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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

For many years 014 Testawent scholera of ths higher oritical schaal
generally asaumed that & tension between propliot and priest oxisted in
Ierrel. Av this factor in the Hebrew religion was studisd moro closely, it
bocaxe evident that this assumption had to be modified.)

The elghthecentury prophstn in particnlar wers cited in proof of this
orophotic-priostly rivalry.. Amos, Houea, Hicsh, and Isaish were thought
by some ta have advocated.a. complete abolition of the smorificial cultus.
This interarotation of the eighth-century prophets has been more extensively
guestionad in recent deendes.. It iv of I.ntumst %0 note in pasging that
quite often the perazomnl roligious bellofs of the scholars seenm to have
influonced their interpratations; those of liturgloal commnions were
gonerally of the opinion that the prophets did not demounce cultus per ses®
those of noneliturgicnl comeunions often wereo of the epnosite opinion, -

It 43 the purpose of this essay %o study tho various intarsretations
of the three eigshth=gentury prophets, Amon, Hosea, icah, in an effort
to determine thelr attitide toward oultus. In partionlar the present stuly
will diroct iteelf to the question, 25id these men advoecnte the complate
&bolition of eacrifice?” This will of necessity include a consideration of

Niany, awinging to the othor extreme, belisvs the prophets to have
been s regular part of tho cultic personel. See A« X.. Johnson, "The
‘Prophet in Israelite Worship," mmm XLVIX (prid, 1936),
‘pme 312-319; and Ernst Wirthweln, "Amos 5, 21-27," Theologische ILitsratur-
gaitung, LXXII (September, 1947), vpe 143-152,

2James E. Ooleran, "The Prophets and Smorifice,” Theological Studies,
v w.mer. 1%9). Pe 411,
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the extent to which emch prophet has made his position clear. In esrtain
areas the provhete have spoken clearly, in othors their attitudss may ba
inforred. On spmo points it appears that no tenable conclusions can be
aravn. 4

Eagh prophet will Do etudied individually. The presentation in esch
clizpter will be bosed on the two or three most important passages from that
prophat, Othor pertinent pnssages will be discusmed as they rolate to these
vrimary texts.

In the interpretation of a given text, thore are three primary considera=
tlons outside the pauenge itaslf which must be taken into mccount. First,
both tha immedinte and the wider sontext muet de studled. It appenrs that
all too often acholars have made swesping statements by divoreing a text
from ite context, or indead, denying the text's autheaticity. In tnis
connection the records of the historical books of the 0id Testawent will
prove helnful.

Secondly, es far as is possidle, the poople's religlous atiitudes and
thought shau:l.ci be deternined. This is 2 4ifficult task. In somo areas no
final conclusions can bé drawn. In eddition, the picture is confused by
the fact that there wero obviously different, trends of thought in the minds
of those among whom the prophets lrbored.

Another important matter is the fundamental purpcse of each provhecy
#nd the peculisr emphseis of each prophet. Thee three are ightly entwined,
the context, the pesple's attitudes, and the. prophet's purpose. This eusay
vill present some of the more fmportant lines which 01d Testament scholars
nave followed in untengling these and therehy discovering the prophets!
attitude toward oultus. -
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"Das Ant Ges Fropheten Jab das Eupssat. Zarin aisd alch slle Propheten
g!ﬂﬂo'a This diotus is certainly true of Amos, Hoges, nnd Hionh,  Yet esch
wag & mique individuzl. Emch had a pecullar undergirding notif which dew
torminad the form of his entire prophecy. B55il) these thres were alike in
that thay all culled for repentance znd & roturn to Yahwah,

fmno was called from his flocks in J'uxinh %o champion in particular the
osuge of the needy ond oppressed in the naorthern Xinglonm, S8e 750 B. B, He
denounced. the rich and ruling olass for forsaking Yahweh and for thoir
practical atheism. While grinding the poor into the dust, they felt secursy
Yahweh wes little concerned with their morality. Hende Amos' prophecics
are largely of an ethical and sooin) natare. He trested cultus chi.aﬁy
bacaune tha poople had subatituted 1t for the righteousness which Yahweh de-
zanded Aand becmuse they defended themsolves aud thelr adtlons on ths basis
of their cultue,.

Hogsen, on the othsr hand, discusssd cultus in detell. Hs atitacked theme
gnne poovle of the northern kinpdom, parhmps seme ten or twenty yenrs later,
because thoy had forsalen Yehyeh. Hoota siw this defaction exemplified in
tha Israclite worship of fnlse gods, Baniim, end their use of tha corros
ponding fertility-cult patteras of wership and }ifs. Fenoe by the nsture of
the oase, Hoses Attncknd the cultus of Yersel very directly. It is from him
that ve have tho most relinhle pioture of the cultus as it existed in the
Inter years of the morthern kinglom.. ¥o the modarn mind Hoses apvears to
have gotten to the root of the matter. He nttacked the cause, imoa the

Py

M Vals, Dpashetengunialion day Alton Zeslevianta (Stuttgart: Colver
VYerliag, 1949), Pe 228, :
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extornal symptoma of tho trouble. In dofense of Amos 1% should be aﬁlﬂ
that tho snoiont Semitic mind "fastened on the outwnrd scta Bs Zevenling
the inner stute, while the modern mind goss direectly to the internml

situation. ulé

Hicah prophesied to tho kingdom of Juish during the Finsl third of
thn aighth century 3. 8. Very much 1likeo Anos, he wos a defendsr of the
voor nad in particular ths rural vopuletion ovar 2zainst the clty populne
tion.. ile confemned the oriestn, prophets, rich and rulers aliks for thwir
nersenary and oopressive nracticss, wvhich indicated thelr defection from
Yohwah. Thoce propheciss of Hicah which deal with cultus are considerad
wnnuthentic by many. Thers is enly one troly importont prasage, 5:16-8.
Here Hic:h piotured a ropentant lsraclife who nought to receive forgive-
noszs and Yalweh's favor by & zomlous use of cultus. Hicah's montion of
czltus s thorofore elmost incidentnl %o his nsasage.

b4, he Gocke, "Mme Book of Nzeklel Volume 1," Tna :
Griticel Commontary (Now Yorl: Ohdrlos Goridtmor's Sons, 1939), pe 99.




CHAPTER IZ
AMOS: PTOPHE? OF RIGHTROUSHESS
Insufficlengy of Osremonisl Vorship

Ohepter five is ths cornerstone of Amos' prophscy. In it he presents
bhis tvo main messages, the imminence of the destructive day of the lord and
the onll to @& panitent vetmyn to Yalweh, which will manifeat itself in ethic-
al and moral activity on every level of life. It is significant that the
nozt important passages bearing on Amos' attitude towvard oultas should
2lgo b9 ia this chapter. Tha first is contained in vv. 4=5 and 1its force-
ful yarellel, vv.li-15.

For thus saith the LOAD unto the house of Iarsel,
fleek yo me, and yo shall live.
Bat seck mot Bethal,
nor enter into Gilgal,
end pass 20t to Beershabe,
for Gilgal shall surely 20 into eaitl.v!.v.
end Bathel shall come to nought.

Sesk good, and not evil,
that yo may liveg
and so the LORD, the God of hosts,
ghall be with you, 2 ye have spoken.
Ente the evil, and love the good,
end establish Judgment in the gate;
it may be that the Lord GOD of hosts
will be gracious unto the remmsnt of Joseph.?

%o seek, L IT 1s tho reguler verb of going to & shrins,3 af con-

15145, Unless otherviss noted, all quotations are from the AV. The
versification 4s from Julius A. Bewer, "The dook of the Twelve Propheta
Volume I," Harper's Annotated Bible (Mew Yorks Harper & Brothers, 1949).

2531015,
SW. Hobertson Smith, The Expphata of lamal apd shair Plscs in Ulataxx

ﬂ"? of she eighth gentury B. O» (Second edition; londons 4. & Co
'3“.1;9?; 1928), pp. 138-13%
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sulting an orncle from a prophoet -Shere, or of neeking God in the sense of
trying to please Him'in & gensral wAy, Shrough trus worship or some sor
of sobivity. Amos plays an'the %o meanings, wrging the Isrmolites to cons
%o know Yahweh and have fellowahip with Him, that 13, to seck Ilim, but not
to remort to tho shrines.” Verses 14=15 indicato that this fellowship was
$o be found h- othical and soolal woralily, and in an ebasrvance of God's
lawa. Verse 15 shows that this wvas more than an exterml actlion, for to
love the good was an abiding divection of the will, from which the extornal
actions epring. Tals entirs activity, however, was centored in od.S

Bathel and Gilgal wers the twe most prominent shrines in Isrnel,
Bathel boing the royal ghrino.’ Beoraheim is & curious motice, lying far
to the south in Judoh. ' Thess sanctusries wars closely connected with ths
Matory of isrmel,® and having witnessed sacrifice long bafora Amcs' day
were congidered proper sonctusrias,

The sharp contmgt between tha sanctunries and God-nleasing service,

4uaomrd 8, Cripps, Qomnentasy Qu $he book of Asog (Tondony SPOX, 1929),

Pe 180,

Shartin Buber mmgm.ﬁm. sronalated from the Hobrew by
Carlyle Hi.ttln—!!wies How York Maomillan Go., 1949), p. 116,

SApthar Welser, "Des Buch der mw#lf Kisinen Propheten I,* lng
Taatanant Dantech (Bottingsnt Vandenhoack & Ruprecht, 1949), XXTV, 140,

77313,

Spaeranabe, Gen. 26525-33; Sethel, Osn. 28110 £f; Gilgel, I San. 10:8,
21114, IT Kinge 4338.

oy IE TR T
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#nd the commsnd not to seek the shrines, has been interpreted ss an
absolute condemmntion of cultus. Paul Volx,? the most outepeicen critic.of this
this school, aunsiders this to be an szhmple of the view that waa held froa
Hosas' tina to the pruphet's, namaly, that saorifics asd saliia ritual hnd
ne mard in tha trve rellgion of Yaiwah,

Imwor [17] violer stellt sich atwas swizohen Oofé nnd Henachs

Prisnte?, Altnr, Amulett, Werkerei; die Prophatie des Alten

Tostamsntes hat dsr gangon Henschhoit don Dienst gelelgtet,

Gnsy nle das YWidergBttliche diesar Zyiachandings im Grund-

na.hulsnfgeﬂoom und diese Hindernisse iu Grundsets beseitigt
hatu

o one ngraes in foto to this view, dut not.s few ngree that Anos waa the
firet to advoonte & religlon that had no place for cultuss

Jmos brought ®. « . oin neuss Tdeal des Lobams wnd drmit

don Oottearelichs: . « « o Hicht an den Holligtimern, an

danda man Uott atcht, und in dem Xulbe, in dem man im

dient, ist or zu findeny er iat auwr wy finden und At

st mur 21 dienen ih-!.wnche* Bet#tizung, ia Outen, in
der Gerechtigheit.”

9%or Auos the demande of Yahweh are of an sxolusively nare) mpd sniritun)
orier."2 God was o moral buing and so nbove being influsnced ty sacrifice.
He must be reached by moral mozns; 1t wes & matter of obedienco rathar thon

9@&\:1 Vols, Bt?mm Segtalian des Altan Testmonts (Stuttzart:
talwor ’J‘ar].u:. 19549), pnasia.

1“&'! PRe 16-17:
Tiimat Sellian, Jar ANl 2 s (letouigt
A. Dolchert'sche Verlagshuchhandlung, s De J3e

1%11:.:«:1. Juiaien, trensloted Wy
B T e o 1), 5 B5

L ) Swe o b prm s
PBI ZL-;':LI. # ."‘.'u.:u‘-'f-:GE:.a.\’.. ?.l Tn u-ufiRY
CORTOLUIA SEvs. =A%)
B TR WM




plasation,l3

These vorses my, howvever, rofer only to the lmproper worship which
took place nt thews sanctunries. Oesterleyl mms observed that if Amos
evay hed an opprortunity to inveigh againet sscrificinl worship, it was
tile he yas at the sanctuary in Bethel. Yet in 7110, while at tha sanstuatry,
Amow prophasies only agalrst the king, not the worship., In this comnection
Snnlth urltes:

To Anmos, . Jorusalem was the most luportant of =11 the

places where Jehovah could be worshippsd (go Nowack),

and this is all that the verss nsod imply.
later ho adde,

The prophet, we preaume, ia thinking of the pure cult

&t Jorusnlem, and whsn he bids thea consult Jehovaeh

and ot the oraclea at Bethel and Gilgal it is probkadle

thnt this iy vhat is in his nind, It is from Jderuselen-
Zion that Jehovah roars. :

Thia latter reference is to li2, where Amos prefaces his prophacy with the
gstatosent thet these wordas are thode of the Lord who roars fron Jeruaalsn.
This verse has bosn considercd a lnter nddition depsndaut on Joel, 7 or en
origina) pert of Anos’ prophacy.l® Oertainly those who deny that Amos would

132mer A. Leslie, Qld Testnment Religlon ia the Iight of Its Conaanite
Iagkeround (Rashville: Abinglen-Ookesbury, 1934J, p. 172.

U, 0. B. Oentorley, Spcrifices in Anglent lsraql (Hew Yoriyu fThe
linaaillan co.. ﬂ-d-)' Ih 194,

15iormen B. Soaith, The Jook of Amog (Londom: ZThe Xpworth Press,
1948), II, 10,

161p33., e 40

17vi11iam Bainey Harper, "Amos sud Hosea,® Tha Oritionl
Commentary (New York: Charles Scribdner's Soms, 1905), p. 10,

18van Hoonacker, quoted by Oripsy Sne Sifies Pe 115.




9
havo tillowed any caltus must consider thioc passage ungenuine, for the mame |
Zion oould Wavily not inclundo a comgtatign of the purer cultus used thare,

Vhile the thought of worashiy in Jerusnlom may be in this Judean
prophet's nind, o hotter underabanding is gained by moting the context, This
oracle is un anawar to the people’s contention that the Iy of Tahweh cannot
be destrnotlon to them becnuse they nre zenlously worshipping Yahwelh.d 1n
gsuch & polealcnl situation, it would be natural for Amos to rosors to &
decisive elther-or to point up the truth that Yelweh desired nore than mere
saaritlce, nmmely, obedieonce, Such & uss of hyperbole is often refersd to by
comvontators in comnection with the eighth-cantury prophets.

