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"It has boen comson in recent decsdes to heep
calumny uron Jehovah and to doprecate his religion beosuas
his ohkosen pen::.'l.e_. and eapecizlly the %ﬂd_!l. dld nct per-
feotly uihold 3[}!.':: precerts in their words and ia their wo- |
tlons. ©ZThe purpose of thiz dizousslon 1z to show that the w
records frcin the Dook of Judges, tc which exception has |
80 ﬂ-quent:l.*:f. beoa taken, ocast mnc reflection upon the true

_ , 3
T.A; Purpone. : J
4

1

religlon of Jehowah. The discowrse will yplainly be apolo- |
getio 1n nuture, ccuarrisins oujections thut have bsen or
can b8 ralmsd egilnat the mcerality of ths boulk.

The 1urpone of this pzper is mot tc eatabliah '
the moral standard obtulning in thl.a period of d!.an:l.'da:-. {
as thoush iha afandard of Jehuvah mra inferior toc that of
@ later duy, 1in that the deeds of God's sreolzlly chozen
d=llverers were tc L2 un cxuuple to His 'r.noy:l.a &130 WOYEl=-
1y, thoreby :muking the standard. An objective exanination
of thins morality would prove it the same as the Siblical
uorality of any other cgze; bu'l'. thaet 1llea beyond our dis-
cuazlon. agsin tha.'pu:rpna 1s nct tc ;ro?e that the “il,ud;.an

&
or fod's people did nothing oqntmy to the mor&l law of
fod. :

B. Ihe Scora. :
= The subjeoct of our invastigation, then, nu“_?

ut:l.ola und speaches recorded in tho ZBook of Judges which - 8
bave been interpreted as proving that the =orality of Jeho-

vah had beon of an order rarallsl to that of the Canaznite




U lll!

PSorles, or, posaibly, lower.

“e shell not enter ujoa the hiztoricity
of the narrative, nor upon the iategrity of tha boock, noxr
upon its cancniocity mn;pt vaere these coaslderations are

imnediately involved or whors they &id in the purpcse of
the whole.

C. de of Froce =

It will be necessary to state the cbjeotiona,
both thoae of a swamary neturs and thone more srecizllized.
78 shall dotermine \#hathe'r the respective or:l'.'l;:l.o hes a“hy-
rothosis to maintain', or whether, perhaps, ha objects *Just
beosuse it ia in tho Zible". The axiom to which we shall
huve frequeni recurrsnce is this: The 3ible does not adopt
ell the setions whioh 1t records. 1) With the help of
this principle we shall establish whether thers is « real
difficulty, i.e., whether ths author or Scrijpture elseuhere
apiroves cf the resyective desd. Ye cannot count asonz our
problens those deads of whioh Soripture axzpreasly disaprroves
nor nead we discuss those tranasgrassions whcae conssguenaes
wers thelr adequate punishment. In thece cases, however, we
phall point out the conzoquencas. Filnally, wa =uest alasc diz-
tinguish vhat xotiwvated the actor to the particular dsad,
shether 1t was the Spirit of the Iord or whether it was his

own oarnal desire.

1) 7illiam Smith, "0ld Testament History®, p.358.
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TI. sotions to 1t tiomn. |
In di,;ouullns the general objections to the

Book of Judges we muat distinguish two viszpoints which

are diametriocally oprosed to sach other. e believe that

Jehovah- 1s the Iord of All. Modern oriticism turns this

upside dowvn and would have us balieve that Jehovah is the

product of the age, and that the concaption &f Jehowvah

changel as the moral charsoter of the Israslites was developed

and elevated. To determins, then, vhat mamner of god Jeho-

wvah was at that time, we must seek to discover vhat kind of 1

people the Inraslites were. ;
Tow, according to Th. Pains, the record of these

times abounds in "obsoene stories, voluptuous debaucheries,

orusl tortuous executions, and unrelenting vindictiveness®. 1)

It 1s trua, the age of the Juiges 1s & dark one, but the dark-

ness 1s that which was superinduced upen the religlon of Ja-

hovah by the surrounding m:ﬁ-n,k If the idolatry of the Ca-

menites, into vhich the people of Jehovah were continually :

lapeing, were taken as oriterion for the morelity which the a

relizion of the Israelites 1nculoated, then indeed Jehovah, :

as a product of the a.go' would be a paltry idol; for the wor-

ship of the Oanmanites was one of fear and sensuality. Says

Urqubart: "It is usmml to regard this as the barbaric period

of Israslitisoh history. There was no central government

qnﬂ..thoreron. no provision, it is suprosed, for the deve-

lopment of natiomal unity. Each tribe settled down in such

part of its allotted portion am it was then able to wrest

1, Th. Falne, "Age of Bﬂloll'. n-ﬂl-
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_n- its former possessors, lived an isolated 1ifs, and

sank, it is suprosed, into despening barbarism and mis-rule.
Israel (it is suprosed) was indeed led into Cenamn: but
that was all. There was no further Divine provision®. 1)

We may add that the pesriod before the entry in-
to Cansan is regarded as equzlly devoid of Divine guidance.
Israsl 1is thought as being a horde of nomnds desperstely
fighting for their existence. 2)

The reflections cast upon Jehovah by this char-
acterization of His peorle are obvious - if we grant, for the
moment, that the Israclites made their Jod. Then Jehowvah
vould be of the same "locel color® as Basl, the terrors of
vhose wrath "appealed _to tho fenr of erring men" and as Ash-
toreth, who catered "to their thirat for sensual rleasure®. 3)

This critiocal ploture of the religlion of Jehowvah
is drawn without regard for previous Israelitic history. The
Pentateuch rings with ories warning the children of Israsl '
to abatain from idolatry - and these ories cannct be disre-
garded, becruase they are meaninsless in a critically recon-
structed history of Isrmel. 4) Xote especially Dt.7,1-6:
fwhen the Lord thy God shall bring thee intc the land whither
thou ‘goenst to poasess it, and hath cast out many nations be-
forea thes, the nittites, and the Oirgashites, and the Amo-
rites, and the Canacnites, and the Ferizzites, and the Hi-
vites, and the Jebusites, seven mationa greater and mightier

than thou; And when the Lord thy God shall deliver them be-

fore thee: thon shalt smite them, and utterly destroy them;

ureo (] oal Suide®, Vol.B, P.9.
Lewis Brmn. SThia believing '!o:ﬂ.d'
Urquhart, "Few Biblical Gﬂ:l.ll.' 18-83-

ﬂf. 1’-’:-88 20; 83.24.
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thou shalt make no covenant with them, nor sher mercy unto
them: Nelther nt.mlt thou make marrisges with them; thy daugh-
ter thou shalt not give unto his son, ncr his duughter shalt
thou take unto thy son. For they will turn awm=y thy son
from following ma, that they may serve other gods: so =ill
the angexr of the Tord be kindled agniast you, and deatroy thee
suddenly. But thus shall ye deal with them: ye shall destroy
thelr altars, and break down their images, and out down thelr
groves, and burn their graven iamages with fire. FTor thou
art an holy people unto the Iord thy God: the Lord thy God
bhath chosen thes toc bs & nrecicl peorle unto Xiwmself, above
all people that are upon the face of the earth". :-fodr::;n_er!.—
ticism renuires mmoh violent wranching of historilcal do:ments,
such &s has promptly been done in placing the Zook of Deut.
et a later date. -

Alongeide of msny wore genersl attecks on the
Book of Judsos thera 1s great decrying of the saots of the
various judges. Thease will be taken up under thelr saja-
rate headn.

