cultioc mat,52 whether Amos densunced
it for {mi remeon or not. In mny cias, teupls prvatitution wes ons of the
prizo merks of the tertility euls.™

Likewise, the term, *Day of Yahweh,"S¥ ig not only & prophatic term,
but had & parailisl in the fortility oult.

Soholers ‘recognite it as a part of the prevalent cult

of the dylag nnd rieing God, whish ia turn vas an ax-

prasalon in myth and ritusl af the amnual pulsations

of vital activity through the succesding seosons ¢ « . of

growih and doany in vogetation amd procroation aud stap-

n2tion in animal 1ife,

Schojars like Cyatam had iy have found extensive use in Hosea and
licah of fertility cult Serminology with vhich ths prophets ironicelly
described the futurs., He have found no discussion of possible oultie
torminology in Amon, but severnl polnts of contact in thought snd terminology
ers %o be found in Simos. %he omstizsements which Yahwsh had sent to cause
the people ta repeant included some considered to be in the domain of Beal,
as famins, drought, blight, mildew, and locuats.8 Ritual walling wme
supposed to revive the demd God nnd bring the forces of Fertility back.B57

Aron, howover, states that ths wailing will be afier & matiomal dissater,

azﬂlmt‘. OPe ﬂito.p Pe 510

831, 6. May, "The Fertility oult in Hosem,? ' Jonznel of
wm&mm& II-VI!I‘: (;mé?lgsz 85.
%'m- o :

857. M. P. Smith, Tha Drouhats And fhair Simes, 2 revised edition by
Williem A. Irwin (ON mﬁ‘ Tha University of Chicago Press, 19%1), p. 7.

86316-9. Tiote that this follovs immediately after & discussion of caltus.
87v11140m Creighton Greaham, "Some suggestions toward the Intarprete=

ion of Wicoh 1310-16;" Jfournal of Semitiq languricea-and
S\ tarmsaran, T (azs ST S
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sni olgulflcantly (i) will be doxe by hurbandmen, snd in vineyards.%8 @ute
would lnelode walling ss ot the deeth of cn only son.aq sacther pocsibls:
oultic ttmught.,go imaedintely Tollowing this.gl‘ Ancs promises & famine, but
this was to be a '.Emun;: of God's word which would not be fourd though they
ssek Kin. This is rominlscent of the cultdo research For the doad God,”®
s 1s also Anos! thems, "Seek Yahweh ond 1ive."?> iost significant of ell 1s
an emenfation of Billk which vould read, with many commentators, Dod and
Ashim., cultic deities.™ Luter, those flseing from ahweh will £ind no
yroteciion in Hi. Csamoel, noted Yor it Banl shtinp.’-’ Tha final orccle
of the oloseedness of ha coadug =gs 1o mi::;;at Qalvarsnny Mcd %o Lzmos,
‘but it -iu uobororthy dmt those hleceings vere &1 of tho kind that Ssnl was-
suonoand. Lo .;rant.%

1t iz Wrue that goma of theve polate were cawon to Semitig life, end:

Amou, &5 & shepherd or hersman, thovgh not a farmer, might have resorted to

835, 9.0,

893; 10,

Meosito, gue ghbes P- 30
g;11-12.

iy, gpe 2ifes PE 8XB2.
Lok,

Msever, gz. gdles ¥o 33-
%g¢, R14Jan's controversy in I Kings 18.

969: 329
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such: aprledtanl plotursc. liowever,it ie, ot best, diZficult %o suntnin the
view thad these reflectk 'unlt-.tc thougilt with any Gegrew of cortcinty« Further
study of furtillity rivtes may -lend this posslbllity more weight.

Conclusion

In sny ceoe, hic mech io gaxtnly  Awos does not, with the posnibvls ex-
cention of ono verse, 2:¥b, ntisck the cultus of the Israslites because it was
the vrong oculins, Ooasidering the fact thal ne oo vigorsualy condoxms the
culing vhon he does mention 1%, there seem to be only two possibilitiess (1)
Amppn wirhed to ovorshrow 21l culius, yure or not, or (2) Anss inveighed againat
the common misuse of cultup, Yvure oy nmot. fis use of sharm t_.;orﬂ.n and contraat,
while never orplicitly atating thnt he raferred only %o the Abues of tha care-
moniew k23 brought many to the conolusion that Amos did in faet opnose 211
calts par sa. Howevor, there ia & comnonm factor in every reforeace to cult or
sanctuary or saerifice, snve ono. Shat common factor is that Amos counled
this rofaronce with the coming doan.

Amos 5i4=3, 1%=15, 21=27, ne woll as 8115, 9:1~3, and 3514 =11 jodn the
cult with doom. Tho lant three ave all short motices, and do little mors than
to ooy thet ths snaotunrles and those thattirusted in them were golag to be .
dontroyed. Chapter five, howsver, as nentioned earlier; stressss the cortaln-
ty of the coming Fay of Yahwsh. Does this not give an indication of Amos!
m-o; far d!.acuu'lgng cultue? !gi.s mission wan $2 lead s rebelliocus nrtion
baek to Yelwoh. Thelr 1ifé wms i testimony to this apostasy. But they would
Dot turn, for they felt that the cultus assured the preseace of Yahweh.? Amos

515,
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hd 0 camovnee Lheir vership, for it wee » hindrance to thelr repentance,
Ancs Shun foen 3ot tosher to cors out focd or Dad rites In emdtus. Yhen
they uoed 44 ro & nubstitute fo repontoncn and Godepleaning rightscusness,

it wvas wrong no natter how provar. The one mention of cultus that doss not,

siriotly gpeiing, {theugh tha precnding verse mentiona doon) include a
megange of cortain doativnetion, is -the very ypescaze thut amnears to discuss
the paaplals une of the cult and the frlse valus they placed upon 1t}

It may hardly Do supwased thnt Amos would have dons away with
seorifice and ritual eatirely iF ho could o « o o It was.not
rituzl =2s such to whioh hs objeoted, But rather the practice
of »itual by poople who bellevedi that therauy thoy sot in
wotion magienl forces and insured for thenselves well=hoing
and happiness. Jwoo would nct Bave had ihen give uwp ritealg
but he insisted that their cerrmonial should be the expression
of & devout aud lhwnule fuith in = Goc why dosanded firet of
211 moral charncter and social justice.