He We Roblnson?0 diacovers & similarity detween the symbolic acts of
tha pronhets and sacrifices, They both atem from the Semitic mttitude which
conceives of the outward acts as tho expreasion of ths inner movement.

If ritual and righteousnosz were separated, and a cholos

had to be made between tham, there can be no doudt.as

to their choice; "I desire mercy awd not sacrifice,!

From this standpoint. thay unhesitatingly condemmed the

. relipiosity of their timen, But statoments made in

reliziouns controversy are alvays liksly to be coloured

by what thay opnose and deny &3 wall as by what they

uphold and asseni. The prophets were virtmlly cowpelled

to over~ommhasise, or to emplneige too sxclusively, ono

side of ths ritual-rightecuaness antithssis, in order

to make thair mesning clear —— %0 suy, in effect,

rightesusness only, in oxder to say, not ritusl only,

It would be difficult to conceive the maintensnce of

Israclite worship at all, which the prophets certainly :
conteuplated and desired, without some sort of sacrifice.2d

193“‘90‘!. mo m-. Pe 110.

204, w. Hobinsos, "HSbyew Sacrifice ond Prophetic Sywbolism,® Tne
Jonranl gf Theologioal Studiss, XLXIT (3942), 137.

2g9. glte
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Voraes U5 and 1415 of chapter five ars to be viewed then, mot as a
gondomnition of nlli.cultun, but either of the norihera sultus, or more
probably, of the value placed wpon it.

Yalreh'e Hojection of Isrnel's Smorifices

She nost detnilod discussion of the cultic problem an Amos suw 1% is
found in the ond of this sume chaptor, 5121-27.
I ate, I despise your feast days,
and I will not smell in your solemn assemblies.
Though ye offer mn burnt offerings and your meat offerings,
I will not accept then,
nodther will I rogerd ths pence offorings of your
fat boasts.
Tnke thow awvey from me tho nolse of thy songs,
for I will not heay the malody of thy viols.
But lat Jjudgwent run down as waters,
and rightecusness as & mighty otresm.22
The cultic terminology here is. fomiliar through usage in the 0ld
Testazent, nerticularly the Pentateush.. The I 'R 7] wers the three
pllgrinnge festivals,2d or the nnme may derive from. processions which took
vlace &t the tmtn.-a[’ The _S] 1 h’?}) were- the special mssemblies called
on the last days of tho Fassover and Feaat of Boothl.zs though the meaning
i3 a0t restricted to these. The ﬂ\? 7 3 wag the burat offering, and
T
the gift or meal-offoring. The use of musis at festivals is not specifically
directed in the Hogsals lezislation, thovgh it wms undoubtedly a common

fonture of worship in the shrincs as it was in the temple at Jemam.zs

2254 2121
Z3passover, Pentecost, Tebernscles.
ﬂuou.torlq. an. m.-. Pe 72«
25peuts 1618; Javs. 231365

" 2611 Chron. 29:27.
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Thone masical terms hove no partisular religious comnotation. All this
Yakweh doncunced and ‘refused %o mooept. The verbs are heaped up to show
His utter disdain of thelr valueless cultus.

Ipatend, ‘inos, u'ith mnjestic alaplicity, encourages justics and
righteousnesa. 27 ? U.l ﬂ o 15 the trus Justice Pased on Ood's laws and
commandments, fin wall an tha dacisions handed down by the Judgen. Justice
is more thsn o goclal, man-towman relationship. Mo aleo demands ETPT'I ?‘.
just acta, but i» nddition, u bBonsvolence townrd the needy felloweman,2?
walch ultinntely stens from a theoosntric attitode., Amds applies these
torns varticularly to the social situation, for to him tha prime avidence
of the pounle’s apostasy fron Tohweh was thelr bahovior tovard their fellowe
nens In 5:7 he had condemned then for Yturning judgnent to worawood, and
casting down righteousnsss.” A word of caution i3 in order, however; against
thoso who interpreted imos in the 1ight of tho "socicl goupol.”

A great deal of nonsense hns beon written about the

eighth-contury prophets as social revolutionaxias. ifow

thera can be no doubt that Amos end Hosem o « « were

social reformers . « « But to stamp them ap precursors of

the twentieth centwry sdvocates of socialliem or communisam

ig deoidedly emar%«& e « « they vere first and last
religious reformers.

hose verses are in keeping with the reet of inos' prophecy, not a kind
word for cultus, but & contimml demunciation of tha people’s lmmoral livas.

2Miormen K. Smeith, The Distinotive of the 014 Tegtament

(Philadelphias The Vestminster Fress, 194G), vp. 75, 86, 90, 97.

. 2By, ¥, Albright, "The Archaeological Background of the Habrew
Prophats of the Bth Gentury,” The Journs) of: Bibls oad Religion, VII
(August, 1940), 135.
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This juxtaposition has often been advanced ns evidsnce that Amos would
alloy no cultun. Howhsre does Anos.explicisly demounce. the use of the
owltus, though that can be inforred. It appsars that im this cnse, this
inference gives the proper interyretution. '

The firat four verhs in v. 21 should bs interproted 2s & wnii, either
ralatively, or ecbaclutely, In thesnelves, the firgt two, hete and desvige,
ors absolute, vhile the latter two, accept and regard, are relative. Wwhile
thoss who Fesl that Amos donounced caltus net gq road All in the absolute
sense, Wirtiwsin?9 thinks thai the lattor two 30ften the former verbs,

‘ST ¥ :I_ « to accept, delight in, ia often’? used ns the tarmimus
Jechniqug ta 1ndtmﬁ whathar or not a givon oncrifios was accaptable to God.
Ho takes this use hers and conniders this to wenken the force of tho passage
to menn that God would not ,a.cuq:pt these n&lﬂem. .Heo also places this
entire oracle in the framework of the "prophetic cultic orcale.tl Accord~
- ing to thip theory, thore wera in Israel cultde prophets, men who were cone
gulted at thes shrines and aniounsed to the worshipers vhether or mot thelr
sacrifices were sccepted by the deity. Jommson’? ligts quite a few exanplos

of this in defense of this theory, in vhich prophets were comnected with the
ghrines after the order of the prophsts of 3anl.?3 That Azos wes such &

2% et ara:-tlms;;3 "Amos 5121-27," Theologiache W
1XXIT (September, 1947), 146-147.

301 sanm, 36119; II Sam. 243233 Mal. 1:8-10.
Nytrthweldsy Qs Slker Po W9

325, R, Johnaon; "The Prophet in lsreelite Worship,* Ihe w
Timen, n.vn (Aprad, . 1936), 312314,

”m.. Pe 315¢ see sleg I Rings 18, mu.lh‘.i contess vith thease
prophats.
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cultic prophet is virtuslly lapossiblae, but that hiz mw say have been
viowed In such & light 4o at least posnidle. !

The atrasa whish Aroo places on tho saffix Y“your® 1z to be notod 3
It ravatltion indicnins $hat Amos ia speaking in a glven sltuation, not
laying dowm an'&hnoluts ) 1

Lnﬁwszas discuanes the Hebroy usapge which ussd a negntive 4n & relative
senve for omnhasle. He quotea govoral Jiew and 014 Testawmant passages where
this usnge aontimmd. Ghrist says, "Jabour not for the ment whiah perisheth,
b for that noat walch amlms."'% Be noations clso Josl, ¥rend your
honrtn and not your garmontn.'3? Gortainly nelther of these i3 %o be taken
at its fane valnn, for woTking for food or ¥eoniing gurweals iz not absolutely
woange In kvoping with this idicm, the nesning hers and elgevhere in the
niuor prophois, Yo not ssorifice” cna wall metn & olrong "o net only
gnerition,”

Yurthermory, 1f sacrifices are abeolutely condeamned, then so must the
songs, mayic, nesomblies, Wunlcss cnough in themgelves, ha consldored
condamnad in 33.38

Thone who bulittle saarificin) religion besause of the

worde of ths prophats would, 47 thoy wore coneiatent,

belltéle not prisst rnd saarifice, ut mler, wise-

won, prophet, {1} tewple, covemmas, religioun ssseambliss,
Sablath, andl evon pivwyer. For thuse likewvise fall uning

Fhitirthoroin, gne Alkes v» W; Ossterley, ams Sikes e 193
350, lattey, “The Prophets amd Snorificer A ftudy in Bidllosl Relativity,®

Zhe Joumwsl af Meolosiosl Ftudiqu, XLIT (11), 155-165.
333ohn 6227,

32003 213
mﬁ!ﬂtﬂf‘i}" M ﬂo. D 173
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condermation insofay am, Rg cften ag, the epirit mp2 dlaposi~
tion Behind them were fnleo. Tho positivo sim of the prophetic
vroaching taken in the backgrownd of thelr times glves the
key to thelr negative statements, To concentrate one'a
atteztion on the rogetive.stetemente aloze is to destroy thoir
teaching.3?
Henoe we may conclude that the problem loy not with the worship, but with
tha worshippera.
Dog Yolk . . » ist gottloa durch seine S#nde von Gott go-
nschicdon und derum heillos, Diesc von Gott verhingts

Heulmi%t' ist es ium. lotute Grunde, die den Xult snimne
lon nmacht.

Snalth¥l #nd Coleran®? goneider these verses ns & condemnation only of
the oultus of the northorn ghrines, which ne less than twonty yeays later,
in Hosea's $inre, waa aervied Yy Torsility-cult ritou.

fhe orun of the intarpretation of Amos! attitule is veree 25. Svery
interprotation £inslly doponda upon the interpiretation of this verse.

Inve ye offored unto me oacrifices and affa;'aggs in the
wildorness forty years, O house of Israsl

T 723 mud 515777 Q ‘covor the genernl des of suorificisl offering,
the forver indicating bloody, and the latter unbloody esorifices.t ng

39%ames B. Golersn, "The Prophets nnd Smorifice,” Theclogicnl Studles.
¥ (Decenber, 194l), 438.

EOgtortineoin, gn. oites P 148,
Wsnnith, gg. oite, pe W7,
42g01eran, one gif.. v. bk
b3gy23, '

[ OS—— ?mnummmam (zondont Oxford
University Frese, 1925}, p. 40l :



15

use of the interrogetive particle does not give any sure direction to the

interpretation.

The particle ‘3 - stands primrily defare the simple
question vhen ths qusationer is wholly wmcertain as %o
the anawer to ba expactsd . . . in other cases 3T
(num?) is used befove guestions, to which, from their
tone and contents, & negative answer is expooted,

In this cage the answer "no" would seem to be the more cbvious, for to

answar "yes" requires 2 deeper reflection upon fmos! thought. The impliocn-
tion of & total "no” would be that since the fathers did mot sacrifice, 1%

weg not nccessary for the present Isrmelites to smerifice. Amos may have

besn incorract, but he geens to believe thet there wvas no sacrifices in the

vildernees.

46 Cripps sugzents & milder i.ntorput.nt.iom

The faat vas that in the wildernsss wenderings the
{sreclites Lind 1little onportunity for sacrifice. 340
CIRCI T Horeover, the m rcceived ot Sinal oconcsrning
cacrifice (1ike many othors) had to walt _fo‘\; its obaer-
wance wntil the people arrived fn the land.+7

In olther case, &s Oripps notas, such an absolute statement by Amos could

be easily refutsd by his hearers by raference to the Pentateuch.

It 19, indeed, remariable that Amge and Jeremish clain
to have had knowledge of an eaxly aon-use of saorifice,
in face of the facts that (@) 211 Semitioc antions
offersd it, and (}) in Israel ituelf for centuries
before the time of Amos, 3t soems to have provided the
norma) mathod of mpproach to God, Be the history of the.
sacrificcs of Samuel and Mijeh is sufficlent to shaw.’8

This is & oonclse outline of the difficulties attaching to an interpretation

"'sﬂounlul.. Hehrew Oramsnr, sdited and enlarged by 3. kmutssch, 2nd

revised English edition by A. E. Cowley (Oxfords A4S the Clarendon Press,
1910), saction 1504.

46snaith, gg. git-, D 69
h?0ripps: gn. gites Po. 339=340.
4BIRid.. pe 0. .
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vhich considers Amos to have believed there was mo sacrifics in the time
of the wilderness wonderings. While Amos does not explicitly condemn only
the abuse of smcrifice hora."‘g it appears that such an interpretation must
bs sought to meet the abave difficultics.

The 1 % » to me, has boen viewed ns an indication that the wilderness
sacrifice was to idole, or false Gods.?? The final position of the preposie-
tion does not place such a grent strsm_;a upon it, hovever. Oesterley conaiders
the sincerity with which the offorings were given to be the point of compari=
0N

An affiraative answer is expected and the “. . . meaning

is thiet Did not your forefathera offer me saorifices

which wore acceptable becsuss they were offered in

faithfulnesa and sincerity? The fmplication being:

‘thy, then do you offer sacrificas which, on agcount

of your gine, and on account of your false ideas mbeut

your God Yehweh, nre worthlass ani umcesptable.?51
Jellicoe52 also believes the point fo be the dlsloyalty and insincerity of
the poople, but considers Amos? view to De that the present lsraeliten
gontimme in the disloyalty of the Israslites in the wildernsss. Ee also
raises the interesting guastion, if there was a traditioa of no smorifics
in the wilderness, why 41d pot Hosed allude to it, for it woild have
supmorted his message well?

Harper would answer, "Sacrifice, to be sure, but also something elss,

49snaith, lag. ait.

50%ozwan H. soaith, The Bqok of Amgs (Londons The Epworth Press, 1945),
11, 100.

510.“0!1!,’. ane git. . Pe !-95'

5253aney Jel1ic0s, "The Frophata.and the Cultus,® The Exository Tines.
IX (June, 19%9), 257.
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vis., "Trus vorship of the heart and rightecusness, public and priwate.’®53
One of the most tempting explanaticna has been proposed by Van Hoonaaker, %
vho tien this varse to v. 27, amd o:pach the affirmative answer. iAmos
impliea then, that just es sacrifics in the wilderness did not avert the
b0 yoara® vendering, so present sacrifice would not save the paople from
eertrin oantivity, wmm1n55 folloys Stade in removing this varse as &
soribal zloss in the margin.

