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his people free. And when it was free, he led it by
that word end erranged itse constitution.22

Yshweh was the King of Isrnel. He was so recognized
2t Sinal where the theocratic constitution was formslly
established. Israel was conscious of this relationship,23
without the Kingship of God she could not explain her good
fortune. At Sinei Cod proposed to take Israel as His own.24
That the import of that transaction may be fully apprehended,
one vessege is clted:

And “osee went up unto Cod, and the Lord celled unto

him out of the mountain, seying, Thus shalt thou say

%o the house of Jacob, znd tell the children of

lerael; Ye have seen what I did unto the Egyntians

and how I bare you up on eagle's wings, and brought

You unto myself. HNow therefore, if ye will obey my

volce indeed, and keep my covenant, then ye shall be

a peculiar tressure unto me above all people: for all

the earth is mine: And ye shall be unto me a kingdom

of priests, and an holy nation. These are the words
which thou shalt speak unto the children of Israel.25

Four points stand out in thies mccount. First, God re-
minded the people what He had done for them. He ralsed up
their leader; He guided them through the wildernesa. Vhen
the time ceme for them to cross the rivers, He effected the
unusual; the water parted and the people walked over on dry

ground,

220relli, op. eit., p. 126.
23¢r. Ex. 19:6; Judges 5.
2hor, Fx. 19:2-6; 2u:4-8.
25Ex. 19:3-6.
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“econdly, the condition of the continuation of His re-
lation with the people was the obedience to His Laws, the
covenant at Sinei,26

Thirdly, the people would become the Lord's, chosen
by Him for His own glory, the carryiﬂg on of the promise,
and. the manifestation of His Kingdom.

Fourthly, they were to be a kingdom of priests, con-
secrated and holy.

The people accepted the proposals: "All that the Lord
hath spoken we will do."27 In thls connection Cendish makes
the following significant comments:

Sy the solemn conclusion of the covenant at Sinail

(Ex., 24), Israel became the people of God, and he be-
came thelir Xing. It 1a from this relation, for which
Jogephus (C. Aplon. 2:17) introduced the name theoc-
racy, that the whole conceoniion of the kingdom of God
has arisen, and accordingly it is of great importance
to understand wherein the theccracy in Israel consilsted.

It did not consist simply in the netion having no human
king; for though Gideon {Judg.-8=22,233 and 1 Sam.
8:6,7) regarded the proposel to appoint a King; yet
altervards, when kingly government was established in
Israel, it wae not held that the theccracy had ceased.
In psalms and prophetic books written long after the
nation had become a monarchy, God is still spoken of
as the King of Israel, and the Book of Deuteronomy,

« « » makes provision for a human kingship in Israel.
The constlitution was indeed modified when thet was set
up, and 1% mey be called . . . 2 basileo-theocracy,
instead of a pure theoeracy; but the Xingdom of Cod,
in the sense in which it was real and valuable in
Isreel, continued in spite of that change.

26gr, Ex. 20:1ff.
27%x, 19:8.
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According to the 01d Testament representations, the
theocracy in Ierael really consisted in this, that
Isroel wes in covenant with God; they were his peculiar
people, and he was their God and King. More particu-
larly the privileges that they thus enjoyed are
indicated in Deut. 4:7,8, to be these, that they had
God near them, snd had a rightecus law given them by
him. The same idec appears in Deut. 33:3,4; Fss.
187:19,20, and 148:14. This certainly implied =
brovidential government excerclsed over the people,
such a8 ls signalized in the Book of Judges, where 1t
12 especlally brought out, that God chastised Israel
for unfeithfulness to him by giving them up %o their
enemles, and sgain had mercy on them, when they were
humble end penitent. This 1s what 1s brought out in
Amoa 3:1-8, when the prophet proteste against the idea
thet Cod's relation to Israel was merely a natural
one, such thaet he must be on thelr side no matter how
they acted. It 1s a moral relation, reauiring sgree-
ment, and implying chastisement for iniguity. . . .
What distinguiched Israsel was, not the idea that To
was thelr king and they his people, for that was conm-
mon %o almest all ancient natiocns; not the fact that
The power of theilr leaders and king was limited by the
authority of laws reverenced as of divine authority,
for thet was also usual in early socletlies; but the
fact that in Israel these laws did come in a special
senze from God, and were interpreted and develope% by
men who wers in spiritual communication with God. &

Because Yahweh their God was holy, the veople, directed
by divine command, were determined to be holy snd to realize
righteousness by diligent observsnce of 2ll the Laws of
G0d.22 Apa ns such they were set apart from their heathen
neighvors. 30