Onaterley conniders it an argument of great weight, thet Amos did not
subatitute & spiritusl worship for the "physicel® cultua.

Tiven had imos hirgolf enviseged & pnro]; spirituel Yorm of
worship, which for one living in the eighth century 3. (.
i3 Wighly imprnboble, could hs huve sunposed that this
would he posnl.blo for tho ignorant magses? The prevhets
wars prectical mem, thay understocd those with whom they
hed to dexls with their desp religious zeal the sight of
warshinpers atzoped in sin vas hateful bayond worde; bus
1t was the worshipvers, mot the worship, tmt £illed them
with horror. Tha worahip was neesded, provided that it yug
worshlpy and 4F offered in the right spirit, the smerifiqinl
fora of warship was, in the clreumetances, not. mersly the
bost in that nze, bhut the only one that ecould be offered.

s,

%o H, P.. h’,‘hg i) T3 ﬂﬁ.. Pc. 62,

Hoosteriey, ag. gikss Ps 19
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Bownyer, the shoe £4ta both feet. I the worelip which Amos witnossed was:
only an shuse of worship, vhy do2s he not explain hew %o wornhiv properly
with B anorificis) cexorcnimel? ‘

The destruation vhich Amoz armounced was not only sure, but hs mdubto&-
1y viovsd 1t ne iminent. In puck 2 gituation there wes not time enough for
the lons procens of reindoastrizating the people teoth for the primary and
socondnry mapacts of rollgion, In the dsy of dlatrssa one $hing was 21l ime
portont: Froaning Yehwah 2a the center of sl) of 1ife, the controller of
evary rolationshin. Since ths sultus was, we prasums, the largest barrier
85 this orime gonl, nnd uas evidently completely misunderstood Ly many, it
hmd to 7o, ot lenat foxr the prasent, watid) the worshinpers themselves were
Just anl rishteous. The radicsl problex dersnded yediocnl measures, Further,
we mRy angune from the recoml, that it was not Anos' God-glven mission to do
more then to nronounga the doonm &ad erll for repmtmi.“g

T gusnect [209] the truth 13 that the prophats did nob face

tho guention as to what they would de 1F the eurrent cultum

wers abolished. They were not religlous legislators. They

hnd received & word from the Loxd and $hoir duty was cox-

pleted when they Aeliversd 1¢,101

In suwmtion theon we mey say shat Axos was priasrily concerned with
dringlnz & rohslilious people $o Yadmoh. Anything which obatructed this
process was cordenned, 3 also their use of cultus. To stress this, he even
g21d "mo cultus' %o emphasize 'not cultus onlx."_ He did not legislate for
the future, for the Ney of the Lond wns &t hand, In the hont of controversy
he bitterly Gundemned owlius 6s Ne sow it. But beczuse he.wms in the center

100‘!- R Sﬂ.ih. ﬂ' mi ?. Mi m.. m- ’_n-. Pe 83..

1015, mrnest Vrignt, The QM4 Sestament ncainat Ats Ruvirommeny (Chicnrod
Henry Regnary Compaxy, 1950}, p. 108.°
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of o certain sltuation, he cnunot be sald to have intended that this conden-
nation should be taken in an absolute sense. Loyal devotion to Yalsreh —
this wns Amos' prime and only conocern, not oultua,




CHAPTFR IIX
HOSEA: PROPHET OF LOVE
Rejeotion of Iarvael's Fertility Oult

Hosea: prasents our most detalled description of the cultus in Isrmel.
This was in keeping with his message. VWhereas imos and Micah sw the defeo-
tion from Yahwsh expressing itself primarily in the practics) athsisnm of
dally living, Hoser was out to the quiak that his own people had not only
forsaken Yakhweh, but in effact had set up the gods of the Canamnites in
Hio stead.

The nations of tho near esat in antiquity Wad in common o malo-female
pantheon of gnds." wsually connected with mgriculture in partioular.

The mystery of sex, likes ths myatery of bhleod, was an

inovitable feature in early interpretation of the

comprchensive mystery of lifa, of its relation to the

superimman npovers surrounding man and his existence.

The conoeption of the God as physically married to the

land and as producing its frult eeems part of thias idea

underlying the fertility cults.®
Anong ths Gamnnitel those gods were the lorda of nature. The mnle god, Ianl,
wag ths "Joxd" or Tpossessor” of the 1land, who gave the powers of fertility
%o the soil.] Each location was thought to have its owvn local Baal. The fo=

male gomnterpart in Camasn wes Astarte, mentiined as grly ns Julges 2113 as

PR Leslie, 014 Testament Beliglon in the Lisht of Its Cammsnite
Backeround (Nashville: Abingion-Ookestury, 1 s DPe 20=7%2.

24, \maeler Eoumn. - v mm (London & Redhills Iutter-
worth Press), p. 18

SM.. Pe 33-




