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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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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.