The author of the book 1is severaly dealt wlth,
as ore all the Soripturel writers. "e offer an outburst
of that atamp. Joseph Jewis seys of the nineteenth obpp-
ter: "Thy a story of this kind should be in th.e Bible is
pot difficult to understand. It would be out of rlace any-
ghere else. Although it has absolutely- no oconnection with

. any act that has the slichtest semblance to anything that

bas any bearing im any way with moral teaching, it is never-




thelesn quite a proper episode for the Bibls %o relate. It {
bas not oanly no moral purport, but is abaolutely devoid of
anything that would make it celebrated as an imroral (im-
mortal?) story. It is mo repugasnt to our prement-day un-
derstanding that its notlice in this bock is merely for the
purpose of calling your atienticn to 1t, and msking you cog-
nizant of the stories, with vhich tke Eible is filled®. 1)

. "Certen", no smount of srgumentative and apologetic writing

, ootild chenge the tune of such a fife. 3

R P e T T A N =

1) Joseph Lewis, "The Bible Unmasked®, £.107.
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II. Ihe Norelity of Jehovalh.
A. 1 tment o Conuy -

- & oriticism of the morality of Jehowah whioch
has frequently been reitercted, especisnlly in the athsistio
camr, 18 that Ho had communded the coxplete extsrminaticn of
the famsanite tribes, and that therofore the acngueat of
Ganaan by the Hobrew tribes had beon scoompsnied by "a stream
of innocent blocd". 1) \

True it is thut Jehowvah commended tkat the Ca-
nasnites be Ikilled. X=vidence Dt.7,2: "And when the Iord
thy God shall daliver them before theo: thou shelt smite

" tham and utterly dastroy them; thou shalt make no coveanant

with them, nor nhew mercy untoc them". Iikewise verse 16.
Eut the Jut-l.ee of this comiznd is ancther questicn. Far
from belng an aet of moct viclent injustice, 1t wes &n act
of aincoreast mercy toward the world at large. It is usuzlly
forgottan that Jehowah did not permit the execution of this
comzand until the iniquity of those nations was full. Com~-
rare fGen.15,16: "But in the fourth gensration they shall
come hither sgain: for the inicuilty of the Amorites is not
yot ful1". 2) Jchovah guve the COanaanites many years of
gracs, more than He gave to the zenerations at the tius of

Hoah.
vhen at last the command to destroy was exacu-

ted, the Oanaaniies were so hopelessly depraved, that no
measures used againat them could rossibly be -termed cruel.

1) ¥Frd. Delitzsch, "Eabel und Bibel", II, 34.
2; Ed. Koenig, '!I:'I'leoloah des Alten 'i'ut;nnntl'. P 183+
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Any reliabls record will bear out the truth of Lev.lE,25: 5
"And the land is defiled: therafors I do viait the iniqui-
ty thereof upon it, and the land itself vomiteth out her
inhabitanta®. And the Justice of Jehoveh'as comuend is at-
tested in v.Z8 where the Isrselites are threatensd with a
1ike conaoquences, viz: “That the lund spue not you out also,
when ye dofile it, as it apued out the nations 'tha.t were
bafore you",.

Oleaxly the reason for the sleughter of the
!.nhs.-'bltantu of Canasn waa not, prirsrily, to mske room for
the Israslitea, whom Jehcvah hod arbltrarily chosen to be
His people, but the wickednensz of tl'-.o:ﬁc naticas. Jod only
used the Israclites an inotruzents of wrath in these wars
of extindion. "It ino finally all one matter whether Sod
uses ntorm, flood, earthqualze, or sword as lnstruxent of
divine =rath®". 1) If the moral Juatice of the Cenaznite
wrs 1a tc be impugned, why not refesr alsc to the .zoral ’n
| justice of the earthquaks at Liaﬁ_bon ot to tht;sa of our |

times in Jayan, New Zealand, or Nloaragua?
B. In His Relations xith J[ina own Faoxile.

A problem zholly different from the foregolng i%
is Jehovah's morality in relztion to His own people. %Tell-
hausen ridicules the "burden cf the Bock of Judges:

wAbfall Drangsel Bekehrung Ruhae,

Abfall Drangeal Bekshrung Ruhe'. 2)
He regards i1t as unworthy of the Great Graa.'_tor of heaven
and earth to be mo intimately connected with = morally

1) Theo. Graebnmer in "History of Ierzel®, F.G. Dept.
2) Wellhausen, "Prolegomsna zur OJesohichte Isrzols",p.:238.

-
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spinaless people such an the Israelites, tc be rsrresentsd
as angry and always willing to bs reconciled ﬂh,n the rres-
sure of the Cannanite hostiliiy bsoame tcc great for the
penitent iribe, until fimally the msusurs of Eis wrath was
full, and in His exz=aroration Fe saild to the childrsn of
Israel 1) : "Go =ond ory unto the gods which ys huve chosen:
let them dzliver you in the ti:e of your tribulation".

But Tollhausen forgzats the purpose of the Eook
of Judresn and the plcce 1t cecouriss in the record of Isrze-
1lite history. To the later Isrnelites and to the Christien
fhurch teday 1t ia a monumantel dcoument of evidence that
ficd's grace is 1imitless. The 3ock of Judses was an un-
surraaned scurce of comfort for the Eﬁws et the time of the
Exlle. It wos suoh, no doubt, =lready for David and Solc-
mon, Pa.1li 5. Xt ghows how God ia ot the sams tims unboundsd
in Hin grzee thouch unbendinz in HEis Justice. It 1s the
1llustr:ztion "Imt' ercohen' of Eossa's words: © Iarael,
thou hant destroved thvaslf: but in ms 1s thins hali". Yhen
thin wondarful book is yroverly uaderatced, it ycaemaa‘eri-
dent that none but the Grect Jehowveh is worthy of 1t, far
be it that the book were mot worthy of Jekhavah... Thoss words
of Judges 10,14, clted above, are well interrrated by Izange's
Gomuentary: "It is the roignunt zrief of a father aresking
t? his frivolous child®. Thzat .this understanding 1o the cox-
reot one is horne out by tho feot that lLamedlately thereaf-
ter e huve the rscord of.dollverance by Jeghilah.

It mav appecr thet we have slde-atoyped and have

1) Judgaes 1C,14.

S A R R~
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left untouched the reason why Jehovah should hnve jeraitted
El.; reorle to liva in proxizity with notlons whoae laflusnce
was A0 mallolous as the bosk avers. The Dock of Judsss
glves us « rem:rkable anawer in the cpeninz verses of its
=ain body, Oh.3,1-4. Tho Iord lefi five lords of the Fhll-
latines, eto., for the palks of the gonoraticns of Iarael, "to
tesch thez wer®?, "snd they were to rrove Iarsel by thesm, to
know whethor they would hezrken unto the comrandmants of
the I.oxd, which he comm:inded their fathers by the hand of
Loses". The purpose for which Jehowvah laft the Ceoneanites,
then, vas the same as that for vhich theme eylnodes wers re-
corded. The children of Israel were to learn war, that is,
thay were to learn how alone they would be able to wage war
sucoessfully, namely, with the help of Jehovah. And, again,
that they might be proved end strengthened; that they might
become a nation excollent in faiih. The words "teaching them
var® are not to be understood as pointing to aoctual inastruc-
tion in the exteraanl means of warfere.