Those and all other intorpretations finally narrow into one or the
other; althar Anos 85 trying to say ahsplutsly that sacrifice is umnecesssry
or wrong, or ko is maying that fhass sacrificos of the peoplo of Isreel are
of no valus. Fhe burden of proof lies with tha latter interpratation.

Tho following veraes, 26=-27, ara in o position to mid iz the previous
intorpretations, but unfortunately, are mmch darker and difficult tan the
pravious verses.

tYou shall tolte up Sakimuth your king, and Kaiwnn your staregod,

your imagos, whioh you mede for yoursolvesy Therefore I will
take you into exilo boyond Damiscus,' says the LOAD, whose
nams s the Ood of hosts.Fd
This translation departs from the AV, and follows the word order of the ILXX,

tu vopressnts a falr consensue of the ocommentators. Siccuth and Ohiwmn (AV)
Yoth have the pointing of Y1P L , sbonimation, which the lsssoretes

”&rpn'. ope oit., p. 136.

Sqnoted by Coleran, gu. gite. D. 42k
55warthiein, Qo git.. Be 250«
56512627, BSV.
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regulerly substituted-for names of idols.>?

Saldcuth, the proper name of the war God Adar-Nalek ('iingt)
=Saturn, otherwise known ns limurta (*Mfinid%). The words

tyour king' (1) provably sllude to the royal fitle
of tha god, whoss name Adyamuelech ('Adar ias king') aocurs in
2 Ei. xvii. 31; or (2) they uny refer to the king of lsrael
in king-{?4oloch!) worship. The syncretized worship would
tims be of SnkiutheHeloch. (3) - The LZX saw & referonce %o
the Ammonite (7) god Holooh ('the tabernacle of Moloch!).
Chiung or rather, Kaiwan, appears $o be another mams for
the same Bgnd. -which reforence especinlly to the planet
Saturn,)

These nanes aye often commected with Imbylonien or Lssyrian astrnl godsg
§alwa, the tern cognate to n ‘? "X v dmge, 40 found in their aastronomic

vocabulary where it 1s used of the astyal bodles pictured in man form.5?
For such rennons®0 gome consider v.26 = 1ster lnsertion.6 Hobertson Smith
transiztea "Shrize of your (idol) king and the stand of your inmges."62
Fimlly, tho tense is tlie controlling factor. Most commentators
eocsider ZJS)_S\S'L}J ff %0 De future, "you will tako un the idels when you
g0 into anntivity."3 Others take the Teference to be to present cultia

57Snadth, gp. gites II, p. 107,
58¢rippe, gp. gife, PP. 199200,

598, A i s "Hote Awos 26"’ 4
o Ae Speiper g n:horo;w (n.i:u m.wsf;mmm

60gsgterley, gp. Sites De 195«

Slyprirein, op. Sites Do 1510

62y, R. Saith, gp. gite, Pe 402

53s:nlth.- gme Gites 1T, 106; Coleren, gn. gites Pe 423
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processlons Livolving & forn of ddolatry.8% A few conélder it a veferance
to the ldolatry in the wilderness.55 This would twply that the Isrmslitest
prescnt worship was to Apos also 1dolatrous..

One of the earlicst commenintors an this pagsage appesrs %o be 5t. Stephen,
lisytyre In Lota 7141-U5 he quotes the LXX and attrivutes this worship to
the wildernens; bscause they made an 1dol, God honded them over $o ths wore
chip of astral deitios.

In tha f2os of zuch diverse opinion, only two items can be stated with
cortainty. At some time or other in Israel's hiatory this idolatry took |
place, and Amos connsots this defection from Nehweh with tho coming captivity.
If anything more can be said, tho wolght tends towerd the opinion that the
pravicus vorses (21.25) alaeo denl with & worship that is corrupt, not with

worship slons,

Futility of Israol's Use of Sacrifice

The cultua vas uoef by $he people in such & way as to vitiate any mlue
it might have hrd. Ancs sarcastically advises a full use of the cult in the
vitter vordat

Gome to Bethel, and transgressj
2% Gilge)l mltivly transgresaions

and bring your secrifices every morning,
end your tithes after three years.

Axd offer a sporifice of thanksglving with leaven,
and proclaim and publish the free off »
for this 1iketh you, 0.ye ohildren of Isreel. 66

PR n-_db. Pe 170,
65388 V. R. Smith, gp. Qik.s Ppe 40)=403 for & good survey of the prow
posed and possiblo luhrpnhthu

6634z b,
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The phrage “every morning® is translated literally, "in the morning.®

Y Q"J ‘Q my be.either the ] 0 pnrti.ﬂve. with leaven, or priwntive,
vithout leavon.57 he nention of "tithes every threo years" (dnyss Hass.)
has been fakon varicusly: (1) on.tha third deay of the faast, according to
the custom of bringing ths tithoos on the third dey of the feast, which hen
no supuort outside this pzasags,58 (2) on the throe deys of the year, barley
&t Unleavonad Bread, wheat ot the Fensgt of Useks, and wine and ths rest of
the produso Bt the Foand of the Ingnthoring,59 (3) ench third yeor.70 mo
publizh $he offerings wonld be totaslly apposod to the proper spirit of
anerifice, and is the cuwluluntion of Amos' snreaem. Thus, coming to ths
seaetwry wvould not halp thow, for thers thay slmmed.

Agrin thic s bheon tnlen to indicnte that %o go to n sanctunry was
1taelf ninful; all oult was forelen to Yalweh. Ooleran’l sees Amoa here
denomeing the Canannite riten practiced at Bethel end Gilgal. The primary
gense gsecms to be not that thelr asaing to the sanctuary was sinful, nor $he
fact that they smorificed, but the stress and value they placed on sscrifice
wvag improper.

Shis etress can be interpreted in ome of two ways: (1) they ained at

en shundant secrifice’® and so tried to storn God by sheer weight of ssorie
fice, or (2) they aimed st & very owreful observance of tha ritunl regulations

67%neadore M. Robineon, The Book of Awea (London: SPOK, 1923), p. 2
680ripps, ap. gites e 170

6% natth, ane glfes 1T, 72

70Deut. 128, ;

goleran, gp. gife. Pe 425

Posstaster, e 9l P 192
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thnt they might bind God to £id them.?3 . Whichaver senge is taken, it s
obvious thet Amos primrily i objecting to their over-evalvation of the
gcope of smorifice. It wos no substitute for tha proper relationship with
follow-zen ond God. In such = situntion, where thay did not hive the proper
relntionship with God, sacrifice wes of no avell, in podnt of fuct, & trans-
grsssicn, MHora than this canvaet be deduced of the basis of thls pazenge.

It iz significant that this was the very teaching of the 01d Tomtoment
itgslf on evltus. While sacrifices wero consitersd gifte, as Grey’® gnoys,
and oven so conscervative o acholar &g !mg75 agrees, they ware not consider-
ed efficrolcus hagauge thuy were gifts. This tenching was common among
other religlons, but iniYehwoh's religion they were of ¢ mare syabolieal
naturo. God hed brought Israel into & covensntsl relstionship. Within this
relationshiy there were eins of igporence or imzdvertancy. "And the sacris
ficisl or Levitical ritus) system was ths means appointed for obviating
the consaguances of those inevitable offencen."?6 "mege were mot offored
B27 fn order to nttain His grace, Tut to retein it.*77

fhe "gins of. tho high hand® were of & different maturs however.78 For
thege sins, no eacrifice would atome; the offender was left to appeal to God

Tignalth, Jog. it
7““!‘, n- ogs Ps 20,

?9%aunrd I+ Young, 4n Iateaduction fo fhe Qld Zegtament (Grand Hapids,
Yich.s V¥m. B. :.m Publi‘mu m-. lw s D» 35.

765, B. Davideon, Mgg edited by S. Ds
¥+ Salmond (m:lnbuz'ahl % & Te 19“"%49.

?7Ibid.s Ppe 316-317. :

7823uard Eoenig, Shaglogzis des Alken mmg;; (Fourth edition; Stutte
gart: Chr. n.ll::'lfn Gy mu‘ili?&wl 1923)s ppe 29M=295.
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directly, for they vere done in a spirit of redellion. And rebollion is
Just wint Amos considered the non-observance of Yohweh's ethical demands.??
The people thought that redoubled assiduity in ritual
and insrense in the splendor of their gifts would atons
for their offances, however great. Dut thaly iden was a
misconception of the very principle of the ritusl syaism,
which had rospect only to those tiue to the fundamental

condition of the covennat relations whick thay knd trans-
gresnod .

Allusions to a Fertility Oult

This concopt of smorifice as a sort of magical powsr by which man could
eoin u fim grip on God was the Consanite cultlic view, of which Hosez has
mich to eay. It is pecullar that Amos doas not have much to say about this
Censanite oult, for it certainly mmet have hed & fiyn foothold st his time.
The spen of twenty yoars at most until Hosea can hardly have furnished
enough time for ths cult to grow to the widespread position it later held
from comparative insignifionnce, There are, however, soms indications in
Amos that the fertility cult prmotices were in use.

Amos 217b readss "2 man and his father will go in unto the (ssme)
maid," Because the ususl tera,3TW TP, for & cultds prostitute is not
used here, and becauss the context polnts only o ethieal sius, TerriesSl
doubs that Amos is attescking a particular cultic act as improper, because

79%orman H. Sssith, The Dlatinctive J ummm
(Philadelphing The Heslnhs“r Tresi, 1946), pe 77

a%ﬁm. ml m.. Pe 3180

81geumel Terrien, Classroom motes aken by this writer as Unfon
Theelogion) Semirary, Summer Session 195).
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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-
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. tha resiplent of Iareel’s worship. Actually the Baalim played the m
asxelnaive role dn the biblionl recoxi.

Tha worship of tha Daalim took place on the 9'1"'3-"3 o the high
vinces, vhers the shrinos ware regularly ldcuted. These shrines contained
an assortnent of caromonial furniture and the usual altars of sacrifice and
ineense. Thare was the 3‘?— V) , or eecred poot, comected with the male
doidty, and thought by some to be a phnllic eublan.,l" It was possibdly orme=-
mented, wnd lator grew iuto on dmsge or 1dol.” The female dsity was
connected with the 37 "_'Il_ tll s_gz. B tree or saoved wooden pole.® Othor
comnon mnrks of the high places wore oaka, poplars, and terobinths. YWa
cannot Yo sure what moaning these objacts had for the Isrmelitss during the
later momarehy, dut all are mentioned in the viblicsl record,

The cultic persomnel insluded priests snd both sele Snd fesmle prostitutes.’
The latter, ui TRem 3 l.',-”?- were considered smcred and playsd an
easentinal role in the rituel of the fertility cult. Through cohebitation with
thom, the worshippsrs attempted sympkthetioally to inaugurate the comparcble
fortilimation of the sarth.® This feature wan alse corried over into

Iaraelilita worchip.

"Iml!-e. gane gifies pe 33. Scholars sro in substantinl nmemt ’dout
the detailn of the Cammenite fertility cult. Becsuss of ita completeness
ve quote leslie'e work cxtonsively.

5¥. 0. %« Osater mgﬁggm Anciant Jsrmel (New Yorka The
¥aanillan Gmny: mhg. Pe ah o

GI:,OIH.!. 2. ﬂ.. Pe 3"-'
?M-' Pe 39-_
O hide s poe S1-52.
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The shrines were probadly the center of commnity 1ife.? The people
resorted to them not only on the feativels, but alse for direction and
guldance from the priests. In the main the festivals of the fertility-oults
bear & striking rasanb.hnen to the ngriculture) festivals of Isrecl.l0 The
ouston of most scholars of intorpreting tho festivals of the Isrmelites only
in terms of these heathen cults, not allowing any divect divine institution,
is undouhtedly overdone.)! Howover, the great ginilarity in such fastivals
as Unleavened bresd, Veeln, and Booths,12 may well mccount for the ense with
which the Israelites incorporated some of the heathen ritas into thelr
celebration.

It appears that the aninals sacrificed and the tyves of sacrifices used
in the Canzanite-cultus are not particularly distinguishsble from those of
the Hosalc code.l) They differed completely, however, iz yurpose.

It is clear, especially from the las Shanra sources,

that the domimnting motive which underlay the sacrificial

systoz was the desire to maintain hy marginsl scts the

rogularity of the fertility processes in nature, par-

ticulnrly the minfall, productivity of the soil and

facundity in tho flacks and herda., The offerd el

bodied & kind of coercive or co-operative megle,lt
Thus the gods, festivals, shrins anpointmsnts, skcred prostitution, ssori-

fices, in short, everything in the Camanite cult whs centored in sex and

94, H. Rovley, The oy, tha 014 Teatament (Philadelphiat
The Westminater Pﬂ‘ﬂ.' 1 s D 233. :

1%.1‘.. ap. gjcj e 39'“'3.-

110, Ernest Vright, m,m Zeatament asninat its Enviromment (Chiengos
Honry Regnery Company, 1950), y. 101,

12108110, Q. 84k, vp. §0-43,
{SM'M PP “‘"‘i“s-

1pid. s 1o 46.

TR, i
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aaé fertility. ALl thoir ritec wore wsed to "foroe™ the goda to produss
an abtundent orap or floci:, &% onaxe oremto.

She enliic rites were hullt about myth. Contral in the myth vas tha
dying and Inter rising god, vho subsequently Wnd o fruitful marrioge with
the goddons. %hiy myth was re-mmacted in the fertility rites, * . ., . &
roligion of tho senses, an assthetlic sult. It was literally a religion of
wine, women, and wong."5

Hsyl6 g found many allusions to the mythology and ceremonisl of the
fortility-cults in Hosen. ks idonis was torm by & wild boar, Isreel is
gestroyed by Yahweh who teary as & liom, & leopard, and & beer.? Adonis
went to Sueol, where his healing utes acsouplished, du$ Tarael will not he
hoaleds'® the withdrewsl of the zod brought the barren unfertile sessons.
Yahweh, too, hns withirawm fron Toraol,1? and s departure is ’ccompanied
by hucen Barremnness.) Phe supuosed daparture of the mature gods was
ucconpanied by ritunl wailing, #s the departuze of Yahweh will cause them

154, @. Hny, "The Fertility Oplt in Hosea," fMg gm};m Jourmsl of
Senitic lansuages end Ziteratures, XIVIIT (Janwary, 1932), 9.

1614, Unless otherwise noted the materis) in this paregmph ls taken
fron this work.