By Divine Revelation ideas were planted in the minds

of the people of Israel, so lofty, and rich, and desp,
that in the existing religious condition they could

28canaish, op. eit., op. 53-55.
29cf. Deut. h:lff.
30¢r. Wum. 23:9.
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never see thelr perfect reallzation; ideas which with
every stev in the development of fhe religious life and
knowledge, only more fully disclosed their own depth
and fullneass, and which must therefore have led them
to the future for their fulfillment,3l

Yahweh, the God of Isreel, was the God of the whole
earth,?2 and as the Lord of all creation, animate snd in-
enirate things, He was entitled to the reverence, respect,
obedience, love, loyalty of every Isreselite. "On the ground
of the knowledge of Jehoveh must the Israelite claim the

vhole earth for the Kingdom of God. "33
The Time of the Kings

Sefore taking up the monarchy, the period of the Judges
and 1ts relation to the development of the XKingdom of God
must be briefly considered. The veriod of the Judges may
be summsrized quite simply: the Children of Israel would
walk after other gods and incur the anger of Yahweh, where-
upon He would deliver them into the hands of their enemies.
Isreel would then repent and cry out to God, and He would
ralse up & strong man to deliver them from the hands of
their enemies. The pattern would then repeat itself,

The one outstanding charsascteristic of each Judge was

the fact that he was endowed mightily with the Spirit of

3101'1‘) 00, Ej.'_‘.;.'l b. 8"'6'
I25r. Ex. 19:5.
3301-1-, op. cit., p. 846,
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God. By virtue of thiz endowment, he was ensbled to rally
enough of the tribes about him to defeat the enemies of
Ierael. The cose of Gideon 18 an example:

But the Spirit of the Lord came upon Gideon, and he
blew a trumpet; z=nd Ablezer was gathered after him.
And he pent messengers throughout all Manasseh; who
alsc was gathered after him: and he sent messengers
unto Asher, and unto Zebulug, and unto Naphtall; and
they came up to meet them.3

In effect esch jJudge was a "charismatic hero," specially

endowed by God and calling upon Israel to renew their
loyalty to Glod. "Their remarkable history and their
reiiglous zeal were undoubtedly the principal cohesive
Torces in their organization."35

In other words, Isreel was at this time a theocracy.
The nzation hed no human king. The case of (Gideon, who re-
fused to be made king by reminding the people that their
only King was Yshweh, may be cited.3® In other words, the
men who were railsed up by God never considered themselves
a8 kings, but only inatruments in the hands of God. The
rerl eignificance of the judges lies in the fact that they
were men sveclally set apart by God. They and they alone
were the recognized leaderas of the tribes of Israel. As

1% will be noticed later, even the early kings, such as

3“Judges 6:34-35.

354, F. Albright, Archeeology and the Religion of
Israel (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins Press, 1942), v. 99.

36cr, Judges Biz2-23.
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Ssul and Dovid, were similarly set epart and endowed by God.
The dlaparity between the divine ideal and the exist-
ing reality of the kingdom, which evinced i1teelf in the
rebellion of the people, can be clearly seen. 37 The tribal
Jealousies, the lawleseness abroad, and the alternating rise
of Taith and doubt, led to the demand for a king.

And it came %o pass, when Samuel was old, that he

nade hles sons Jjudges over Ierael. . . . And his sons
walked not in his ways, but turned aside after lucre,
and took bribes, and perverted Jjudgment. Then all the
eldera of Isrsel gathered themselves together, and came
%o Samuel unto Ramah, And sald unto him, Behold, thou
art cold, and thy sons walk not in thy ways: now make
us & king to Judge us like all the nations. But the
thing displeased Samuel when they sald, Give us a king
to judge us. And Samuel prayed unto the lLord. And
the Lord sald untc Szmuel, Hearken unto the volice of
the neople in 211 that they say unto thee: for they
have not rejected thee, but they have rejected me,
that 1 should not reign over them. According to all
the works vhich they have done since the day that I
brought them up out of Egypt even unto this day,
wherewlth they have foreaken me, and served other gods,
g0 do they also unto thee. HNow, therefore, hearken
unto thelr volce: howbelt yet protest solennly unto
them, and ghew them the manner of the king that shall
r2ign over them. And Samuel told all the words of

the Lord unto the people that asked of him a king.

e » o HNevertheless the people refused to obey the
volce of Semuel; end they sesid, Nay; but we wlll have
& king over us, sand gc out before us, and fight our

battles.38
Ae Candish so rightly says:

The demand for a king was thus a sign of the fallure
of Israel to rise above the position of a kingdom of
priests, having Jehovah alone as 1ts King, and being
directly governed by Lim, It was simply, =8 the nar-
rative indicates (1 Sam. 8:8), the continuance of the

37cr, Ex. 32; Num. 11.
381 Sam., 8:1, 3-10, 19-20.
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same spiritual incapacity that they had shown all

along. . . . It was Jjust the danger of fallure that

made them seek a king. They were now conscious of
thelr weakness; and though the kingly government came
short of the ideal, 1t was a real and great blessing
to Israel.39

The clamor of the veople and their intention to have
a king at all costs led the prophet Samuel to acquiesce in
their demands. The above paseage points out that Samuel
consulted the Lord, and the Lord instructed him to submit
to the demand of the people. He did so with hesitation.
How did they proceed? %ho was 1t that determined the cholce
of the Xing?

Now the Lord had told Samuel in his ear a day before

Seul came, saying, Tomorrow about this time I will

eend thee a man out of the land of Benjamin, and thou

shal®% anoint him to be captain over my people Israel,
that he may save my people out of the hand of the

Fhilistinee; for I have looked ugnn my people, be-

cause their ory is come unto me.%

It is significant that according to thlia passage God
hes not caet off His people, even though they have rejected
Him ae King. Instead He proposes to use Saul in order to
save His people. DNow chosen for the task, Saul was inducted
into the high office of king under God.

Accordling to the Law of Moses, Yahweh was to choose
the King of Israel, who was to be His representative. The

choice of Saul by God is implied in the anointing by Samuel,

39Uandish, op. ecit., p. 59.
2031 Sem. 9:15-17.
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the representative of God, and the confirmation of this
cholice by holy lot. 41

The first thing vhich Ssumuel makes clear is that God
threough him has given thenm a king, and not they themselves.
Then Samuel recounts their history. It was God who brought
them cut of the land of Egypt and delivered the Promisged
Land into their hande. It was God who raised up the Judges
to deliver them from the hands of their enemies. Up to
this time, Scmuel reminds them pointedly, they had been
satlsfled to trust in God as their King when enemies arose
8geinst them. But when Ammon came ageinst them, they cried
for an earthly king to reign over them. Now God has given
them a king,

The king's authority was not akin to that of a modern
lonarch. He was responsible to God.  On the spiritual side
hle power was limited by that of the Prophet, the spokesman
of God; asnd on the side of the people, the subjects of the
kingdom, he had to deal with the Elders, the representatives
of the people. Even so, the king was the leader, and as
leader he was above the Prophets and the Elders, but ever
the gservant and the agent of Yeshweh, laboring for the wel-
fare of his obrethren.

And 1t shall be, vhen he sitteth upon the throne of
hls kingdom, that he shall write him a copy of this
law in a book out of that which is before the priests

Yloe. 1 Sam. 10:1-20.




30
the Levites: And it shell be with him, and he shall
read therein all the days of his life: that he may
learn to fear the Lord his (God, to keep all the words
of This law and these statutes, to do them: That his
heart be not 1ifted ebove his brethren, and that he
turn not aside from the comrandment, to the right hand
or Tto Gthe left: to the end that he may prolong his
daye 1n hig kingdom, hs, and his children, in the midst
of Israel.
The dutles of the king were many. He wns ever under
God, =nd to Cod he had to glve an eccount for his progrsms
and cetivities. Among his responsibilities the following
are set forth in Seoripture: (1) He defends against ene-
mies, 43 (2) He Tunctione as the supreme court, ever will-
ing and glad to hear the complaints of his people.““
(3) He appoints and dismisses priests.*5 (4) He is to
supervige the _uriestht.»od.""6 (5) He 1s to keep a watchful
eye on the religious 1life 2nd conduct of the people, striv=-
ing constantly to eradicate evil. %hen sin is prevalent,
1t iz his obligation to provide = bullock for the sin of

the people.?7

J
*Zheut. 17:18-20.

b3cr. 1 Sam, 8:30.

bhoe, 2 sam. 15:2; 1 Kings 3:1ff.

“5cr. 1 Chron. 16:37,39; 2 Sam. 8:7; 1 Kings 2:27,35.
#6ce. 1 chron. 15:16,23-24; 16:4-6.

b7ce. mzk. 1b:22.
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His income was secured from his aubjects,“a foreign-
ers,%? nooty in war,50 taxes,5! foroed labor,52 Israelites,S53
firet growth of pasture lands,5* subdued nations,55 and ex-
tensive roysl domain holdings.56

The information above may seem to be a bit extraneous
%o the development of the Kingdom of God, but i1t is cited
to show that the king, chosen by God, was responsible to
God in 211 arees of life, both spiritual and domestic.