0. In sevaral minor Aspesots.

1. Sepdinz an evil spirit.
In the story of Abimelech and the Sheckemites

we read the following: "%hen Abimslech had roigned three
years over Imsrasl, thun God sent an evil spirlt between Abi-
melook and the men of Shechem; and the men of Shechem dsalt
trezcherously with Abimelech®. . The inference that 1s mede
from these words is that Jehowvah was a tribal delty whioch

did not shrink from causing dissent nor from instigating

12
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conspiracy vhen it so plemsed Him or served Eis peopls.
Jehovah is charged with mot only justifying treachery but
even encouraging and inspiring 11.;.

That allegation in, again, based on a charming
bit of higher oritical exezesin, whioch utilizes an isolatel
diffioult text to disprove all that is szid in the reminder
of the book. Jehovah proved His unmitipgating justices meny
times in punishing Kis own chosen neop‘.l.e'uhon they did wrong.
Should all this be made nmull becouse He punished the seventy-
fold rurdersr by bringing about the failure of his blcody
enterprine? I=znge adds with unususrl felloity: L "It is at
the name time a striking dosmatiocal proof of the unvelled
clearnens in which the divine providence is conoeived also
in the Took of Judges".

2. Occasion % istines.

This is the incident of Samson taking the woman
of Timnath. 0Nis parents objected. "But his father and his
mother knew not that it was of the Lord that he sought an
cococasion against the Fhilistines®. 1) Samson, however, be-
sought his father: "Get her for me; for she Pleaseth me
well". The Hebrew says: " /732 /2 X"P~>»", that is, she
is the right one for the accomplisbment of God's purpose.
wilton, whom William Smith terms the "sanotified humen ge-
nius®, lets Samson present hls case thus:

"Yhey knew not
That wha.'l: T motioned was of God; I Inew
Prom intimate impulse, and therdfors

1) Juiges 14,4.

A9
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Urged that marriage on, that, by cocasion henoce,

I might begin Israsl's deliverance -

The work to whioch I was divinaly ocalled". 1)
This ocomsion mgeinst the FPhilistines was a part of Jeho-

" wah's plan to destroy the inhabitants of Canasn. Starke,

Commentary on Judges: "God lhnmd.é in this indirect procedurs
that His vays are not always acocording to human emetl_."t:l.qnl.
He 1s above human laws and ocan follow them or leave them as
He pleases®. "8o0 thut Gott immerdar, und noch, und wird es
wohl lmmerdar thun". 2).

3. "Wine which cheereth God and man®. -

Jotham's parable, Judges ?, contains these words,
from vhioh one would expeot the mors recent American oritios
to drav far-reaching implications. Urquhart treats this pas-
sage satisfaotorily, Biblionl GSuide, Vol.V, 71: "The refe-
rence to man is readlly comprshended; but whesnoe came the
notion, and one, too, which could evidently be expressed wit-
hout irreverence - that wine cheered God? To us the expres-
sion may seem pecullarly bold, and to be, indeed, little
removed froia blasphemy. But is there anything to show that
to Jotham and the men of Shechem the sugzestion was entirely
unobjectionable? We turn to "um.15,4-10 and read: ‘Then
shall he that offereth his offering unto the Lord bring &
meat offering of s tenth deal of flour nl.ns:l..od. with the
fourth part of an hin of oil. And the fourth part of sa
hin of wine for a drink offering _ihu:t thou prepare with the

1,) Milton, "Samson Agonistes®, line 221If.
2) Luther IXI; 389. -




burnt offering --- for a sweet savour unto the Loxd".

It ought always to be remegbersd that this phrase: "a sweet
savour unto the Jord is, literally: "A savour of rest un-
to the Loxd". The sacorifice, and the oil, and ths wine,
did not bring "rest". They only brought n 'l;'ﬂl'l.ll" of 1t:
for they were emblems and prophecies of the sacrifice of
Ohriat and its fruits. But that promise of His full atone-
ment for man, of the Spirit's anointing, and of holy Joy in
flod's salvation - that promise "chesred" Ood. And ths pro-

/5
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phecy of comlng "b:l.au:l.ns was not complets, thersfore, without
the drink offering. But onos more this unexplained referencs
to the wine cheering God as well as man is intelligible on-

1y when we rocognize that the drink offering had long before

takeh its place among the institutions of Israel.”

et g 1713




V. The forality of the Ag:;
A. Individual Mnllﬁ.

: Several cases that come under this head have been
discussed in tho previous seotions, in those of the in-
dividual judges. It muot be noted, however, that their
deeds and lives were those of only a few people. Their
history is not representative of the age. Thers wers
many plous people, as the perents of Samson, Jephthah's
daughter and her associstes, and espeoially the persons
of vhom we are told in the Book of Puth, an oxample of
the boautiful 1life of falth which otill ocbiained in Is-
rael. e omn rightly disregdrd such & hysterical indiot-
ment as that of Th.Faine: "I come to the book of Ruth,
an idle, bungling story, foolishly told, nobody knovws by
whom, about ¢ strolling couatry-girl oreeping slyly to
bed with her cousin Boaz". 1). That is plainly an un-
controlled outburst of ignorent oritioism of the Bible -
or, which were ntill worse - of misrepresentation. The
ploture of 'mn:l.'.l.;r 1ife as portrayed in "Ruth" susgests *.
the following point, that of

B. Domestic forality.
we would not be understocd, however, as asserting

that the story of Ruth were an adecuete representation
of the domestic 1life of the times. The Book of Judges
itself precludes this view exd brings the indiotment a-
gainst the Ysraslites. Ghepter 2, v.10ff: "And there
arose another generction after them, which Imew not the
Tord, nor yet the vworks vhich he had done for Israsl.

1) Paine, "Age of Reason", 1332.
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And the ohildren of Israel did evil in the sight of ths
Lord, and served Baalim: And they foracock the Iord God
of thelir fothers which brought them out of the land of
¥eypt, and followed other gods, of the gods of the psaple
thot were round ebout then, and bowed thomselves unto
them, end provoked the Lurd to anger. And they forzook
the Lord, and served Bacl and Ashteroth". The Jews fell
into the sams corruptions that prevalled amonz the Ca-
naanites.

Put not &s though the children of Israel were not
of themsslven inclined to sin. Ws have that terrible
story of violence in the laat chepters in 1llustration.
‘4 Lovite, a men of the priestly tribe, took o ocnoubine.
His cane was by no meens isolated. Ye cuote Starke:
"nNie welber der Ebrier waren von zwelerlel ert: elnige
woron ordentliche und eigentliche shewelber, welchs wver-
moezre einer ordentlichen ehestiftung, nebat lhren kin-
dern, an der ohre urd den gustern des mannes tell nah-
mon. Andere aber waren kebouelber, welohe ohne shestif-
tung, hoiratageld, und sndere sonst uebliche cersmonien
genommen wurden, welche aber nebst ihren kindern nicht
alle rschie eines ordentlichen shewelbes hatten, ob mle
gleioh sonat fuer eheweiber gshalten wurden®. The quo-
totion from ochepter two sufficlently ocondemms this situ-
ation. Polygzemy was never plecnsing to God, even though
it was tolerated on acoount of the hardness of thelr
hearts. '

In other respects c2lso the Israelites wers very
defiolent along the lineas of ethiocal nicety. They con-
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tinually ndopted customs and perversiogs from those of ’1
the previocus inhrbitants of Palestine. In a nense this
mey be onlled the "bnrbaric period of Israelitisc history®.
There wme no centrelized power end thercfors no force
vhich could sucocensfully countersot the he:thsn influ-
encos. ¥ilton desoribes ths nituation thus:
"But vhat mors oft, in ncotions growm corrurpt,
And their vices brouzht to serviiude,
Than to lovo bondaoge moreo then liberty -
Bondage with omse thon strenuous liberty -
And to d=splse, or envy, or su-peof,
“hom %od heth of his spacizl fevor rriged |
An thalr delivaorar? I'f ho suzht begin, |
How frenuent %o desert him, and at last ';
To heap ingrontituds on worthiest desdsi® :
0. Administrative Horelity.

