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T IORALITY OF

I.A, Purpose. ) 1
It has been coinson in recent decades to heap

calumny uron Jehovah and to deprecate his religion beczuse

his chosen Ieolle. and especizlly the Hud'es. did nct per=-

fectly urhold ;ﬁis precerts in their .r.-ord's and in their ae-

tions. The jpurpose of thiz discusazion i= tc show that the

records ffon the DIBock of Judges, tc which excerption has

80 frequently'hauﬂ taken, oast nc reflection upon the true

religlon of Jehovah. The dlscourse will 1lainly be anclo-

getic in nature, couprising ovjectlons that have been or

can be ralilsed aguinat the morality of the book.

!

The purpose of this paper is not tc eaﬁablish

the moral standard obtaining in tniﬂ reriod of u:scruer.
as thouzhh Lthe sitandard cof Jehovahn vere inferior tc tuat of
a later day, in that the deeds of Cod's srecially cliozen

d=liverers were to be an example to His 1enple &l3C worsl=

ly, thereby muking the standard. An objective examination
of this morality would prcve it the same as the Eiblical
morality of any o+her age; Lut that lies beyond cur dis-
cusslon. Agsin the purpose is not to krove that the Jumbea
or God's people did notbing contrvry tc the moral law of

God.

B. The Sccre.

The subject of our investisation, then, araa agiama

actions and speeches recorded in the Book of Judges which i3
have heen interpreted as proving that the morality of Jehc-

vah had been of an order parallel to that of the Canaznite
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peorles, or, possibly, lower.

we shell not enter upon the historicity
of the narrative, nor upon the integrity of the boock, nor
upon its cancnicity except where thesze coasiderations are

imnediately involved or where they aid in the purpcse of

the whole.

C. Mode of rrocegdure.

It wii& be neceszary to state the cibjectlona,
both those of a summary nature and those more srecizllized.
7e shall determine whethér the respective crtéic has a"hy-
pothesls to maintain", or whether, perhaps, he objects "just
pecouse it is in the Bible". The axiom tc whalch we shall
huve frequent recurrence is this: The Bible does not'&déﬁt
ell the sctions which it records. 1) With the help of
this principle we shall establish whether thers }q a real
difficulty, i.e., whether the author or Scripture elsewvhere
aprroves of the resyective deed. We cannot count among our
problems those deeds of which Scrirture expressly disaprroves
nor need we dlscuss those transgressions whose conssqguences
were their adequate punishment. In these cases, however, we
shall point out the ccnaequences. Finally, we must alsc dis-

tinguish what motlvated the actor to the particular dezd,
wnether it was the Spirit of the Lord or whether it was his

owvn carnal desire.

1) william Smith, "0ld Testament History", p.335.
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II. General Objections to Morality and Implications.
In diﬁcusaing the general objections to the

Book of Judges we must distinguish two viewpoints which

are diametrically oprosed to each other. e believe that
Jehovah. 18 the Lord of All. Modern criticism turns this
upside down and would have us believe that Jehovah is the
product of the age, and that the conception of Jehovah

changedl as the moral character of the Israelites was developed
and elevated. To determine, then, what manner of god Jeho-
vah was at that time, we must seek to discover wvhat kind of
people the Israelites were.

Yow, according to Th. Paine, the record of these
times abounds in "obscene stories, voluptuous debaucheries,
oruel tortucus executions, and unrelenting vindictiveness". 1)
It is true, the age of the jJudges is n_dark one, but the dark-
ness 1s that which was superinduced upon the religion of Je-
hovah by the surrounding ;;;:%Qn% If the idolatry of the Ca-
nsanites, into which the people of Jehovah were continually
lapsing, were taken as criterion for the morality which the
relizion of the Israelites inculcated, then indeed Jehovah,
as a product of the age would be a raltry idol; for the wor-
dhib of the Canaanites was one of fear and sensuality. Says
Urquhart: "It is usual to regard this as the barbaric period
of Israelitisch history. There was no central government
and.‘therefore, no provision, it is suprosed, for the deve-
lopment of national unity. Tach tribe settled down in such
part of its allotted portion as it was then able tc wrest

1) Th. Paine, "Age of Reason", p.24.




Frnm its former rossessors, lived an isolated life, and
sank, it is suprosed, into de=pening barbarism and mia-rule.
Israel (it is suprosed) was indeed led into Cenaan: but

that was all. There was no further Divine provision". 1)

We may add that the period before the entry in-
to Canaan is regarded as equally devoid of Divine guidance.
Israel is thought as being a horde of nomads desperately
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 Ysraclites made their Zod. Then Jehovah
would be of the same "locel color" as Basl, the terrors of
whose wrath "appealed'to the fear of erring men" and as Ash-
toreth, who catered "to their thirst for sensual pleasure". 3)

This critical picture of the religion of Jehovah
1s drawn without regard for previous Israelitic history. The
Pentateuch rings with cries warning the children of Israel .
to abstain from idolatry - and these cries cannct be disre-
garded, beccuse they are meaningless in a critieally recon-
structed history of Israel. 4) Note especially Dt.7,1-6:
"when the Lord thy God shall bring thee intc the land whither
thou goest to posmsess it, and hath cast out many nations be-
fore thee, the Hittites, end the Sirgashites, and the Amo-
rites, and the Canaanites, and the Perizzites, and the Hi-
vites, and the Jebusites, seven nations greater and mightier
than thou; And when the J.ord thy God shall deliver them be-

.fore thee: thou shalt smite them, and utterly destroy them;
1) Urouhart, Wew Biblical Suide", Vol.5, ».9.
2) Lewis Browne, "This believing world".