After the death of Saul, David came to the throne.57
His reign wes considered ideal, and although he failed per-
sonalily, he never forgot the honor attached to his position
and the necessity of thinking and working for the people of

Israel.5¢ King David hed not 1ived up to his sincers

b8ce, 1 sam. 10:27; 16:20.

32:23?9cr. 2 Bam. 8:12; 1 Kings 5:1ff.; 10:25; 2 Chron.
59¢e, 2 Sam. 8:11; 12:30; 1 Chron. 26:27.
51ce. 1 Kinge 9:11; 1 Sam. 17:25.
52ge, 1 Kings 9:20; 2 Chron. 2:18.
53¢e. 1 Kings §:13; 11:28; 12:k.

54cr. Amos 7:l.

55¢f. 2 Kinge 3:ib.

56¢f, 1 Chron. 28:25-31.

57ce, 1 Sam. 16:1-10; 2 Sam. 5:1-9.
58¢e. Ps. 18.
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Purvoses, and because of his own recognition that he had
Talled, he looked forward to the hour when a member of his
house woula accomplish whet he longed to accomplisgh,
Pealms sixty-two and one hundred one are similar in tone.
David foresaw the king of the future, whose ideal leadesr-
ship would usher in the ideal kingdom.59 Hany passages
refer to the King-to-be, and the Ruler of that kingdom, the
Kingdom of God.

The Roynl Poelms give a clear description of Israel's
concept of Kingship. Nany of these Psalms have been inter-
bretied by the Church as Messlanlc. Others have held %o the
fact that these Fealms only declare the function of the
earthly kings of Israel. These two viewpoints do not
contradict each other but show us the contemporary situation
of the author of the Psalms and the ultimate interpretation
of the lesslah by the Church.

Pgalm 2:7 states that the king was the son of Yshweh.
The problem arises wvhether the king is really the son of
Yahweh or merely adopted by Him. [any acholars hold to the
adoption theory. The king, adopted by Yahwsh as His son,
recelves an abundance of gifts. The main gift was that

Yahweh sent His spirit upon the king as a source of power

59%cr. 2 Sam. 23:1-5; Ps. 2; 20; 65; 77; 89; 110; 132.
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and strength. 50

Psalm twenty-one tells that the king receives long
1life, victory over the enemles, and glory and honor among
the nations--all gifts of Yahweh.

Helmer Ringgren points out that in Psalm one hundred
ten the king was a priest after the order of Melchizedek,
and this implies that the king was the legitimate heir. of
the Jeruselemite priest-kings up to the time of the exile. 61

Alinggren presents a summary of the picture of the king
in the Royal Peslms. He points out that the king was
ancinted by Yahweh and proclailmed as His son. The commend
given to the king by Yahweh was that he rule in righteous-
ness mnd in juetice for his people. He was to defeat the
enemles of the people and establish His kingdom over the
dorain of the world.52 It must be granted that some of the
qualities of the coming Messiah find their root in the
Ieraelite concept of their earthly king.

Candish has concluded that "David was the king of
Israel who most nearly realized the theocratic ideal of a

king ruling in the name of Jehovah, and securing the

60g, Fowinckel, He That Cometh, translated by G. ¥.
Anderson (Mew York: Abingdon Press, 1951), ». 79.

51Helmer Ringgren, The liesgish in the 01d Testament
(London: 5CM Press Ltd., 195 s P. 12,

621p14., ». 20.
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tbeervance of his righteous law among the people.“63 To
this Robertson adde:

The reign, the achievements, and the personality of

David formed the nucleus of an 1deal which struck deep

and lasting root in popular feeling. Amid their later

viclssitudés, the Hebrews forgot the many fallures of
zggggéirzféﬁn in comparison with its unquestlonable
In other words, David was a symbol of the past which grew
into the embodiment of hope for the future. The prophets,
therefore, came to look back upon the reign of David as the
symbol of all the 'hopes conceived for tpe nation in the
future,

“oreover, the monarchy tended to centralize the
netionnl conscience.®5 Instead of a loose confederation of
tribes, Israel was now a nation responsible before Cod.
“Thie sllowed the contrast between the 1deal and the actual
to come to 2 head, and thue the way was prepared for the
grovth of = more definite hope of an age to come, "66

The significance of the rise of the monarchy in respect
to the Kingdom of God may be summarized under three mejor

ldesas,

63Canaieh, op. git., p. 61. .

6bs renibala Robertson, Regnuum Dei (New York: Macmillan
Company, 1901), ». 16. .

651b1d., v. 17.
661p14.