Henry Preserved Smith presents the modern view-
point in resard to Israel's soolel makeups "Ths sooial
crgenizetion ic atill that of the desert. Thore 1s no
central authority, no authority.at all, properly apeakin 3, 3
even for & sinzla tribe. The Cheikhs heve = certein in- :
f#lusnce dus to the purity of their bloocd, but the influ-
ence 1s novaer sufficlent to coorce the freemen of the
trike. & @an of ertrsordinary energy, or one who shous

sspecial powera in wer, is doubtlas=z reapected in the

community. The ezpression of his wishes will receive

gome attention beczuse his fellow-tribespen deslre to_ >
stand well with him, or becnuse they fear his displezsure.

He may declars imr or rather plen r campalgn, but his

following from the fighting men will he voluntasrs moved

by personzl affeotion for him or by the confid:nce in

his obility to lead them where they will get revenze,
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or booty, or both. He cennot issue an order or levy
contributions®. 1) .

Thia ploture is trus if one obmorves ths nation
from without and forgets the previous history of the Is-
raelitic nation - or;, if you like, denles thet hiatory.
Thore still exlsted, sven in the dsys of the judges, &
very strong central suthority, not ona of men, but of God,
speaking through the Nosclo law. It was to this autho-
rity that the children of Israel repeatedly made azpeal
vhen they were opprenssd. Iorael was still a theooraoy.
The univerasal response to the grucsome messcge of the le-
vite in chapter ninclheen postulntes the common recogni-
tlon of one authority. IeDill writes: "In the ook of
Judges the Fontateuchal laws &nd history are repeateily
cnd varliously racognized. God's covenant with Ierael,
fhe prohibition of leaguos with the nations of Omnaan,
oh.3,6, endof intermerrisges with them, ch.1%,4.5 - of.
_zm.s. 2-12, the meperatio-n of the Ievites to the prieat-
ly offiae, oh.17,7-13, the lew of the ¥azarite, oh.]13,4. 5,
olroumoision, oh.1l4,3, a central place of worshiy, ch.19,
18, and neny other laws cnd institutions ars mentionei
Just an they are set forth in Deuteronomy and other books
of the Pentateuch". B2) .

The lew wes, then the es that under oses,
and the morality of 1tz administration 1s the morallity
of Jehovah. Departures from the law of the Lord did
not form precedents for the justification of later de-

1; "0ld Testmment History", p.88.
2) "The Moseic Authorship of the Pentateuch", p.208.
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feotions. It soems that the law was at times misinter-
proted, ac fnlse dootrine hes alutys been mingled with ' :
the word of fod. This mey well heve been the case in
the dootrine of vows - but that properly belings uader

D. Peligious Morelity.

Yhon we reocall vhioh relizions wera chiefly
followed in fonaan, and vhat the proportion of their inm-
fluence w=n, the status of the religious morality be-
comes nomevhat casler to ostablish. Add to this that
the entire period is chercoterized by sucocessive beck-
sliding end restoration, we come closer to its und:rsten-
ding, though 1t beoomos corressrondingly more diffioult
to make a comprehenclve ta.t.t. In cs muoh as tho
children of Icrasl followed the religion of Jehowah, the
morelity of thet relision is on as high & plane es Jeho-
veh Himnelf. There the nation fell utterly into Canse-
nitic idolatries and the ettending evilas, it w=s adequate-
ly suniched, as the book =umly showa. But these a2re only
the two extremess. All possible combinations of Jahvism
and bzallsm are to be traced. Ye mmest carefully distin-
guish then between that Thich wes done, motivated by Godls
law, end vhet by hea-tﬁen ethics. Even God's own heroes
wore not froe from Oecnmaanitic influences. Alexander lkg-
laren aptly ﬂ:;:l.t“ SThelr faith was lizited, and acted

but imperfectly on thelr morzl nature®".

Tt 1s possible 2lso that the law of God was only
partly and inper eotly knowm end understood by the people.
That seems to be ths case in Joshus 9, vhers the Isrme-

1ites were trioked into giving an oeth thet was contrary
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to the will of God by the Gibaonites who feared total
extinotion; yet the Isrzelitss felt bound to keep that
cath. The same was the oase in Judz.21 vhere they swor e
not to give their daughters to the Benjamites for wives.
If we grant thot JYephthah msaorificed his duughter, this
perversion m'ght have been the dsolding faotor here also.

¥I. The Morelity of the Author.

The purpose of the author in writing the Book
of Judges is stated thus by Starke in his Oommentary:
"Der endzweck dieses buches imst dreifech: 1} historisch,
2) verbildlich, 3) morzlisoh. (Der) morelische = eck
(ict), das volk durch exempel zu lehren, dass alles ihr
unglueok von dor uebartretung des goetlichen geset=zes,
alles lhr glueck und heil sbar von bussfertiger bekehr-
ung zu Gott und dem gehorsom gegen selne gebote herrushre,
walches oine vorberéitung auf dle boevorstehende kirchen-
reformation Samuels sein mollte".

Such tirades as those of Th. Feine and Joseph
Tewis, eto., are entirely besids the mark. . They look
only on the surfroe. They recd those narratives, which
the author relates btut by mo means condones, and then pro-
ceed to muster such expsnsive acousations as their minds
are able at the time to producs, failing to ses thet the
sdthor records his materisls very objectively. Starke:

"Die suenden und fehler, so man an den richtern, und son-
derlich dem Simson bemerket, sind keineswegs =zur nzch=-
folge oder sum deckmmntel der bosheit aufgesohrisben®.

. 2]
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Ihe Book of Judges teaches many beautiful lessons and
novhere lnoulcmtes by precept or by example any that
would not bear examination by our modern moral philo-
sophern.

VII. Conoclusions.

A. The injustice of objections asminet the true
religion on the basls of "Judgzes".

It hes been repeatedly stated that God did
not command the judzes to sin. Thelr sins wers born
of their owvn flesh. The religion of Jeshovah must not
be deduced from the blographies of the Isrselite leaders.
The rule of falth and lifec was the Iaw of !Moses, and that
this Jaw wvens knotvm and trught and observed in Iaorcel is
shotn insthe cuotations from Macdill, where he shows how
many of the Yosalo ntatutes were upheld. Ind-ed, there
were many trensrressions, but they were alwuys known to
bes such. "The IT=zw of the Loxrd 1s perfect'.