175134 13173 611=2. !
185! 13«
195'6'7-.

20013112,
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to 11,21 and nonalbly, to cut themsalves.?? A fenture common to'tha anciemt
Babylonien, Orecian, hnd Bgyptisn wyth was the search for the dend god.
Hepentant Israel seeks Yalwoh,23 whom she expects to coms "reining® rightsousness.
The god's rosurrection is echood 4z the resurrection of Iaramel.2¥ mne retura
of the god wvms followad by hia fraitful murringo to tho goddess. Uay come
eldors 1t signlfioant that the roatored people of Yahweh will be called sans,
‘not - of & dend god, but of "Ihe Tiving God."25 Ths marrisgs of the god ond
goddess, whioch brought the renewed fertility of the soil, was rasmcted hy
the people 4n their relations with the saared prostitutes. The -
“gnin of a harlet," was a dowry or brids price. Apparontly it was used to
rofer to the gift of the wershipper to ths shrine, and aymbolized tha gifts
of produce Prom tha godn.

This interpretation is diffioult to accent in tofo. I$ would not ba
out of keaping with prophatia style for Hosen to maks these ellusionas, bub
wa cannot be sura that this wvas hia intention. It s certain that he did
use aome fortility-ounlt terminology, &s in clapter two.

In thia socorid ohtipter, Hosea presents the yoot problem with which he
denlt, Israel's worship of the Bunlim. This chapter is the application of
the puauble oF his own marrimge. Isymel is plotured ms a faithless wife vho
has Gesertsd har divins Husband for har pammurs, the Bealim. She is fimally

213 Y160

22¥ar “agssendle thmnlm." 711k, read "out themselves" with ga.
20 MsS, of. I Eioge lBlSB and m.m| an- m-'. Pe 149..

Das-9; 10-12.°

20612; 13114,
25310,



3
brought btagk to her trus linsband when hs rYenews the marriage covensnt and
gives her the very gifta of produce which she thought her paramours had
glven har.

And she shall follow after her lovers
» « « tu} gha shall not find thems
then ghe shall say, "I will go and roturn to ny first
hagbadis o « ot
Yor sha did not know that I gave hep
corn and wine and oil and  «» « 8ilver and godd,
which they prepared for Baal,
Thorefore I will return and take oway
My GOYND » » o My wine . .-.Iymllnllﬂfhz- e s 8
T will alao cruse her mirth to nense
her fonet days, her new moons, and he:r sadbathy -
end 21l hor solenn fonsts, 3
4nd I will destroy her vines . . « her fig trees,
whereof she hath said, ‘Thesn are my rewards
that my lovers have given me.’
And ! will nmake tm ] ‘om‘t e 9 e @
and I will vielt upon her the days of Deslinm,
vherein sha « « « wo gsaﬂ.or her lovers,
and forgat w6 « « o o

Here we gee thnt Hoses considered the Isrmelites to have worshipped
Bealin, not Yehweh, and thot they falt indebted to them for the fruits of
egricalture. JThey did not reellizs that Yahweh grve 81}, even gold and silver:
Thelr worshiy of the Baslia was harlotry, unfalthfulness to Yahweh, and these
feasts, "dsys of Healim," would bring ¥ahweh's punictment upon theg. The
punishnent would be the frustrution of the very purpose of their worship, &
deniel of thoe fruit of the land through its destruction. 3y this withirawal
Yalush would drew them back to Himself. . The contoxt indloates that this
would toks place fa the tlus of the eaptivity.

353:7-9. 1113, 411 quotations unless othervise noted are from the AV,
The versifioation is from Julius A. Bewer, "The Yook of the Tvelve Prophets

Voluss I,” larner's Annotated BiRls (New York: Harger & Brothers, 1949).

N
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Pheorafors  » « I will allure hepy,
and bdring her into the wilderness, « . . «
w e s 8% ﬂmt W o 8 o t“m l'l!\lt 631l me ‘!’M'
and shalt call me no mores 'Buu.li'
For I will toke awny tho mames of Baalim ont of hor
S nouth,
and they chall no morn ba remombared by their nana.
Apd I will batreth thee unto me foraver, . . «
in righteousndss, nnd in juigment, apd in Jovine-
kindness, 2nd in merclos.

Thin wildernesa has hosn token to meon the wasted Palestine or, Ba i3 more
orobable, cantivity in & foreizn 1And.?® Tmere Yahweh wounld again woo His
peopla that they 'n'tght reaognize lilm s their husbend. 3Berll, "ny lord,”
ond Ishi, "my husband,® have practicelly the sawe meaning, but ths former
s rojected beaause of its acomaction with the Bealin.29 RBven the very
hunen of the Haslinm will ho forgntten. This betrothal would be nmot a
phyaical thing, 'brln;l.uc the bride gifis o.f oll and cora and flax, but
spiritusl, bringing a doweryegift3C of meroy and idniness and Justice.

In thia berutiful chanter, Hoses boldly turns the lewd plicturs of the
fartility cult into & yvarm messege of Yalweh'a Mmasbundly love for his Wride,
Israel.

This iz the 'hmlmund in vhich Hosea's message of the cultus must
be rend. Israel logked to o meni-mazical fertility-cult religion $het centore
ed in o'b‘-tninmg unterinl goodse. An important question remains which hag

272:1%, 16, 17; 19.

284111180 Hainey Harper, Amos and Hosen,® The }mmmm Sriticsl
Bomnentary (?l':u !‘o‘ﬂ:{ ma.:ln Seribner's Son;, 1905), p. 239.

2931300y Iewrence Erown, “the Book of nou-.' Yegtminater Commentaries
(Londony Mettmen & Gosy 1932), . 22.

Wunrpar, gne Sltes 3+ 208
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usually brought osutlons saawers, "5Did the people holieve they were
worshippiog Yokweh, or dld they pleture the Bnalis as existing alonge
side Tahwghid

Hany frel $hat tha {uznelites ocongidersd thonselves to %o worshinping
Tohwalte

Yhea IsTnel dlaponvesyed the Conmanitas, 1t mesn$ thut

Tahwah wie dinpogsessing thelr Brlin, Yhst was nore

antuaral thun thal ke shawld decome hedr So theiyr worship,

anl bo wershipned « « « 08 the loeal Tual, vhan Als pesple

vottiod dows S0 agpiculiwrnl 1ife and naeded & Gud of

agrienlturetil
This Ls aleo the viev of Helserd2 and Volud3 8e11in3% snys timt the
Isroolitos hd so dounoted Yehweh to tho likuness of Baal that they could
anesk of differans Yaksohe of the vardious shrincs. The Ivrwelites mazzosiated
thace shrines with theophining of Ynlnmeh in past history and cantinued the
fartilitpetyoe vorship theroe?” This would e in keeping with Aneir oalling

Yutwoh, “my #1al,"30 ewearing uy Yalwen's muae,? and asing Ris feasts.38

31“- Y. Tobinson, 9. .m!-l Pe 23

32 pimr Volsar, “Ina Hach der mwdlf Xleinen Propheten I, Ina Alts
Saatanent Deutnch {68ttingen: Vendenhoeok & luprechs, 1949), XXIV, 14

33vmu} Vols, W don Alten Zeatamantg (Stuttger®
Calwer Vering, 1939), p. 168 '

J4zrnet Gailin, mmni%.mm Provhatiema (Lelpeigs ke Nelch
s De

ertinche Varlagabuchimndlung, 35
35%eelle, ape glkes P oo
362,36,
3?5-“‘50
MBggy 2021,
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On the other hand, thers are indicntions thnt all or so=s of the
Iareolitan any have coszsidored Yalweh ono of nevernl gods., losen says thug
Tarael hsd Forgotten Tatweh,3” hnd gono after other lovers, Y0 nnd Wnd ssorificed
o E«!M-I.n Tha vide uso of onltic rites of the Fanlin, nnd congulting at
stocka and ntz&f!’s”a and worshipning nt variocus high places, would ssan to
inddeato that the Jsraelites had a pantheon, with Yalwoh as prine god."d
Tabar oxnlaine this paculinr acceptance of Yalweh and the Eaclim beginmning at
the $#ize of ths Juigem

A9 gnon aa the war of ilberation 1s proalaimed, thers s in

vorlity noas bug YicH, and lmnediately the baslin are for-

2OL6on o « « o [75] Put vhen pance returned and the

1ifo of soll-oultivation i3 ve-outablished, 1t 1x Q1£71emdd

for YEVH ¢c gtand avarywheXld « « » ¢« The Cammnanite szoil

aultdvtion i3 linked with apphreatly unbreaiabdle bhonde of

tradition to soxunl myiths and ritesg vhereas YiVH « ¢ « &8

altoguthor above nex, and camnot toler-te it thnt sax, which

1ike 211 natural 1ife meods hallowing by Hin, skoold bo do-

claredt holy by i%n oun maturnl pownele
It is probabla that 2o sinzle viow existed in Iarael] sons wers Falthful to
Yehwoh, somo worshipped Benlin, some both, and oowmo bralired ¥nlusohs

1t 1o ooptain, howevar, e Cestorley™d and Colsran®® point out, that

39211,
0217,
Bly3e3-3.
b2pg2,

%t“WI {1213 ﬂp. Pe 200,

bhartin Bubery Prophatis Inith. tronslated froa She Hobrew by
Corlyle WittaneDavies (iew Yorks %he Hacmillan Coe, 149), pe 7H=74e

b50esteriay, Jog. gik.

46Janos B. Golersn, "The Prophets and Snarifics,” Theolozicnl Studles,
¥ (Docemder, 19%9), 428,
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Hosea considersd the people to be worshipping not Yshweh, or even & perverted
Yahweh, but other gols. Hosen writes, "the more they cnlled them, the

more they went from mop they kept maorificing to ths Poals, and buraing
incanse .td 1d018."%? oOf Hoson's criticiem of fdole we shall treat later.

Insufficioncy of Israelia Sacrifices

The mrina passage from which sone have inferred that Hosea was absc-
lutely oncosed to oultus is 6:6.

¥or I dosired meray, and not eacrifice;
and the knowledgs of God more than burn$ offorings.

The preceding context, l1-5, speaks of Israel's repsutance and certainty of
God's speedy forgivensss. 3But Yalweh refuses thelr repentance, for it is ae
lnsting as the quickly-vanishing dew. He desirves mercy, rather than amcrifice.
This might fmply that their repentance included & dependence on the power

of sacrifice to placate Yahwoh 'S lowever, most commentators connect v. 6
zore closely with its susceeding context, which dascribes thase people as

robbers and murdorers and those who have brokem the covenant.
In any osse, v. 6 betrays the importance laid wpon sacrifices. The key

43 the wnderstaniing of the ]‘@ in the phrace, a4 L(!)Q o Hot & few feel
that the forea is not comparative, "more than," but negntive, "owvay from,*
not burnt effnrlngs."” Gesenius concurs in thias construction.’® The anti-

474912 nsv

430, Prooksch, "Die kleinan prophotischen Sohriften vor dem Exil,®
B : gun Alten Zestanent (Oalw und Siuttgarts Versinsbuohhandlung,
1910 ? De 380

490hriatopher R: North,. "Saerifice in the 014 Testament,® Ihe Hinogitoxry
Zimeg, XVII (Marech, 1936), 252.

500osenius, Habrew Greminr, edited anl emlerged by ¥. Ksutssch, 2nd
revised sdition by A. X Oowley. (Oxfords At the Olarendon Press, 1910),

section 119x.
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thetical dewnnd, T 2 77 sndZ"5T'¢ss 57 DT eertainly implies this to the
modern nind.

Volz belleven that &ll onorifics wes Incompatible with trus Yalwrah

veligion, Hs definitions of 7 Z 77 .sndl U951 are noteworthy, He
states that T 7 is

» o » Brudorsinn; . « « « Gheged iet zunfichot olne Higen~
shaft Gottes und beselchnet die liebreichs Verbundenheit Gotte
o8 mlt dem Nenachsnj sbanso wie Gots sich mit dem Menschen
verbindet, so 10ll der Bruier mit dem Bruder verbunden sein.
Lhenod 13t nlso nioht blos Barmherzigkeis, Hitgef@hl mit dem
Arnmen und Rechissclwmchen, was Amos Limer wisder verlangt,
sondeyn os ist die briderliche Oesinmung, die Jodan Volkee
genoseen, ob ara oder relch, umfasst. On the other hand,
TI V7% SIDT4d « « « ein Zussmnonwachsen mit Gottes
Yesen und w.nen. oin Brfassen Oottes wd seiner Selbate
nitteilung, oin Wiaasen das sugleich Gowissen ist. Yie

Gott das Volk Israel sus allen (easchlechtern der Exrde
ferknnunt® hat Amos 3,23 Hoesa 13,4, oo soll mun das Volk
und der einzelns Gott erkennan. i

Goleran belleves that Hosen 1s objoating to the axaggerated value that

the Israslites placed on sacrifices at the expense of duty to fellow nen 32

Thiz more common view is sumed wp by Osaterley:

The context sposks ¢f those who work iniquity and are
otainod with blood, of treops of robbers, of murderous
prissts, of licentious men. It is in contrest to this
that Hosea tsachen that what God demands is love == Jove
to one's fouw-mmogé in comparigon with this mere
saorifice is as nothing.

A11 objections to this interpréetation are cleared sway by the following

conslderations. The sharp antithesis may be due %o & peculiar Hebrew idiem,

51Vols, gu. git-s . 166.
5%Goleren, gp. gifs p- 431
’hlhﬂ.q. no mog Pe 119.
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which nses the negative relatively for enphns!:e, discussed atove. Tt Iqt“!”
finde the verdh %o mean not only "desire," tut frequently simply "delight in,"

" the usnge here stating that Yahweh delights in ghesed mast. It is further

noted that Nosea was not the first to Wnve sounded swoh & werning. S3amuel
sald, "To obey is better than sacrifice." Hosea deepened this by setting
w T TT as Ood's dosira, bat he atill spols as & spiritual son of the
prophets, Samuel and Elijah, who were both noted for offering sacrifices. To
overthrow eacrifice was to overtiurow his famous forbears in Hebrew history.37

That Hoseo never intended to overthraov macrifice 1s shown by his view
of the ocoming abolition of cnltus during the anptivity. Host scholars agroe
that he considered this & yumishment.5® Hosea mentions the cessation of the
fensteS? end seerificss, and the sorrow at the inability to eat clean food,
offer sacrifices, and celsbrate the' feagta of Yalweh.