B. The objeotive chareoter of the nerrative.
william Smith records the objection: "It 1as

sald, these zots are more thon simply recorded. Ehud
1o immortalized as a deliversr and ruler in Israel;
Jeel receives the magnificent eulogzy of the inspired
prophetess”. "But the employment of the former for the
work Sor vhich he was fitted does not imply approvel
of 211 his ncts; and the latter is honored for her ser-
vices to ‘.I:ara-gi. without eny juipment being pessed on
the means by which they wers rendered®. 1)

1) "0l1d Testament History", p.338.

P ——




As in thess oxmmples so clso in others the author hes
recorded the fmots without comment. It is left for the
reader to drew the inferencem, chiefly that it was not
profitable to fall avey from God in eny way.

s Relation of ¥orslity to Religlion.

The reletion between mornlity end reoligion in
the he~then oults is well chown by Urcuhart: "A host
of degruding superstitions sprang from this ldolatry,
vhloh ftyruonnized over the mind &nd effecturlly siut out
froa thia relicion £ll morel®. 1) IMorality is en ex-
orenconce of religion. It ls the scme also in trus re-
lizion; yot tho morsla of-the Isreelitic people ere not
the morales of Jekovah, beccuns the priests of Jehowah
wore continuslly invelghing against the Cenzenite prec-
ticea. The history of orthodoxy in the period of the
Juigos ip sne uninterrupted protest abrinst the bazlim
gend ssheroth. YL cunnot be maintained, then, that the
religicn of Jehovah :as tho oause of the morsl sxaeanses,
ne:lt!:er dircotly nor indirectly.

D. Comparison of Israelite orallity Then and Inter.
The Noock of Judces gives us 2 clue &s to the
relation of morality in Isrsel then and later. It of-
ferns the comyrehensive statement: "And they forsook
the Lord fod of their fnthers, which brought them out of
the land of Egzypt, and followed other gods". That 1»
the first member of the comrarison. Under Samusl there

1l) "Hew BPible Guide", D.25.

23




=

was & thorough reorgmnizntion end restormtion, chioh con-
tinued in ita progress until it reached its olimax under

* Solomom. 7ith the division of the kingdom oame enother

great wave of heathenism, cgainst vhioch the kinpdom of
Judah romained firm longer than Israel, the northern kin -
dom. Under Josloh there wes enother reformation. At

the return from the exlle there wac & time of stzunch
feithfulness, likewise undor the tccebaes; but since the
coulng of our Lurd, the Jova must be regerded as &n un-
belloving seot, beccuse they refuse to accept the Savior
vho wan promised them so many centuries befors.
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I¥. The Morslity of Indiviaue Personms.

A. Oaleb offering hins M‘tor. Juds.1,12:13.
L

Harper says of Celeb: "He offers, in purs Eas-
tern custom, the bribe of a woman. =--- Does not a love
story lie behind the few words which follow? 1)

It is hardly necessary to oonjootu'i in this fash-
ion. e need not jJustify tho aat, beocsuse the Bible no-
wvhero commands it. It is racorded without comment, ob-
Jeotively. The incidont must be understood in the light
of those times. Caleb had no divine command to make this
offer. Fe probably did not make this offer without the
consent of hia deuzshter, simlilarly as a father ocould not
drvote his daughter to the Iord without har consent. Eis
doughter, Aohrah, one would suprose, would not be reluo-
tant %o give thin ocnsent, l'laneingthet she might become
the wife of the greatest hero of tho time, the men who
would have asmitten the oclty of Mabir:

B. Ehud, b
L The story of Thud's stabbing Eglon is przsumably
"ona of thoso which Faine would ocall "peltry contemptible
tales of oruel tortuous exsouticn®. If is a story such as
scoffers delight in oriticising "because they are in the
Bible'. Thers have been many similar cocurrences 1ln his-
tory‘. which, hovever, draw out no condemnatory :pn.lqu.i.r'n.del.
Thers are Hermodias of Athens, the Roman youth, who had
the consent of the Senatus to stab Forsene, and, la later

" nigtory, Tilliam Tell. By justifying the act of Xhud we

1) Harper, "The Bible and Yodern Biscoveries', r.1l76.
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do not wish, horever, to subatantinte tha Jesuitical
prinociple, that murder in such cases is not only per-
mitted but & duty. o msk that Fhud be treated with the 5
felrness as other men in history. .;
i In addition to this is mmet noi; be forgotten

that Bhud wus carrying out in part the goneral command

of %od againat the Cunsanites, and Thud had an GXpress ...

meseage (thing, or aot) against Eglon, Juds.3,15.30.

He vas railsed up by Jehovah to deliver the Xsreelites.

That does not mean am yot that fod's command to Ehud wes 1:

to otab Eglon ns he did. Thud found his owm means, not |
; maiting for further revelation. FHe thus "prevents® the

plans of fod, humanly speaking.

- s

f, Jacl,

Jool delivered the Xaraelites from Jebin by kil-
ling hin eaptein Sisers with a tent-peg, pounding it
through his temples. Ferper oalls this "s terrible sto-
ry". 1). Thomnon cuotes Dr.Xitto, ssying: "It was a
most Sreacherous murder, wantinz all the extenuations
which were arrlicable to the assassination of King Eglon
by Thud®. 2) ‘

It 1s not necessery that we defend the morslity
of her act. Deborah 1ndesd m!_.ln Jael for the delivery
she has wrought for Isrmel, but she atreases only the de-

- sunrv. she does not praise the method which Jael used, -
Judg.B,24-27.

1) Harper, "The Bible rnd ¥odern Discoveries®, p.188. |
2) Ym. E. Thomson, "The Iand and the Book, ;.218. ‘
l
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But, sguin, there sro many clpoumatences that
shed 1ight on her dead, ennbling us to underatand ths
murder from her viewpoint, and those “"eztenuztiona® chich
were =prlleehble in the ceso of Thud &re LY no msens won-
tiag. "7e noed by no mesns ta¥e for grented thet beczuas
tho Konites vere not at =ar with the tyrannicel Jabin,
that thersfore thoy were treated with juastice by hiaz. It
is nearly cortain that in those lawless times the defense-
leen ¥enites would he oppressed by Jabin and would sizh
for and sladly embrsce cny opzortunity to escere from hias
intolerable hondage. This deliverer, thersfors, would
be cntoamed & patrict end hero, nmot a murderer®. 1)

Jael may have had cpoolal reasons to fear and hate
Slsor=, Fe, being in commmnd, would most cartsinly sbuse
then, or cllow them to be insulted without redress by
his rude ﬁoldi:ara. Jeel or oorie of her friends might have
beon Injured in the hichest dogree.

The peculiar lew ia regaid to csylum demerves to
be conpidered. It 1z usuclly because of Jeel's disregard
for this law that she is no soverely berated. <a,Thomson:
"The settlod Arebs ¥now nc such laws, and I do not be-
1ieve that the Kenites dic". .. :

The wholae history of the tribe of Heber, the Kenite,
effirma that they were friends of God's people end perhaps
believers. They would sympathize, and. thiough not taking
sides at first, would seizs the oprortunity vhen the Ca-
neanites wers totally overthrown, e&s heres cafter the de=-

1) Wm. Thomeon, "The Iand and the Book", r.218.
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feat of Sisers. g - .!Y
Te must alno romember that if the Kenites had mt-
tempted to shield and aid Siscra efter his defeat, they ]
would have rendcrod themselves partisans in the mar on *
the losing side ond micht heve boen troated as enemies [
by the now victorious Izrzelites. ”
After listing theso and mors extenuations Thom-
son continuee: "Cn thoe vhole, therefére, I concluds
that 1f all tha ocircumstances and influsnces which im-
relled Joel to the doring sot and sustalned her in 1it,
were known, we should find that she vioclated neither the
customs of her peorle, nor the laws of war then in forae,
nor the abstract and greater laws of rightaocusnesn, by
thu? daatroying tha en2my of God's people and the oppres-
gor of hor own, who from neceasity sought in her tent an
caylum to which he had no Tight, and the grenting of
vhich might have involved her end her whole fumlly in
ruin., === Under thene impressions I osn Jjoin Deborah in
celebrating the deed and the actor: Juds.B, 24-3C".

= g e o e 2
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D. Peborgh gnd Barak.
1. ige of a ite © .

It would scem from the 24th verse of the song of
Deboreh that she gevae Jael unnodified przise for her
dreadful act. The poetess sings, "Blessed above women
phall Deel the wife of Eeber the Xenite be, blessad shall
she be above women in the tent®. But we mey question -.
vhether eny moral commendetion is directly intended.
Jael is eulogized not for her pecullar method but for her

T 112 e e i

del:!.very of Israel. Deborah's joy here is national and




not religious. If we were to ocharge Deborah with a low -
standard of morelity, then 1t wopld be as just to regard
the heathen Yevos and Perciens as & truly pious people
because they ars called fod's "sanctifiel one' to do His
work of vengennce on Babylon (¥s.13,3), &s, from what is
seld in Dshorsh's song, to consider Jeel an example of
rightaousnese.

8. The venreful Spirit of the Song.

The apirit of this song is similar to that
vhich we find in "the minatory, or imprecatory, pszlms,
vhich in modsrn times heve sc frequently been asssiledl 1)
These are Pss.l37,7-9; 129, 19=83; 35; 109, etc. With
regard to t_hi. Koll writes, touching:-especially the
heaping of wverbs in verse 27: "Dioc Heoufung der Worte,
nicht well olch derin die '"Lust befriedigter Rachgierde
aunspricht *, 2) In. Thomson hes this to say, af-

| ter offoring meny oxtemuations of Jeel's act: "Under
| those impressions I can join with Deborzh in celebra-
' ting the deed and the motor: Judg.B, 24-30". 3)

Te orn go even farther snd say with Stceckhardt: "Das

var kein Heuchelmord, keine Suende, sondern ein Gott
gefeolligas Werk des Glavbens. Es helsxt ausdruecklich,
dapz der Horr den Sissera in die Hand eines Welbes ge-
geben hatte. Da machte (es var Gottes Wille) es kelnen
tnterschied, ob’'die Feinde mit Gewalt oder mit List
iulsarnttot surden'. 4) There is, in_faot, no need
ntroduation to 0.T., Conocordis Fubl. Eouse, 1.57.
¥eil-Delitzach, "Commentery on Judges®, B,27.

Ym. Thomson, "The Land and ths Book", p.220.
Stoeckhardt, "faschichte das A.T." D.
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of an apology of Deborah's praise of Jael since the latter
is not reprehensible. Juel's deed snd Deboreh's song

are Dleaning to flod. The mntter that Jehovah should be
pleased to destroy the Censanites, we have treated above.

E. Gideon.
1. P 5 of aitles of Sucmoth and
Whila discussing the Book of Juiges ﬁ ne

io moved to exclaim: "The Bible is filled with mur-
derl®™ 1) Tindoubtedly he has in mind elso the punish-
ment of the people of Suomoth and Panuel, Judk.f,4-17,
vho had refused to suprort the ocause of Isrsel's deli-
vary from the Midiecnlites. Nore than that, they =ers
traltora and hyrocrites !..n their dealings with the chosen
mon of Ood. Tn their treason against Gldeon it follows
thot they wore traitorous agninat Jehovah. They desplsed
his deliverer, they d=spised God. Therefore their punish~-
ment m=a in every raspect jJust. 2) The mode of Pu-
nidhment, “thorna of the wildernessa e&nd briars"; vhich
appears stronge to us,muat be teken in the light of the
times. "T% is not unneturslly susscoted in the Ezst,
chere men are eccntinually lsoerating their half-olothed
bodies with thorns in pessing through thickets®. 3)
Tt might, howsver, appear that Gldeon were acting in a
vindiotive spirit. But being a man of %od, en example
of fnlth, HEebr.1l,32, we may look upon him as exeouting
upon them the righteous wreth of %od upon l'.':l.- disloy=l

1) Th. Paine, "Age of Ronmon', D.lld.
2) Xell-nelitszsch, "Gommmntary on Judgen", 8,17.
3) ¥m. Smith, "0.T. History®, p.349.
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children,
2. Sotting up the Fphod.

After the succeznful asmpelgan szelast the Midi-
enites thoe men of Israel ecoked Gldeon to ba thelr kingz.
Ee refused. However, he .?aquestud the: to bring thelr
golden earrings and other golden tr':l.n!:atn to hlsi, aad
out of this masns of gold he mnnde & lerge ephiod which he
sot up in Orareh. What Cld=zon's motivas were, we ure
not ftold. Wowever, it is gsriain that this ephod was
toz hervy thut 1t could ba worn Ly tha priest of ths ta-
bornacle. His motive cennot have besn pure veiaglory,
boezuse ue Moy expeot thet in thzat event ho would huve
sccopted the crown. Yet we cannot Lrove him eatirely
without fonlt. - The zet woo then reprshensible chisfly
bsosune "ho &nnroactged upon the rrercyzstives of tha
Aoronitle pricasticcd®. 1) The outcome was disasatrous
1o the Isrueliten beosuse they :I.-deli.:'eﬁ this ephiocd. PBut
that does not properly come under our discussion of the
morality.

3. Hip later Years.
gldeon foll intc the sin into which Solcnon

later alsc fell. "He had many wives". In this he .trans-
gressed the laws of Jehovah. This aot of his is not con-
doned in Soripture. It is recorded without comrent and

does not constitute & blot upon the morality of Jehovah.
His sin brought its retribution ia the next gemeration,
in the history of Abimslech.

1) Feil-Delitzsch, "Comxentary on Julgas®, 8, £7.
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The acousation in this caoe comss from the king
of the ohildren of Amcon, a contemporary of Jephthah.
This king onme to reclsim some land which had belonged
to his people several ocenturlies agec. h‘arhthnh sent mes-
sengers to zek the king why he was coming to fight. %“ind
~the king of the children of Ammon answered unto the messen-
gers of Jerhthah, Recause Isrmel took away my land, Then
they came up out of Egypt, from Armon even unto Jabbok,
and unto Jordan: now therefore restors those lands again
peaceably". (Judg.11,15.) This 1s a charsoteristio dis-
pley of oriental presumption. Over three hundred years
provious to thls incidant the Ierczelites had taken the land
in questlon fron the Amorites. Tha latter hud conguered
it froxm the Amrconites, and now the Ammonites came to the
5 children of Israel to reolzin the land. "It was not to
be oxpected that they (the Isruslites) would comquer the
country frox the powerful kings who had 1t in poczsession '
for the_ mere purpose of restoring it to the anclent ococou- g
,%

panta®. 1) The Isrmelites were now the rightful owners.
By remeilning silent for so ANy years while Israel was in
possession, the Ammonites had forfeited their claim to the
land. This inoident has "lzid down the just prinoiypls
whioh has besn followed out !..n the practice of civilized
nations, and is maintained by all the great sriters on
the law of ngtions." :

1) '0lintock and Strong, Cyclopsdia, sub Jerhthah.
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19 mooted Ssorifice of his Dausht
Judis.11,26-40 hus ocoasioned the comsent: *The
Bible Sanoticns Human Seorifice and Cannibeliss®. 1)

fn this question it is not loft to us to determine

nhpthor Jerhthah did according to his vow or not. Judg.
11,39 is clear enough: "And it came tc; rases at the end of
two months, that she returnsd unteo her father, who did
with her sacording to his vow zhich he had vowepd".