The children of Isreel ahnll abide many days without

a king, and without a prince, aand without a sacrifice,

and with 3 an inage, and vithout an ephod, and without
teraphin,

ﬂm, Be _13.
55Quoted in foleran, og« ik.. po 426,
561 Somuel 15222.

57¢. Iattey, "Fhe Prophats and Sacrificet A Study in 3iblical Relsdivity,
The Journal qf Sheglogicn) Studieas XLIX (19%1), 159

$81attay, e 9lks. pe 160; Ossterley, gne Gikss P- 201; Nelville Scots,
mma‘m L m- Imol" 9- X

3%;11.
609,14,
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in
o o « they shall eat unclean things in Assyria. They
shall not offer wine offering . . . their sacrifices shall

o unto them ms tho brend of mawrmors « . « Wmt will ye
in the golemn dny, and in ths dny of the feast of the LORNOL

Food was made olean by offering the firet fruits to God, which would be
impounible in Assyrin.52 he apparent sanctlon of images and the teraphim
is singulnr, They camnot be taken to oonnote idolatiy, however, Bs Hoses
roundly condemns such practices elnwlaro.53 lods sums up Hoaoa's heartfelt
sympathy for the psople .at the thought of this punishment.

« « « prophets did not denand the nbolition of saorificss

and tho craetion of n naw nnd 1y spiritual worship.

Thay wnderstood quite well 169)] =~ m doubt hooause they

would share 1% themgelvas « . « ths appalling distreas
which the exilen feal 1f these venernted rites were

forolibly suspanded.
It should he noted however, that loses does not add explicitly that

secrifices will bo resumed after the coming exils, vhen "svid" amall rwle
sgein. This 4¢ true throughout Hosea. There are elements of hops, but no
mention of a future cultus.

A gingle favorable montion of emerifice haz Leen foumd in 1412. The

Hobrew rendes:

I

:

Teke with you woréds, and twrn to Yalwahl i
ey unto Kim, "Iake away all iniquity, ml raceive gcod. !
80 will ve render the calves, our lips.?

619; 3.4,
6200)eran, gg. gits. Pr 429.

63or an excellent discussion of thds pausbge see Brown, gp. gik..
PPe 30—321-

b\ﬂ.ﬂ (] m M tanulated bWy
Be I uﬂﬂh]‘pih:lﬂm %ﬂ ' %. M& Coe’ 193?). Pe 68,
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Rocent. coholersSS havo road the text, "frult of our lips,” which is still
& pégulder use of the word "Srult." Ve HoonmokezSO reads, "Frult of our
f0lds, " o wore senaibls reading, if not textusl, and thma allows sacrifice
offored in the proper spirit.
Boger 1412 is mx"e ‘often resd in conmection with 516,
Thoy shall go with their flocks and with their herds
to seek the LORD; but they shall mot find him
he hpth vithdravn hinoelf from theén.
Vordas will be acceptadble to Talweh, thrt is, the frult of our lips, but
floaks il not Tird G0d.57 To ronch & god that has romoved hiwself from men,
sacrifices will naot avails The following verse states that thelir faithless
ﬂonli;@ with Tohweh, & ploturs of adullery, has causad thic estrangenent,
"Yalweh's pationcs hes an endjy their superstitious ritunlism and gselfesufficlen-
ey o=u no longer be tolomtad.."m 701:.69 of course, cites this to prove Hosea's
conplete negation of culfun.
Another passege often aliuded to in connoction with 616 is the attack e
the prieathood, lil=15. :
My people nre destroyed for lack of knowledge,

Bocnuge thou heat rejected imowlaedge, :
I 1111 also reject thes, that thou slmlt be no priest

to ne.
Seoing thou hnst forgotten the lav of thy God « « « »
Phey sal up the sin of my people, 20

and they set their heart on their iniquity.’

6%3z0m, e Q% ¥ 119; lhllin;. g Si%es Ps 86,
66quated hy Colersn, gu..nife. Ps 430

673&1&!!6 s ghbes Py 119« ;

6%“; op. ﬂjipi Pe 271

69oln, op. g&_.. -'p'. 167«

%6, 8.
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The priests are berated for not teaching the Zoxshe In addition their cult

was robbed of spiritual and ethical mnhg.'n their owvn example was an
abonimtion."z for thay greedily ate the saorifices,?3 and livod off the cult
in genernl.”™ liosen lays the burden of Isrmal's guilt at the fest of the
prieits, becsuse they did not tesch the proper religion to the people, as
vas their gsagred charge.?> Howover, as is often poluted out, the priests
are not attacked for teaching a cultus, or being cultic pamm:l.."‘ The
prophots did not condenn the prieasthood, but only its neglact and abuse.’?

Hoess mentions & Torah twice in chapter 8 in close connsction to the
basic points of his condemnation.

* o « 0 yulture is ovor the house of the LOED,

because they have broken my covemant,

and trospasaed ny law, 78

Vere I to write for him my lews hy ten thousands,
they would he regaried as a strange thing.??

Titurie) Curtis, quoted by Ooleran, 9p..gif., p- 417.
724elaer, on. gife, P- 32

73Buchanan Oray, § in fha 014 Zestement (London: Oxford
University Press, 1925), p. 6.

Parner, gne gises Do 258.

7%01.‘. mc.m-‘ Pe 167.

760ven K. Gitos, "The Belation of Priests to Smcrifice before the Nxile,®
Jowmel of Bikliga) Jdteraturg, XXVIT (1908), 80.

WM. S0e m-i ﬂ- §l.
788!1 (ﬂs\’)o .

798112 (msv).
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Hosea suamnriges his condemmation of the I_lmgntus dn tho interveming
contaxt, accusing them of breaking the aow;mnt. of idolntry, of foreign
alliancen, end of a sinful oultus.

In knoping with the usunl interpretation of the entire 0ld Teatamant,
losen gonulders Yehweh'an covonant with Eis people to have heen closely
asaociated ui.th_a body of laws, Zgrah. Israsl wes bound by this covemant

to cbserva this body of i‘é;un.so

This covensnt was hroken vien men did not
Xosp gheged or contime in the lmowledge of Yelweh.S1

Furthemore, this covenontal Tareh was prodably a body of written laws,52
The proper resding of 8:12 has been the object of some conjeoture.®d 14 14
ususlly taken as 2 hypothetical statement, rather .than a statsment of pest
fact, Phis need only imply, howsver, that Yalweh considers incramsing
the mmbar of laws slrveady written.8” 0atger® motes Hoseats wide knowledge
of the contents of the canonical books of the 0ld Testaneant, He finds Hosen
alluding to almost &ll of the Xaw end the Yormer Prophets, ani both the
northern Xlohisntic and southora Jehovistie narrative.

She content of these laws, mentioned by Hogea, is generslly sonaidared

80, B. Yovideon, Tha Tucolosy of She Qd ; odited by
S D, ¥ Salaond (Riisburgts. ¥ 8 T Olazk, 1904), ». 100; Dubsr, gn. Gikes :
Ve 118, :

81g;2; 616-7.

%h@h. a£8. m-.. Pe. il

83306 Harper, 9n. 9it.i Ppe 320-323 for & full discussion.
%ashﬂw, o Sl%e, Ps 200 Harper, QR Sit.v Pe 321.

853%ephon L. Catger, u*“ af 3he Proohets (Rovised mnd enlarged
editiong Yondons SPOK, 1949}, ». 105.
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45
to be prinsrily moral,% though thay probadly incluled ales nome ceremantal
lows.

It 15 iwportant s bearing witness to the existence of
writton '&irections' which were supposed $o bde authori-
tative and to. embody principles of universal obligation
in Israel, and ths context suggestd, here and in iv. 6-8,
that the 'directione! a‘.l.lug’d to are ethicel and moral,
end not mersly ceremonial.

Oeaterleyd® notes thet the immedintely succseding context, “thsy love to
offer sacrifices," indiontes that these laws incluwded cultis directions.
ds ¥e Po Sulth agrees that Hosed would have allowed & purified oult whan hs
comments in conncotion with thia verses

All Israslis sin and t{roubles were trsced back by hinm

to one single cause, v. 12, the fallure of Isrmel to

understand aright the claracter of Yalweh, If they

would but learm to know Yahesh aright, the cultus would de

rightly uned end interpreted; the sacial orier would

be relieved of its Abuses; and thi forelga policy of

Inrael would be wisely conceived and conducted.B
So Hogea never condemnad a praatice only because it was opposed to &
commaniment. He saw that all these practices wers opposed to Jaimgh.
Veiger doubts the gemiinsness of these vorses,? and Harper 1s vertain that

v. 1 10 & later sddition, N

BGMﬂ.dlon. mo mo. Pe 206,

878rown, on. Qifes s 790
mltﬂ"-"' . m.' Ps 200,

897, M. P. Smith, Tha Exquhata 8nd Shelr flaes, Second revised edition
by ¥illlem A, Irein (ﬂhlﬁgll The University of Chicago Prass, 1941), p. 82,

anl.m. a8 Sikes P' 53
nm‘r. no. T Po 305.
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Tha importance which the Isrselites placed on snorifices is 1llustrated
by thelr multipliention of altars.

Bocaugse Fphroim hath made wmany nltgu to sin,
altors shall be unto him to sin.

®hs phrase, "to nin," in its £ire$ cccurende has caused difficulty. Soms would
exnise it, vz 1t doss 20t ocour in the LXX. It is possible to read i§ ag
sarcasm. >t Others 'pu!.nt.tm Hagsgoretic 45‘7’17?_ nu*‘.'l"l.'_\‘? s & plel ine
finitive abgolute, to mean, "Ephrain set uy altars to atone for sin, BLut they
ere to hin 5in,"® Ultinately the meaning 4s not that Hoses views altars
themmﬁes as sinful, dut the people!s exaggerated omphasis on than betrays
an attitude which invealldates any vnlus they might have. Hosea 10:1 states
thnt the Israclites built more altars nnd richer pillars aes Talweh incressingly
becane more confirmed in thoir misunderstaniing of Yabwsh's dasic desires.%
Tho oucceeding verse, 1012, "thsir heart is emooth (or divided),*¥7 would
indicate either thet thoir worship was deceitfully offered, only %o ingurs
continued abundance, 8 or thet it was divided, mow to Yalweh, mow o Baal. %
In this connection we note alseo the multiplication of shrinss. Hosea

928511,

Bbrown, gu. giles Pe 75
(Rides s 7he

95uarper, gp. Site, . 320,

%pubar, gn. gty e 119

TBewer, one Qikes Ve k.

Parown, gn. ik, P-_' Bﬂ.

9tarper, gue gikes Be Jbke
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mentions Bethsl,100 ¢11¢81,190 Ban2-Peor,202:and Beth Aven,19 “House of
Naughtinsgs, 1104 ma; wos & gzall town a few miles from Bethm]l, near the
snolent 41,105 It 1s probably used &s & pm to simnify Bathel, "House of
God." This mltinplicntion of shrines was in keeping with tho princinle that
enoh locality had its own Banl,.

FejJection of Israsl's ldclatry

A& far greater misunderstanding of worship which Hossa roundly condemns
1s the use of idols. The calves of Bethwaveal®® ond Sauarinl9? are provebly
the Tull imges sot w by Jerobosn.)®® gme Lambitants of Samris would
trembls beccuse of these cnlves at the time of the invasion when the calves
would De earried off to issyria ag tglhnito'. or splintered into pleces.i??
Because these idols are man-medeti® and originate only from men, thay are no-

100305185 12¢h,

10143153 9:18; 12111
102g:10.

103415y 518; 1015,
"Mhrmm . gltes s U5.

105gar2y L. Comina ”# (Mneimttll The Union of
Americon Habrew Gungrmﬂou. b1 u. .

1061095,

107835,
1081 xinme 12128 £f.

10910y5-63 836.
unlalz!.
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goda, 111 #In gffect, this s monotheisn.®112
Cf all the varces which mentlon idolatry, 1312 has brought ths greatent
flurry of comment.

e o « whzn he ocffended in Panl, he died.
4nd now thoy zin mere and more, ‘
and heve made ther molton images of their ellver,
end {dolz ageording to their own understaniing,
21l of 1% the work of the ortftaomen.
They sny of tham, 'Let tho men
that saorifios kisa the calves.tild

The IXK was tha first to tfanslate "pen that sacrifice® as "Saerifice mani”
Scottm sanrcurs in mﬂlnsll'.{.’; Tﬂ'?__ls_\ s Ysaorifics nenl® ani guggests also
= "‘l??'}) for U" l?12_\_\. rendsring this portion af the verse "kiss the
childrent? This would give the threatansd curse of childlessneas in 9113 a
more pointed mesningy the puniclment was to Be in kind with the sin.215 wmig
displays ingenuity, btut cutsids of Ahag' sacrifica of his son, thers is mo
svidence that thers ima any child escrifice in Hoses's time. ZLenlie}16 gon~
tonds that thera wne child sacrifice 4n the carly Canacnite oults, but
Harperll? gtntes that thore is mo evidence that child sacrifice was somnacted
with imege worship.

It 4a probably batter to take D% "T23 as an 1alomtds expression
for Ymen who sacrifica,® as Yprinces of men' for "Princely men.*118

Nlg;e.

1126omine, 800 Giker Do The

Whgyee.

"“Boott. ap. ait., p. 0.

1i5md., p. 61.