7a have greater diffioculty in determining what
his vow was. Tho Authorized Version translates: "If thou
shalt without full deliver the children of Ammon into
mine hunds, Then it shall be, that whatsoever comesti forth
cf the doors of my house to meset me, when I return in yeace
from tho chlildren of Amzon, shzll aurely be the Iord's,
and Y will offer it up for a burnt offeringt.

It 1o poscible also to translate: "Shall surely
be the Iord's®, or "I will offer it u) for a.burnt of-
fering. Cf. I Kings 18,27; Ex.21,16; II Sam.2,21; Prov.
30,8. ’

Starke suggests: Des affixum des Tortes -

u ?‘.‘l".’p'(zp" kann auch auf das kurz vorher-
gohende * 7]n:¢t » gezogen, und also usbersstzt
werden: und ich will ihm (dem Herrn) ein frandopfer
opfern. Jos.15,19; II Sam. 7,9. :

Tange (taking "and" instead of "or* ) has this
to say: "Man ersieht, dasz in .'ril.t'tao.hl' worten, 'es
vird Gott gehosren, und ich werde es.zum Oxfer bringen',

1) James Pontius, "Eoly Bible in a FNutshell®, T.4.
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keines Tautolcgle sein ksna. Es decken sich beide Saetze
nicht, nie koennen nicht fusr eimander stehen. Die All-
gemeinheit und Weite des Telusbdes mzchte beide Zustze
nootig, da einsr ullein fuer beide Faelle, ifenschen *
und Thiere, nicht susgereiocht hastte".

Olearly all these tuke for granted that in making
this vow, Jephthah had both man and beadt in mind, as co-
ming from the door of the house to most him. It 1z not
necessary, however, to conolude from the faot that he speaks
of the door of his house that he had only a human bsiag ]
in mind. The Hebrew word for door has a mmuch wider meaning,
Tor is it true that only a human being could come "to mneat"
him, Gesenius sub * X ™) P II", enccunter, meet, come "ob-
vian®. The poasibllities, then, wore that he could he
met by a human being, or by a clean or an unclesn animal.
An unclean animal oould not have been ssorificed to the
Lord. That would have been-an aborination to the Lord.
Starke: “Fand nun eine Badingung statt in abaloht auf
dle thiere, so findet sle vielxshr platz in absloht auf
einen menschen: Denn, wuerde nicht ein unachuldig
nlnh_;nopfe;.' dem Herrn nooh viel mehr als das opfer won
einem unreinen thiere, misfasllig gewesen seln?"

Would Jephthah have vowed to offer a human belng
as a burnt offering? liany contend that "Jerhthah was &
rude Gileadite, whosse spirit had become hardened by his
previous life as a frecbooter®. Eerthean asks, "wo ist
denn Jephta als der Kasmpfer fuer das Gesetz und als
Vertreter der mosaisohen Frinmipien geschildert?® 1)

IJ E. Berthean, "Zur Geschichte der Israsliten', p.296,
* note.
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Yo ars sabisfied thut Jeyhthah was not such as these

men desoribe him. Hebreds 11,32 holds him before as
an example of faith. It was for that reason that he

vas ohosen to "Jjudze" Israsl. His freebooting does not
warrant the conolusion upon his religlous ohamtur: The
analogy of David proves tiat. e note, also, that in his
dealinges with the king of the Ammonites Jephthah observed
laws given by oses, ovon quoting from them. His msntion
of the God Chemosh to the king of the Amon_ltll was made
in the mammer of an argumentum ad hominem.

But even though Jephthah =zes a righteous man, he
could err and make such & rash vow. The patriarchs com-
mtted similar inconsistencios. - Yot Jephthah was very
cautioun and sober in his dealings with the Israelites
vhen thay arrronched him and likewise with the Ammonites,
and this vow was not made in tumult of battle but at a
time when he could think over what he voved. It seems
thet Jephthah Imew well enough what the consequences
might be. He vowed just as he did because he intended
no light vou. >

Did he then intend to saorifice the person that
might come as & burnt offering? He muat have been ao-
guainted with thoss nmumerous condemmations of human
sacrifice that ring through the books of Moses., Is-
rael would hardly have permitted him tc have gone to that
" extrems of heathen idolatry because they had Just retur-
ned to penltent grief. They would 'hnn objecoted as they
; 'd:ld. vhen Saul was about to slay Jonathan, I Sam.l4,44.
This impresses us the more since there was a lapse of
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two months during vhich the news could srresd over all the 55
tribes. ; “

The Sorirtures novhere condemn his vor &8 not in ao-
cordance with the will of Aod. In fact from the words, “he
did mocording to his vow", one mry take that the historian
rezardn its excoution with aprrobaticn. So Esil. g

7o have sufficient resson, thersfore, to sesk far-
the:r! as to vhat tho purport of the vor was. !Many mda:n_l
comrentatora have elaimed that Jephtheh's daughter wes de-
yoted to the mervice in the temple. This viex cannot stznd,
howevar, an lueng as 1t sots aside the * 7)) ! §9 ", Xeil
has gilvon petisfaotion on that acore. Te gucte hils Com=
nentary on *"Judgzes®, L.55C: "In dem Torte ! ﬂ‘. 1y ¢
lient nicht wie in dem dzutschen ~orte Eranlopfer der Ee-
criff don Varbronnena, sonderm mur das Aufateizen zuf den
Altar cder die veoellize Einsebe an dea Herra. ! ﬂ£ 2!
ist dea 9onzopfor im Uaterschisde von den endernm Urfern,
von wolchen nur ein Tell dom Herrm ueberéeben wurde. Yenn
mn eine Jungfrau zum gaistliohen ! ﬂg 79 ' bestimmt
wurde, so verstand es sich von selbat, dansz sis fortan
ganz dem Horrn geshoeren, also lebesnslaenglich Jungfrau sein
und bleiben muszte. --~ Ucber diesen geiatlichen Opfer-
dienst erfahren wir zwar aus dem A.T. nichts nasherss; aber
das Fehlen genausrer Angaben darusber berechtigt keines-
falls dazu, die Sache selbest in Abrede zu stellen. Aauch
ueber den gaistlichen NDienst der Telber bsl der Stifts-
huette fehlen nashere Ilachrichten, und wir wuerden ueber .
diese Ins.'l_;l.tuti.on gar nichts erfahren habesn, wenn nioht
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d=s helligen Beckens geopfort und aspaetor die Soshne
TEli's solche Walber geschaondst hzetten®.