116709110, 0. pites Do 45e

11%:. 8B. _ﬁ.ﬁ.. Pe 395_- :

1183, 4. Teurman, The Tvelva mng.. Bdited by A. Gohen (Bourne-
mouth, Hante.} The Son% l'ﬂu.%. P > :
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Howgvor, thoro 1y bo a sarcistic &llusion ¢o netunl huisn sucrifice se a
ridicnlous poasidility comocled with the nature oalt. "Eiss the snlvas®
le Woszem?n ridienle of n suaton conneolad with idol worahip. Yahweh told
¥iijoh that thers ware yat seven thouwssnd in Iswnol who hed not howed dom
to Taal, nor klssed hin.d1? Megen considersd thic Bnnleidelntry sn ths
arfoiunl croige for the death of Rohwralnm, vhich would bacome phyelosl death
in the imaiownt nvenfon from tho morth.120

Hoeos han ofton been n¥edned an the first praghst to objost to 1dole
worship in principle.)*t Amos dces not montlon tho practics exospt in 5126 which
in very veguo. Elfjeh snd Slishe axe not rogorded an opsosing ddols in
prineiples It Lo to be noted, however, that idelatry ia 20t exslioltly
reronied ne exteting n thelr time olther. S$8111, the existence;of idols

&oas not prove that thera vas ne coumsndnent Tordiddiag uolntr:.w

Conolusion

Hosonle esndommetion of Yho cultus, then was directed apgeinat o complex
of fnoters. He onmoned the poople's use of Haalefertilityecult rites, matably
anersd proctitction; their idolatrypy tholr innroper opinion of the gx qpems

gnatate yndue of cearifion: thelr nurrow view of religion and duty to Yehweh,
whioh ineludod 1ittle more than cercmonin) worship, and finelly, he condcansd

119 Xings 1919,
12013‘1
mladﬂ.. ﬂ' mln P e

122, thur Yoiser, Hinlaitans in dan Alte Deatanent (Second edisien;
08tsingons Vendnnhoeck & Emprnnhﬁ. 1989), Pe e




50
tholr limited purpoce in worship 1%zelf, %o prin physicn) susSenrnce mlone.
In other worls, he cosdemmed prentically every Lmginable ngpact of the
cultus.

The pieture was dark; the religious vndsretending was olmost totally
porverted. It wao so perverted that he lmplies that the women worshippers
who toolt part in the sexaal rites wers guiltless, not morelly responsibls
for tholr actlons,’> Rather the men and the priests were to blame. :

Yot he goos too far who finds Hoses condemming mll cultus. The higher
critics consider the labor of ths Deuteromomiste to reat onm that of the
eizhth-century _nropho.ts. QOertainly Deutercnomy is filled with exhortations
wrging love of the follov wman, but there 1s also cultic direction. The
“Doutorononiats” muat have understood the prophate as wall as wo, and they
obvionaly €id not feel that mercy and kindness wore incompatible with proper
sacrifice, 24 Furthormore, Hosen views the complete abolition of cultus as
both n punishment and a sorry plight. Hevertheless, tho fact remmiuvs that
he did not suggest A purlfied =nd accopinable ceremonials There ars severzl
passible expluantions for this lack of leglisliation for a new cultus.

Ag in the onae of Amos, the coming captivity was both sure and imminent,
in point of fact, mach closer,. When this mmld come there would e no mare
oprortunity for enltus, and mo there wan no resmor %o suggest & new cultus.
Furthermore, Hosea's allusions to written lavs lead to the conclusion that he
conaldored those laws plresdy existing sufficient to explain the godepleading

1230y 41k sse Rolland Bmsreon Wolfe, Host Aucs sod Heaes (Wew Yorks
Harper & Brothers, 1945), e 9.

124y, H. Rowl ox Wphe Prophets and Saarifice," e Expoaitony Simes,
LVIIX (August, 1947), 307..
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and spiritually proper worship. XFinnlly, Howom zmet Be atudied in terms
of hoth his S1tx im Jeben and his prophetic purpome. Jeras) wns dend, not
imowing the living God. Iosea was to revive tham. 3o speak of a pronsr
cultus, wvhich was only intended to continve & sovermatsl relstionshiy,
would be of little purcoee until they were agein "sonz of the living Jod."

BEogea thorofors was not sparing in his condemmmiion of enyone or enything.

igseo condemned everything that wes.actually being ine
gtrurantal in leading tho peoplo oway from TYnhwah, whether
cities like Jethal and Gilznl with thelr idolntroua shrines,
ar leaters of Rny ¢lass, or practices, wiother goclal,
noral, or raliglous. 1t ie vronz to plck ont onn cless and
one practice that he condeimed Aand say that he ealled in
particuler for 1ts comnlets abolition. A1) things, even
"the land of Yahwah' itself, had to be parged to bring
about the one central desideratum.of trus religlon, tha
exclusive and henrtfelt service of Yalweh. Gitles, offloes
and eult vemcticea ecould atend only if they rapresented
guch gsexvico and submianiong 1f mot, they must undergo
condennation and clesnsicp punishmend. . The particular
sacrificen deneribed by Osee were idolatrous, placing
Yahwsh on a par with the Lmmoral, hateful gode of Canann,
Such shorifices vern vo!’uﬁgm usolessj they were &
crovming insult %o Yshrohe

We may safely conclule then, thal Husen thought only of the cultua

witnesaed end fhat he rourdly demonnsed that, He was not spenking of a
theorationl and proyer cultus, vhich we may suprose he would have allowed,
theugh only 28 something sepondary to the true knawledze of Yahweh, His
misnion vie 0 convines of rin cnd proach the love of Tahuweh, not to legls-

late for warship.

¥Ye could hardly concluds without wondering agnin at the msacage of

Hosea. Ho saw o lewl vain religlon. But, teught by his ow love for hls
faithlens wife, he took the very cantral motif of this lewd cult, and trans~

123001eran, gus ghtes ve 131

T RN E R A

M e S e L e e e A el




52
formod 1% into o maving parabdle of Yalwehis sverinsting and forgiving love.
To ntudy Homea without eppropriating thio love would rendsr such study both

neaninglesa and vain,




CEAFSE XV
HICAHs PROPHET OF JUSTICE
iunsufficioncy of Szcrifice

The study of Micah's attitude toward cultus is marred by gquestions of
the authenticity of the book hearing his nana. %his is trus of the foremost
referance to cultus, 616-8.. Busda) began the trend in 1867 by deting this
pagsage in the time of lMonnsseh, largoly Lescouse of ths child sacrifice
mentioned in 14, though still oonsidering it from the pen of Micsh. Others
followed who placed it in posteexilic times,? Shough this was by no msans &
unnnimous opmion.a Thess schwlars argusd for a later date and an saynonous
author becanse of the differing style, artistic form and historieal background
which they discerned in chapters six and seven. :

While opinion still variss, there is no telling argument for denying this
msssge to Hicah or for aesigning it to "an anonymous prophet, ga. 500 . .ot
Though husan sacrifice, a vrominent feature of the worship of Holooh, was &lso
fmown in Hobrew hiatory,? thers s no unmistaknble allusion to & Yegular

IRobert H. Preiffer, Introduction io She Q14 Zeatemenk (New Yorks Hsrper
& Brothers, 1541), 9. .592.

23, Mo P. Sadth, "Oommentary on Hicsh, Zephanish, H¥nhwm, Habakiuk, m.

and Joel," ML?LMMW (New Yorks . Charles Heritmeris
-am' 1911 PPI

J0. Pro "Die kleinen. tischen Schriften vor dem Exil,* Erllut-
Ssrungen I Al.mm r (mm Suttgarts Verlag der Vereinabuohhand-
lung, 1910), p. 120} Gdorgd Adsm Smith, "Book of the Yvelve Prophets Volums I,*
Zhe Expositoris H{bls (london: Hodder & Stowghton, 1891), pe 370. |

Yoreisrser, gp. alte; Pe 593
Scen. 22; Jodges 11139-40.
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proctios of this saarifice in the oxt:5. We may Shersfore consider this
orecls as coming from the 1ips of Micah either during the reigu of Hesekinh,”
or possibly from the reign of Mﬂﬁh, wvrigten iu Micezh's acllow old ago.s

Micah 611-8 is a.. unit. Varses 1-§ coxntain Trlweohla countrovnrsy with
His paople. He calls upon them to yememuer His »ighteousnoas, that is, His
gracious guldance and oare for them in bLringing then fyom Egypt and deliver-.
ing them mafely %o the promised land. The case rests ltere. Thoze people
had en gbligation to Yalweh. While it is no% specifically meationsd in the
text thot this duty hed not been fulfilled, thn previows fiva chapters hed
proven thin adequately, Thera dicah had also predicted the destruction of
Jerusalen ani Judsh &g Yahwah's punistment for this faithlesness,

Veroen &-8 pbrtmy n penitent Jernelite seeking forgiveness and a e
neval of Yehweh's fovor, Undoubtedly hs nlso seeks to uvert tha doon
Mioch foratold, MHia rapentanca appears sincere emough, but his understaniing
of how Yohweh grante forpivennss ic defeotive. He does know that euit.te tra~
Aition ¥hich made it olonr that one onght not apreer hefore Ynmmh empty—
tanded.” Tazee he Roks which secrifices will be sufficient %o appense

%lﬂ@f. gn- mq. .3- 5”-

sty Yolser, "Das Buch der wwdlf Klainsn Propheten I.* Iiag Alie
Destazent Xoutseh (GSttingeny Vendenhosck & Ruprechd, 1949), XXIV, 203;
O%to Slsefelds, w‘ ig das Alge Jeatameng (Tdbingems Verlag voan
Jd« 0. B, Hohr, 1 *ly De h‘sa. i 3

87uling A, Pewey, "The book of $he Swelve Prophets Volume I,* Harner's
Annotated Bihle (New Yorks Harper & Brothera; 1949), p. 6k, - :
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Yahrah!a wonth, to remew Hiz fellowhhip, and obtaln Hin favar,
Yherewith shel) I comn Befaro the 1027,
and bow myself befors the high God?

Shall I.comn hefora hin with burnt offerings,

with calves of a year oldl

¥ill the LORD ba plonsed with thaveants of yomi,

or with ten thousands of rivers of oill.

Stmll I pive my firsgtborn for my transgracelon,

tha fruit ‘of my body for the sin of my soul?

Hie hath showed thes, O mnn, vhat 1z good;

ol wvhat doth the IURD require of thee,
but to do Justly, and to lave muih
and to walk humbly with thy God?

A1l Tut tha firet-bora nsntionsd Aore were logitimzte sacrifices accord=-
ing tao the liosnic code. Calves were praper for sacrifige upen reaching the
aga of eight days;l! mimel2 and oA1™ were slso legitimate. Suorifices en
sugh A large scala wore uncowmion, dut ot unincrn. At the oocasion of the
dediontion of the templo folonon offered thounsands of anua.la.“’ end in oone
tamporary times ilesekinh and the princes had givea thousands of animels for

the Peasover colabntlou.15

Ag hag Leen mt:mi..:‘-6 thn iden of sacrifice ng & gift to Gad was pre=
valent in Israsel. Eore agnin the thought of wtnl.w: wos in the nind of
tha people, repreaented by this lone Isrmelite. ¥Wheother or not the thought

105,6-7. A1l quotations unleéss otharvise noted are from the AV. The

-vereification 4z frow Bewer, og. oit.

Uzoy, 220278 Fx. 22130; lav. 913,
. 1rev. 1110,

1331.::.- 29:2; Tev. 21y 7112,

141 Xings ik 3:63.

1511 Gheon, 30125,
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of propitiation s alpo prosent has besn the object of much dedate. Grey .
conmments on this pasadgot : |

The geventh gontury appesrs 0 have witnessed an omorgance

into greater nprominence of propitiatory rites, though at

the same time they attachied thenselves to.and wers but an

intensification and mult! lication of vimt Wmd praviously

besn & faator in Hebrew 1ife.l1?
In the eyes of tho prophet the paople souzht to barter for forgivensas.
Thelr great guilt end deserved ypunishment they would offsed by e greater
saorifice, ex onore goerato. This is obvicusly & traveaty om the use of
sacrifice to Yahweh. W

Seeking to £ind such a greater saorifice, this individual suggests the
possgesaion dearn.ut to him and to any Semitlc father, his first-born son.
ost Semitic trilhes were fond of sacrifioling thelr first-born in times of
extreaity.}® In addition it ahould be noted that soms of this same valus
was placad on the first-bora in the Heovrew religlony the firat-bom was
cousidered Yahweh's speciel possession and had to be redeemed.1? The
suggestion to sacrifice the filrst-born would treas Yakweh as another god,
however, for ohild sacrifics had been specifically condemned by Yaluweh,20

The mere suggestion indicatss tha veople's viewpoint of s2crifice, as Gy

17Buchanen Grey, Seorifice in She 014 Teatent (Londoms Oxford
University Prees, 1925); p. 88.

18 rtin Buber Prophetiq Faith, transleted from the Hebrew by
Carlyle Wittan-Davies (New Yorks The Macaillan Ooa, 19%9),.pe 9.

19%a9. sit.

2074y, 181213 Deut. 18t10..
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eumarivect

Yo the prophats, then, the npeople seemed to act on the theory

that vimt God wvented was more and eonuhr gifta, heavier

pynsnta; ond, that the pulbible gifts %o zive hin wore siain

aninale; ond that in extremity of Ahedr pommtr- they could

even think of giving hin the 51zin bodies of their own ohildven.Zd

Hiouh's mention of olidld ssorifice hns cecnzlonel wach dfsoussion,
centoring largely aboul the dating of this pascnge. T% Mid bema practiced
on ocemaion in Isrmel. Ahaxz had given his owa son to the flenes.?? Alneight?3
feols ihat thie was copied after the Syrian custen of child sacrifice. This
may well te the caee 8o Ahaz hed other sunoretistic hondencios, €. g., copy=
iag the altar at Dannacas. 2 Durdng the reign of Hezeldeh Judahis worship
was clesnssd of wany, if not all, of the extrn-Habrew customs. Human saorie
fico roamenrad in Hebrew Mstory chortly thercafier in tho roign of lanssseh.?d
Just how nrevaleat this wos is & Moos question. That the liclochwworshipners
onstomarily idlled thelr chlldron in times of extremity, or tiat the JSunamnite
xilled theirs 8t tho laying of & nev foundution,25 ia no proof thet the Iarnel-
itos 41 1% oomsonly,?? though they had undoubiedly hesrd of thess ritas.