This interpraetation is & very recent one in tha hia-
tory of the interprotation of this passage. =ithout a
kaowvn ezcoption the fathera belleved that thers Tus &n
acturl bloody sucrifice. The zcholaatic age followed this
earlier intergratuation. Iuthor zrites: "Ian will sr habe
sle nicht goopfert; aber der Text steht da klax®. 1) The
later Jewlsh interpreters were the first to assert that it
was not literally a burnt offering. This 1s what Iuther
bhad in mind. This view of Luther continued after him,
Shukenpesrs writes: 2)

"To keop thst ocath wers more implety
Than Jeyuthah's, wihen he sacrificed his daughter.

Howaver, we ars constrained to apply Iuther's Lrineciple to {
these venerable and sincore theclogians: "Darum ist es
hoth, --- dasz sie das, so der Wehrheit und dem rechten
VYorstande nicht gemmesz ist, X*ushnlich verwerfen, da=mit
sle n:l.c-h'l; durch dan groszen Taasn und Ansehen der Vaster
und FKirchenlehrer betrogen werden, wis ich und alle
Sohulen der Theologsn betrogen und verfushrt worden
sind®". 3) The question is not how it has bean interpre-
ted but how it ought to be interpreted.
The view that Jephthah's daushter was devoted to
the service in the tmh'ﬂ.tl into the historiocal re-
oo:.'d. = in apite of n:l.l that modern oritios might say
about primitive standqrds of ilioss times.-It is, in &
T oRse Qible edited by Veit Districh.

2) ITI. Henry VI, Act B, So.l, line 91.32. !
3) Tuther I, 288, ’




fact, in support of their hypothesis that they ars mso
eager to regard it as an actual bloody sacrifice, making
it to constitutd a sign of ths time. - One partiocular
whioh 1s best understood in this way is that the daughter
asks to bs left alone to hemail her virginity, not her
death. She asks to go into seclusion. Chastity domends
that she should not bewall her virginity in the o:l.ty._ in
the premcnco of men. It were stranze that she would flse
from her home and her fethor when her death was to follow
ugpon her raturn. Her willingness to ughold her father's
oath tonds to supgort our view, °%Jere she to ﬁave been |
sacrificed, she would bave been more sorrowful. Thers is |
no trag of blood in the merrative. Thore is not a word ; '
about a preparation for the burnt offering nor about a {
reactlion of the people. The conclusion is that there was |
no blood in the narrative. The magnitude of Jephthah's
grief is reudlly undorstood even though the performance of
his vow did not mean the death of his duughter. His plens
ware to found a regal house, Judg.ll,f=-11. This attempt
was fructrated by the t_launhto:l.-_'l dovotion to the lIorxd.
It 18 objeocted that although women served in the
temple, thelr obligation to celibacy cannot be proved.
Eut the silence of Soripture is no proof toc the contrary.
The words of Clericus also find thelr full application
here: "“Frofeocto non est, ut saepe dixi, putandum tam
exiguo volunine, qpale est Vetus Testamentu:, contineri
cnnauntudimi ommes Ecbrasorum, aut plenam omnium sorum,
quas apud eos :!'a.ota. sunt, historiam haberi. Quare necesss

est ad multa subinde alludl quae non adsequimur, quis




alibi eorum mentio nulla ooccurrit®. Agsin, it is ob- agj
jeoted the national institution of the annuzl celasbration
of this ovent were disproportiomate. Te muat not forget,
hovever, how great a figure Jephthah was in the eyes of
Israelites after he dalivered them from the Ammonites.
Such days were then as maturally and as easily lnaugura-
ted as our other's.Day or Father's Day toduy. And just
this annual celebration may be adduced in suprort of the
posltion that the mald was not sacrificed. The Israslite
girla went out amnu=lly to "lament", as the Xing Jamens'
Veralon has it. But the correct meaning of the word there
used is "to repeat often, to rehearse; hence to omo-.
morate, to rraise, to celebrate"; Gessnius' Thesaurus I
sub* ;7JP I, o. *§" Judg.11,40. Compars Arab. |
" ot I, 1to celebrate with praise, pr. to utter!. !
“Four days @ year the Isreelitish maidens célebrated this |
inoident in their mation's history. Is it oredible that
such a place would have besn given to the praise and ce-
lebration of one of the darkest deeds which man had ever
perpetrated?™ 1) The anmnual oelebration of a human sa-
orifice would not have been rmaorded in such & comasnda-
tory and approving mammer as is thia olnbnt!.t;n.
w7e conolude that it is certainly not contrary to
the record _which has been left for us to maintain that
Jerhthah's daughter was not llterally burned. Te would
not feel justified in stating our accnolusioan differently.
Considered in this manner, ihe morality of Jerhthah's
vow needs no disoussion. His vow was neither rash nor

1) Urquprt, “New Bibl. Guide®, vol.V, p.101.




uncertain. But even thoss who argue that ths outoome
was not so satisfactory could not raise a valid objeotion
against the morality beczuse the Soriyptures norhere com-
mend the vow nor its fulfilment, and Jephthah's mention
in Hebrews 11,32 does not make him in every respect &
perfect human being. FKad he killed her, we would be jus-
tified in ragerding it as ons of the terrible sins that
even a gervant of the Iord might commit in his tengporary
yerverslion.

9« The Shi.bbo;th..g— tory.
After the conquest of the Ammonites the Ephra-

imites ocomplained insolsntly that they had not besn asked
to fight agulnet the Amronites. "And Jephtheh said unto
them, I and my people were at great strife with the oh.'l.:l.-_
dren of Amvon: and when I ealled you, ye delivered mes
not out of thoir hands". A battle ensued in which Jeph-
theh again showed his eroellent strategzy by mansuvering
to get control over their river orosaing. The Ephraimi-
tes were dofeated, and, in a.dd.!.t:l.oz.l. thelr retreat vas
cut off, Jerhthah punished them very seversly. ke
seems to us to have been oruel to excess

"In that sore battle when sc many died

without reprieve, adjudged to death

For want of well yronouncing Shibboleth".
= :ﬂlt“l-

It wvas certainly just to yunish these insurgent Ephral-
mites. The faot that such a great number of them were
killed does not affeot the justice. There were 42,0CC
who were killed in the battle, counting those who died




at the river, being unable to pronounas the "sh" sound. fﬂ
The method by which the Tphraimites were determined

can hardly be called into question. It gave some of

them a chance to save thelr :I.'l.vu..n'b doubt, and hard-

1y would any Gileadite try to oross pretending he uere

an Ephraimite.

%. Sumaon,
The Zpistle to the HEebrews, chapter eleven: "Eow

faith is the substance of things hoped for, the evidence
of thinss not seen. ¥For by it the elders obtezined a
good report. ----- And what shall I more say? for tih
ti=a would fall me to tell of (Gedzon, and of Earak, and
of Sameon".

Sanuon is lauded for his faith. 2By it he has
obtzined a good roport. This does not, however, neces-
sltate his oomplete exoneration 3'1 all the deeds which
ke did. If Te remsmber that on the whols he oarried out
the will of %od agsinst the Fhilistines, and that in
those exploits in Thich he follcwed the bent of his own
mischievous and lascivicus impulses he transgressed the
sams laws which other simners trsusgress, and that he
vas denerving of dammation ans any other sinner, and
that it was by repentance and faith that he had for-

; givenenss of sine, we shzll have no difficulty with the

morallty of his wariocus oxpsriences.
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