Some mcholars consider thu$ 637 stexs from ¥empasen's time, and that

2gzqyr, an. glt., D« 43,
2217 King 16110-16.
__ 23y1114an Foxvell Albright,. A%F ji, Baldcton af laznel
(Baltimoret The John Hopking Press, 19U6), P«
2U17 Eings 16110-160
2551 Kings 2131-9.
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child snorifico waa 2 common preotice thon. Thia 1s by no means gure. IS
mey only be menticned in this verse as a logical posuibility.?® aines guch
sacrifice wne Jmown £t {he tine, 811 that con be said with certninty is that
if 1t vos done mt 1) dering Heseliohte relgn, it voe dono only in utmmui.”
In sny cags, the vexy thought of coming heforo !’ahwah vith & slein child is
%o the proephat o Mpeduotis ad shsurian,® as it olimactical position sud
scecceading context limliea. .
Hicahles grand znswor stands in Yold contmagt to the quastiisn that pre-
cades 1%t.
He Tath showed thee, 0O mtn, what 1a good;
and vwhat doth the LORD require af ‘thae,
ut to do Juatly, nnd to love
and to walk hopbly with thy God?
Yahwoh demanis more than & specific typs of saarifice;y He wnts a certala iind
of attitvio nnl 1% on the part of wen., Thess thres requireseats of Yalweh
boar a atriking resewblnncs te the megseages of the other prophets of the
oighth conturyt Anmos, justice, Hosea, mercy, and Isaish, humility.
Amos advoanted vtzt{i@ s Justice.’? Tmis word has & dlstinat forensis

color.d2 It indiontos elther the lsws, the act of judzing, or the decision of

%u' Al Mth-, m- m.. Pl 3".
29olol, u. Sikvs s 79t Pleiffer, gg. Glk., Do 392

30y, Tagtey, “The Prophats and Sacrifiocer: A Stuly in Biblieal Relativity,®
She Joummml of MM xm (a981), 161.

316"89 ’
32m0s 5320,

33 H. Snaith, .ﬂm 01 Zeatament
mudalphml:r The ‘Jmlnﬁcr Press,. 1 Qlég‘. o
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the Juize. '._Ehis‘doci._-!.on wag rondered on the bal-!.s of the lawa which God
hedl revenled in the paa¢, end upon the precedents set down by former
Judges. Dolug plchnag wns following & very clecrly dafined moral pattern,
"doing God's will ag 1t had been made olenr in past experience.fZ¥ |
s ROXCY, i85 the key word in Hoses's messnze.3d Any trang-

lztion of this term in lnglish i¢ immdequate, and falls short of expressing
itz totnl mocning. Cfolersn sugpests the Iatin "nietns, implying the right
mr#l rolationshin, vhether of justice or of charity, of man with his fellow
non, and with God."36 Owmers stress an olemont of duty and loyalty,37 amd
desaribe it as an unfallingly sud aonsistently contiming ection.38

A "'Ej_l?e_)g‘nﬁ_ S12% Vi X5 , walk hdly with Got, drvs
on the pleturs of Cod-plensing “:s:;xc?t. uho "walisd with God, and wos not, 37
Tha verb, "walk," is used in numerous injunctions throughont the Old Teste-
meats ™ialk before me," 0 Bualk in my woys. " Hiesh himeslf uses this
netaghor of "walking in his paths#2 to indicate s contiming relstionship with
Yahweh,

*s Pe %-

35808en 616,

363ems E. Colsian, fthe Prophets and Sacrifics,” Theological Studien. V
(Docm'blr. 19'“9). h26. 3

376, H. Bowley, "The Prophets and Sacrifice," Fha Exuository Jimes, LVIIZ
(Auguat, 1H7), 137, -

380y, the RSV translstien, "steadfast love.®
3%en. 5124,

00en. 17:1.

1 xings 3:1'&_.'

h2y,2,
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DIX ST« hmbly, is on adverbinl iufinitive. G. A. Gmith

ouggests that vidlc % nny mean "humbly® ‘as ian Pr. 1132, it m=y also havs
a9 its root meening "in' gecrat, or secratly."™3 n either cese the finsl
nosning would bardly ¢iffer. 3I%.le o 11fe. eantered in commmnion with Yehweh.
This phrase is reminiscsnt of Iseiah's prophecies againat the pride of
T e

¥his beautiful statomeat may then be taksn ns o ghort smmary of the
oighth-gantury prophatic teaching. Indoed, becauso 1t is a0 concise,
2f61f20:™3 {g of the opinion that it may well bs & catechetiocsl formulation
of $tho wisden writers, gg. 500 B. O.

The Israslito proposed an exaggersted sacrifice to rostors fellowshilp,
e>in Yahweh'a favor, and avert destruction. In opnosition %o this Hicah
urgos an active ethicr) and moral life, & contiming process rathsr thana °
fow isoluted smcrificial ecin. It is %o be noted that $his life centors in
Yehueh, Tho morel and soclal 2ctivity and attifudes, Justice mand mre:v. atam
fron walking hudly with God. Justice was God-given. Hercy includes not only ;
the sctivity towvard the fellow man, bu% also Yahweh's attitude towerd man. |
Henos these three requiremsnts presuppose = right relationship with Yahweh,
tnsugureted by Him, Thdy do not ereate the relationship, but stem from it.
Miosh's religion is not fundenentally soclal, but theocentric, yet he found

hinself in n situation vhich cauged him to stress the socldil and moral side of
this relationship with Yahweh. For it was in the field of the moral and the

hsﬂo Ao salt.h. nl s_u.. Pa. 5215.
Sitentan 2:20-22 gy pavals;.
4_’11‘!’.&“’. n!ml«. P m.
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social that Isrmel hnd most nmisunderstood Yahweh, and thus displayed its
defection from Him moat vividly.

Hot & fev scholars have found in Micoh'd words & rejesction of the
validity of & cultic worahip, especislly sacrifice, for Yahweh's religzion.
015" 1nolds that a1l the prophets, including Homes, decried the use of ex-
ternzl cultus in the true religlon. Sellin would mot go so far, but of
618 extlains, "Hier 1st deroits anf dem Boden des &lten Bundes gelhst dsa
Gesetz tberwanden.'*7 J. P, Hyatt comsents on the prophetss

It seems to mo beyond doubt that they wers absolutely

opnosed to olsbornto ritualism and samrifice, and thelr

zoliglon excluled the worship of Yatweh in such a mamner."2

Othera? foel that the prophets knew only the kind of sacrifice before
them, anorifice used &s & bribe, and so advocated its abolition. Had they
been abla to. imngine the purified post-exilic saorifice, they wounld have
allowed Lt. Wot a £ew39 lay down mo absoluto julgment bacsuse of the scanty
materis) in ¥loanh, which is especlally soanty if 6:16-8 denied him, btut
suspect nt the sams time that Micah dld intend to exclude sharifice from the

raligion of Vahweh.

46paul Vols, Bromheteaseetslten des Alten Jestmments (Stattgarts Calver
Verleg, 1949), 16=17.

K7Eynst Sellin, Der Alitnsinmentliohs Prochotinmas (leipsigt A. Delch-
ert'sche Verlagstmchhandlung, 1912), p. 56.

48nuoted by Oclaren, gne Glt-. De 45

59mristopher R. North, "Saorifics in the 0)d Testament," Ihe Exnository
Ziges, XLYIY (Huroh. 1976), 253.

503, ¥iynest Wright, :ams Jts Snvivopment (Ghicegos
Henry Bognnry Company, 19‘% pe 1 ¥. 0, XE. Ontarlq. in
Apeiang Yares) (New Yorki The Madmillan Commany, n.d, Y. » 3 Sidney
:-11§m. Wihe Prophsta and ‘the ‘Cultus,” mwm X (June,
1949), 258,
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Tore are gsevaml more irporient nrgments mwentfonod to suprort the
tresis thot Pionh propored to overthrow pll sacrifice. The vorde themeslves,
fi\ksn ot fone vnlue, would moom to indlonts this. ¥he atartling contrast
betwaen worcon seven ond alght is onlled sn "everlhsting my.0 In 7118
(though this ie pererelly 2asmod to be & lster addition) Yalweh's forgive-
ness is dlscmered withont the slightest hint of secrifice.52 In point
of fact, Ho is praigaed for heing e Cod unlikes others, and ell other gods
at thet tine demanied reorifises. The L]S¥ & 3 in vorse 8 i3 transleted
"hut,* or Yonly." :

Tt 4s the vsoal oconstruction to indicate the contrary affer

& nagative or after a guestien vhich igvolves the denial

of whnt han proviously heen said, In this ocase the

Ki'im s & strangthoning of the adversative Ki, {bus).?3
Gesoniug agrees that the meanlng hers is "mothing but "5 3n general, the
interprotation of licah's attitudsc toward cultus stonds or falls with the
interpretation of the other prophets, and doses nat atand on its own merits
alone,

Thero is a growing musbor of scholars who diemgree with the vreviously
outlined viewe Thoy soe Hicnh’s attitule as a dlsapproval not of the use of
sagrifice, but of its abuse. Thore is mothing in 618 or slsewhere in Micah
to indiecate that the msn vho had these three characterlstics could not have

Slresiie, gn. git., Pa 197.
5%esterley, gn« Qit-s Do 247

533“’.“‘. g2 1) mq.‘ y: 13 82. . °

5%gosenins, Hahrow Gromar, edited and enlarged by E. Ksulssch, 2nd
reviged edition by K. E. Gowley (0xfordi -At the Clarendon Press, 1910),
gsaction 1634.
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offered e sucrifice with proper attitudes. Furthermore, these verses
noed not be viewed as an exclusive either-or proposition. All that they
need imply iz thnt cultus is subordimate to, snd not a substitute for, proper
living. It is interesting to dompare Deuteronomy 10:i2:

And now Israsl, whnt doth the LORD thy Cod requirs of thme,

mt to fenr the LOED thy God, to wmlk in all his ways,

and %o love him, and to serve the LORD thy God with all

thy heart and with all thy soul.

The sinilarity to 618 is siriking, yet it in no way meant that the sacrifice
discussed alnswhers in Deuteronomy was Improper.

An exanination of 636-7 shows thot the attitude townrds $he purpose and:
valus of gacrifices wos faulty. Though animsl sacrifices wers included in the
cultic lezianlation, and though there were exnmples of such large sacrifices,
the finrl position of the suggestion of hmman sacrifice betrays an undue
stress on the valve of smorifices. Yelweh was reduced to an arbitrary and
deannding God Lrom whou fevor must ve bought. Hven these verses thenselves
appoar to doubt the validity of ouch & transaoiion as being sufficient. Tha
very suggestion lays lare tho ‘pelief that proper smcririge bound God %0 &
gertain course of astionm, in thls cuse, granting forgiveness. Furthermore,
saorifice vas viowed s the turden, if not the antirety oX ial is demands,
Hicah could mot bidt condema this bitterly..

Beonuss of the Iemweligels incorrect ovaluation oY sacrifics, the
prophet's condemmtion of the vaelidity of jilq saorifices does not indicate
the prophet's opinicx on dl) smerifice. MNeny follow $his lins of roassming.

Such passages a8 these .do not oontaln any condoana-
tion of sacrifioe iun iteelf; tmt only n condemnation

X
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of the axmggeratod welghs 1514 o2 it By ths paoplaeds

Another importent fastor 1s ths purpose of the ‘prophat, -expresgod in
his ovn nitnation. To losd & paaple who vesy wach nisundorstood the desives
9f Tnlvceh to undersiand those doalres, hiuah would be quite likkely to employ
hypertola or the nogridve 1n o rolutive sem.ss fo say, "not caly suorie
fice," the pwiphet soid, "only sthlorl bohavior.® What Hicah wished to
repudinto was ihe ddes fhat mnerifics wos 2il thnt Yahweh wanted, >’

Allusionn to the Oultus of Judak and Isxes)

The bibliexl racord of contemporary times 1e alao significant for the
understanding of the attitoldes wilch Hicah hal to overcoms. A religiouns
veformation took plrao during Husekiash's reign. u-u_ quite possible that
thie reform vas in sowe part due to the actividy of Aicah, 53 Sha Lsayrian
opnonens’? taunted Hegeldah For removing the altars and high places, thus
raatricting worship so the temple in Jerusalen. This cleansing included the
zemoval of TT74 % ana 51123, stengard furniture in the Bualecult
of ¢the dennnnites., Not only culsic atiltudos, bus Also cultic forus in
Mosli's tine wera falwe. It is perhmps mtemt& that & somevhat purified
cultys continued to be used in the temple.

Mioah implies in 5:13 thot the people thewselves used these Camaanite

55:, B. Davideoa, ha .ﬁggmmm edited by Se Do F.
Salmond (Bdinburgh !. &%2. 0 Pe 251
Hsam, pe 130

TTiatbey, gos ghies Vo 260.
my. ﬂ. Uit-. m m‘ Ml'.l!.é. nq m.. P. mc
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religlous objects in thelr worship. The suthentioclity of thls passage
19 sgain doudled by meay,60 but not as extensively as in tha caus of 636-8.
Reputahlo modern.acm;lurs neeent !.t.61 In fact, some wio gut out alaost
a1l of chapters four and five rofain 5:10-15, Zor 4% spesks woe on Jerusalem,
quite in keeping with chapters l-3.

Ty sravon imnges also will I cut off,

end thy atsniing ieages out of the midat nf thaes
eri thow shelt 'no more worghip )
the work of thine hanis.

The nmention of idolatry &: aeponially significant, for ths worahip of Yahweh
under the from of an 1dol vas ons of ths cardiml sine Against Tatweh.S)
Thie would oxplein the aemphntioc language of 618, for if the cultus Micah
wvitnodsed wvas idolatrous, there is little doub$ thet he would use strong
terus in attaciking it.

There is gsome ovidencs, though inconolusive, that this jdolatry wes
not only & misrepresentution of Wh. bus worship of other gods. In :
117 Hicth attritutes the iupending fall of Samaria and Israsl to her idolstry,
#he suthenticity of this passhge 1s also doubted.6% Thay Ahis, hovever, mast
be & later gloss interpreting the fall of Samaria g dus to idolatry becauas
idolatry vas not viewed with such mp!.alm.; in Hionh's tice is, at best,

e singnlar viev. Hoses spoke olearly and finmelly a few yeaurs bafor_e.

80pgetrear, gp. gite, Pi. 590

61m| m- m... Ps 6"' lflll.‘!. no. m.'-p- 248,
63003erun, gn- g4kes D5 439:
6k, N, P. Smith, gn. ghli-4 Do 73 Preiffer, gfi. glt., P» 590
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And all the graven {msges thereof ohall de beaten
to plaeces,
and all the hirea thereof shnll be burned with the
:mdf:;;'the idols thareof will I loy desolate:
for sha gathered it of the hirs of an herloet,
and thay shall return to the hire of an harlos.55
This description coinoides with the case as Hosea saw 1t in Isrmel. MNioc=h
thus reen the cause of the fall of Somaria in this frlse fertility-cult
idolatry; 4n 5113 ho intimates the same for Jerusalem. Thus the cultus and
idolatry vhich MNicah witneessd in Judah may have besn a0t only a perversion
of ths Yahweh religion, but sctwrlly & cult dedicated to other godo. This
would account for his silence about the validity of a purs culs. IReforo the
people ropentod ond returnsd to Yalweh, no sacrifice, not even that ostensibly
to Tahwah, could be pleasing to Him.

There are other iﬁucations that the cultus of Juduh may have been of &
fortility-cult nature. 7he mention of lamoth, high places, in 11§ is pus=ling |
in view of the parallelism and the succeeding context. This would view Jarue
salem as one of the high places which were normally associated with the

Baalecult and never with Jerusnlen. MNost comntntoﬂ“ read "pina® or "alan

of the house® with tha ITXX,

Gralu“ aml Yeslie nfter him,

3.
A
o
F
2
-
§

é8 £ind evidence of fortility mature-culis

in Niocah's address to the towms in 1:8-16. Grahmm intorpreots this psssage in

65117,
667, M. P. Soith, gn. Qlkes P e

67¥1111ans Oreighton Graham, "Some suggestions towaxd the Interpretation

£ Wicah 1110-16," $ha Jourpal, of Semitiq lanstages and
%NII?M;. 1.9'3;.), % 258. Unless otherwise moted all materinl in this
and the suscesding paregraphs is taken from thls work.

68:0’"11'| mm.. PR. 19}1“.
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@ oultic rathor than an historical background. The tera S1 Jul ", 1o
habitant, ccours no lose than five imes. This is usunlly interpreted collsote
ively,59 to indlcate the puople who inhablt the towns. Crahem follows another
usage, 70 that denoting an office or title, as Q\?ETP . proachar.?t ZHore
this term would indicata n female office holder. %he passage would bs & gar=
cantic and contemptuous anostrophe to the mothey-goddasses of the fertility
cult of the towns. This technical usage of the term Q'JJ-U 1% ig not
found in Hebrow alsewhere, but is found in the Sumerian ané Babylonian
langusgese

Another nature-cult term is ¥ g "_; « "to go forth in resligicus
vrodeanion.” The Iachish cult mpparently wsed horses and chariots?? in such
procassionse SV ? :_l‘- o weop, ™ and 8009, lamentation, 7 are
technicnl terns used for the ritual wailing in the cult. it\g 7‘?' s walt
carefully (AV),79 may come from the root \( Y77, to whirl or donce, another
Loportant pert of the mature-cult corssony. 1D . dust, 76 gn the Syriac
ie 5o ordinary dust, dut the dust of the threshing floor. Tearing the hair,77

690asenius, gn. oit., section 122s.
701bid., seotion 122r.

7isec. 1:2 ok pesaim.

21113,

B,

712,

751112,

761110,

771116,
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was a part of the ritunl m!.llnc_."a

Guch elaborate skrensm is not &t sll unimaginables 1n' the mouth of the
prophet. This vory ssction is usually zintermtnd as Just mh an slrborats
syaten of puns on the names of the towns. It 1s possidle that Hienh may have
had such cultic terms in mind, considering that thiz sectioa follows tha
mention of the Samerien cult. Further archasologicnl study mny leond mors
veight to this ingenious interpretntion. If this pasange has a cultic backe
ground, or both a cultic and an historical setting, this would givs further
evidanco that Micah @1d mot think only of omltus in 618, but of a'specific
and feloe cultus. |

ilosh'a attitude toward the temple in Jorusalem iz aleo noteworthy. ile
prophoaled 1ts dastruction in no mmoertain tormse’? The oppressing leaders
placaed moch confidence in the temnle as Yahweh's inviolablo dwelling placs.
Yot thic conld not overrulo their lmmoral grasping conduct. They were %o
be punished; Jorusalem ani tha temple along with it would be destroyed. Thls
undoubtedly apperred to be blasphoay to many. In this connaction Buber quotes
an interesting section of the Ras Shamre tablets to show how lmportant it was
for a Semitic doity to have a house. Y!I bring you good tidinga, Bmal,! -
oriea the Goddesz Anath, 's house ia mppointed you, &8s your brothers have
themt1"30 mne destruction of the temple would necessitate the ceseation of
all ssorifices. Since this is viewed as a punishment, it does not necessari-
1y cosdemn all sacrifice as such.3! Neither does it explieitly indicate,

7810slts, ape cits, pu 1964
7931912,

aonubor, gne 8ite, p. 157.
8loasterley, gus aib«s p. 208«
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hovever, that Hicnh would have ollowed & purified cultus.

The imzedintely suoroeding orsole in 411U speaks of the glorified Zion
of the futuro. Al) nations wonld coms to Zioa in peacs to lenrn the ways
of God. This complete change in tho prophstic attitude, coupled with the
faot that this vory ssme oracle is found in Is. 211-l, han beon the cccasion
of denying this to Mleah. Welgor, however, commente:

Dar ¥emat der praphatischen Gorichisdrohung wird durch

dng ¥Yort der Verhelesung nicht aufgehoben, sondern

vorausgoesatzt; Garicht und Heil argeben in alttesta-

Bascsontag das Gense der g8t41ichen HetrErrung, B2
Havertheless, YWeiner conalders thin pAssage andl 1ts countex-part in Isaileh
to Fit neither nrophet, and so nssigne it to an anonynons prophet, poasibly
pout-axilics. This has bean the habit of many soholnrs.ss though few assigan
this text to any smecifie person or age with an air of finality. A few
connider it %o have been an original part of Hicah's prophecy, originating
either with him or Isalah,8% J. H. P. Smith85 finde a Neuteronomic implics-
tion th~t the temple at Joruselem wes the only authorized sanotuary of Yahweh.
Hoadlens to say, this could only be trus if tha Deuteronomista were the only
ones to hold that the temple was & better, or ths only, authorised sanctuary.
Micah himgelf could well have considerad the temple as the sanctuary uap

sxsellnnce. If this prasage is from iicah, we way conclude that Hicah did

Bz'dniser. 2. Si%es P. 234..

83For & full treatument of tha various views see J. M. P. Smith, gn. git..
Pe Bu' anpd G. A. Smith, m.m-. PP 365'367'

Biorocksch, gp.-gitss Do 1l
853. N. P. Smith, gn. git., P. 86.
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.envision a pure cultus, While there is no mention here of mmerifice, the
very thought of a temple could hardly not connote some gort of culius, probably
inoluding o fora of eacrifics.86 Mmen 618 will not ve iaterpreted absolutely,
but relatively. However this interpretation of 618 does not ataxd or fall
with the authentisity of 431l-s,

Vory few dave found another refersnce to the temple in Jarusalem in
112, Yere this the cage, Hicah's entlre prophecy would bs subatantiated as
the Yord of Yahweh, who dwnl;t in thn temple. It would then ba & call tc the
propsr worship of Yahweh at Jerusslem. Z%his is dubious, for the susceeding
vorses voint rather to the hasvenly temple of Yahweh, 87 Veiger suspocts
an acho of Micah's origimel) call here, similar to that of Isziak, and notes
the cultic avertones of tho mRssage.

YWenn in V.3 davon dile Rede iat, dasz Cotd "Herabkommt!,

s0 schaint Hicha hier die Epiphanie Jottes vom himmlischen

Heiligtum her im Auge su haben, die den Hihe-punkt dea

¥eotlultas bildets, und hier vielleicht eins #hnliche

Situntion vorauasetst wio Jes. &

tlenhla orncles agninat the prophets and pricsts have been noted as
important. He denounces hoth violently, but with nsither does he direct
his polemio against thelr function, whatever that may have been, bhut only

against the abuse of their 0ff100.59 If no sacrifinilsl system was compatible

86goleran, gp. gites P 135.
870asteriey, one Slfes P 208; Weiser, az- .Gite, Do 208.
a&".l"’. aR- m.. P 2“.

B9\, E. Johnson, "The Prophiet in Isrwelite Worship," fha Expositoxy
Zimen, XLVII (April, 1936), 315.
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with Yalweh, one wnuld sxpect that tha condemmation of. the priests would
bave included this, P Mo amuuontom ex ailanile s ot decisive, yes 5%
in noteworthy, Wiesh also, =long with the ather praphets, prophesied sgainst
rnlor, prioss, prophet, =nd temple, yet &1 not sdvocsée their abolition.
Tho some can be inferred conceraing hia nrophecy againat cultus. :

Oonclusion

The question remnins, if Miosk would hive allowed & purified cultus,
vhoet was that?

It 1s probable that the ritunl vas valued in the mein for

the idons which it expressed. The particular details,

8¢ 2., wat animals were to he sacrificed . « » would be

left in the main indefinite.9
Aotuzlly, ag in the omue of Amos and Hosem, Niceh did not diract hiuself to
nutters of cultus yper ga or of future cultus. The coming destruction of
Jorusalon wvas again vieved &s lmninent, and we may presume that Mionh did
0t take the long-range view, with the exosption of U11-5, whers he does
spsak of a future tomple.

Phe entirs question concerning Hiaah's attitude to cultus is coafused
considerably by the doubts omst on the authenticity of ths relevant texts.
Yot whichever texts are considered gemuine, there is no conclusive evidence
that forces the view that Wicah opnosed ritual par ge. The fiml conclusion
must be similar to that which wes reached above in the quse of Anos and Homea.

Hiuhemﬂthnnl_l_fmmtopruuhrmntmnwnwpl-uhom

9°0||:.u I!. Gates, "The -Relation of Prieats to Sacrifice before the Exile,"
dourge), af Biblicnl Liteiature, YXVIR (1908), 81.

Nravideon, gu. gites P- 252.




72
reballed #pinat Him. Eyeryshing that hindered this repentance was con~
demned. Kicuhio slighé concern aver future worship proves nothing m-
ttan that ho belioved thot there vere weightler maiters of the law than
sooritice. To inaist. thet ho was opposed to ritwal, ‘or would have been
coxpletely iniiffercat to 4t in normel times, forces something into this
wegsago boyond an objective interpretation.
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CHAPTER V
QORCLUSION

Several yoints of siinilarity snd contrast ia the messages of Amos,
Hosen, and Micsh merit motice in conclusion. All throe prophets weras
messengers of repontance. In & single chorus they condemned the paople,
Bod cnlled for & roturn to Yehweh,

They ngreed also in their condemmation of the cultus which they con-

sidered to be completoly out of harmony with Yalneh's will, and therefore datri-

mental to the phyeloal and spiritual welfare of Ismeel avd Julsh. This worship
was lmryaful bacause it was used as the whole rather than & part of the Jode
plezsing 1ifs, Farthor, it appeara that for sona the oultus becmse almost

the objeot of their trust, rather than Yahwsh. It.vas hoth & symptom and &
cnuse of thelr dofection from Yahweh. For this defaction they would sxperience
the wrath of Yahwoh, in the {nvading hosts who, the prophets ennvunced, would
overran apd pillage the land. iTiwms far the prophets are in substantinl agree-
ment.

As has been noted, Amos and Sicah goored $heir hearers primarily for
thth:' soolal sins, and incidentally for thelir culilc sins. On the 'other hand,
Hosen drave to the hesrt of the prodlem, snd dencunced tho 12olairy and the
fertility-cult elemsnts in thelr religion. WNicah slso meations the fertility
oult in connection wi..th Israel but does mot make a groat issus of it in ‘the
U_lio of Julahe 1

1% eppears quite surprising that Amos and Hosea gould bath pru%nh to
substantially the u‘n poopla, anl yet give much & Aifforant pict?m’ of the
exigting cultus. Trus, thare Ls 10 ..goli‘.t.ﬂilnt!on. et tha fertility cult
end idolatry vhich play so large a part in the nenzage of Hosea are not clear-
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1y montionad by Amos. It im no surprise therefore thnt scholars of 2

aaturalistic bent, even some who appear $0 be plous Ohristiana, ghonld
contend that Amos end Hosea hed mnrkedly different religlouc views on culina,

Host 014 Teotement books comsider 1dolstry and Bealism %o be &mong the
cerdinal sins. Yhy Auon ond Hicah ahould not moke something of them cannot
be adequately exnlained on the brais of the taxts they bave left us. Pariaps
the answey 1lez in thelr differing purposes. Perhaps the texts we have ars
aot an adequate sampling of thely messages. If thet wore ths case, then we
2ould aot hops %o reconstruct their theolozy in nny degree of completensss.

Ths most surprising omliesion of all, in our mind, is ths fact that
Heaea alons nmantlons written laws including ceremonial rules that are consider-
id.bindinp, o the chosen people. Annz knows of n universal moral law, which
all nations are bound to cbey. Micsh lnows of moral obligations to Yahwoh which
Yahweh had rovealed to men (6:8), and speaks of the glorious future when Yahe
weh's Torah will go forth from Zion. Yot Hosea &lons implies 2 cersmonial
lav 2ni & written body of lava. What was the propheta® opindon of the Penta-
teuch? *hy do they not poiat to it as Yahwoh's eatadblished rule and 8o cloare
1y end slly substentinte Sheir sccusations? ¥e do mot mean to criticlse
the mothod of these Gode-imavired men, but we connot think of 2 hatter argu-
zent for their message thon the Pentateuchal legislation. It might e noted
in pagsing also that Amos 5125, while capable of interpretation in haraony with
the Pentateueh, still remains peculiar enough %o rolse some questions concorn-
ing Anmps' fapiliarity with the Pentateuch.

In the finel anslysis 4t maat be remembered &bove nll else thnt these

men ware called to minister to a certain people. Howsver, the fact theé
they aspoke to the problems of their own day does nok in any vay invalidats

thelr wnlus to us. For they opoke by the crll of the Uncimnging One, and
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so speek nlso to us, Ye of 't.!ta Church, in particular, cazmmot lightly pess:
by 28 antiquaria thei» mesenges, incorplete as they may be to construct a
Dogmatica. The prophetn weore nat sponking tc magans, hut to the chosen
people, ths Charch,. It would bs & Satenlc nearsightedunezs to bholiove that
the Hew Testament Charch could naver fzll as the 01d Testawent Church often
did, The prophats’ call is not only %0 bo read with scholarly eyes, but
vith repentant eyes. For indeed, that ia their mossage, "Repsatl”
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