3; Urquhart, "New Bibliczal Guide", 18.22.
4) of. Fx.22,20;23,24.




thou shalt make no covenant with them, nor shew mercy unto
them: Neither shalt thou make marrisges with them; thy daugh-
ter thou shalt ﬁot glve unto his son, ncr his daughter shalt
thou take unto thy son. TFor they will turn awsy thy son
from following me, that they may serve other gcds: sc will
the anger of the Tord he kindled =zzalnst vou, and destroy thee
suddenly. But thus shall ye deal with them: ye shall destroy
their altars, and break down their images, and cut down their
groves, and burn thelr graven images with fire. TFor thou
art an holy people unto the ILord thy God: the ILord thy God
hath chosen thee tc be & syecizl people unto Himself, above
all peorle that are upcn the face of the earth". ﬂbdegn_eri-
ticism recuires much viclent wrenching of historicazl doéhments,
such &8s has promptly been done in placing the Zock of Deut.
at a later date.

2longside of meny more genersl attacks on the
Bock of Judges thers is great decrying of the scts of the
varicus judges. These will be taken up under thelr sera-
rate heads.

The authcr of the bock is severely deali with,
as are all the Scriptursl writers. e offer an outburst
of that stamp. Joseph Jewis says of the nineteenth: chap-
ter: ""hy a story of this kind should be in the Bible is
not difficult to understand. It would be out of rlace any-
where else. Although it has absolutely- no connection with
any act that has the slichtest semblance to anything that
has any bearing in any way with moral teaching, it 1is ne;er-
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theless quite a proper episode for the Bible to relate. It
has not only no moral purport, but 1z absolutely devold of
anything that would make 1t celsbrated as an imrorsl (im-
mortal?) story. It is so repugnant to cur present-day un-
derstanding that its notice in this bock is nerely for the
purpose of calling your attenticn tc 1t, and msking you cog-
nizant of the atories, with which the Eible is filled". 1)
"Certes", no smount of argumentative and apoclogetic writing

cotild change the ftune of such a fife.

1) Joseph Lewis, "The Bible Unmasked", £.107.
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III. The lorality of Jehovah.
A. In His treatment of the Conuznites.

- & criticism of the morality of Jehovah which |
has frequently been reiterated, especinlly in the atheistic
camp, 15 that He had comnunded the complete exterminaticn of
the Canaanite tribes, and that therefore the ccnquest of
Canaan by the Hebrew tribes had bsen acconmlanled by "a streaun
of innocent blocd". 1) \

True it is that Jehovah comusnded that the Ca-
nasznites be killed. =vidence Dt.7,2: "And when the ILord
thy God shall deliver them before thee: thou shalt smite

" them and utterly dastroy them; thou shalt make no covenant

with them, nor shew mercy untc them". ILikewise verse 16.
Eut the Just_ice of this command is ancther cuesticn. Far
from belng an act of most wioclent injustice, 1t wes an act
of asincerest mercy toward the world at large. It is usuzlly
forgotten that Jehovah did not permit the execution of this
comrand until the iniquity of those nations was full. Com-
pare Gen.l1l5,16: "But in the fourth generation they shall
come hither again: for the inicuity of the Amorites is not
yet fulln, 2) Jcechovah gave the Canaanites many years of
grace, more than He gave to 'i;he senerations at the time of
Noah.

when at last the command toc destroy was execu-
ted, the QCanaanites were sc hopelessly depraved, that no

measures used against them could rossibly be termed cruel.

1} Frd. Delitzsch, "Babel und Bibel", II, 32.
2

Ed. Koenlg, "Theologle des Alten Testaments", p.185«
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Any reliable record will bear out the truth of Lev.l&,25:
"And the land is defiled: therefore I do visit the iniqui-

R —— |

ty therecf upon it, and the land itself vomiteth out her
inhabitants". And the justice of Jehovzh's comzmand 1s at-
tested in v.28 where the Israelites are threatened with a
like consecuence, viz: "That the land spue not you out also,
when ye dafile it, as it spued out the nations that were
before you".

Clezarly the reason for the slaughter of the
inhabitants of fanasn was not, primsrily, tc make rcom for
the Israelites, whom Jehcvah had arbitrarily chosen tc be
His pecple, but the wickednesz of those naticns. God only
used the Israeclites as instrumenis of wrath in these wars
of extimtion. "Tt is finally all one matter whether God
uses storm, flood, earthquake, or sword as instrument of

divine wrath". 1) If the moral Justice of the Canaznite

wars is to be impusned, why not refer alsc to the .moral
Justice of the earthquake at Lisdibon o to those of our ,
times in Japan, Wew Zealand, or Nlcarasua?

B. In His Relations with His own Fsople.
A problem wholly different from the fcregecing

L R R R R Er=————

is Jehovah'a morality in relation to His own people. Tell-
hausen ridicules the "burden cf the Bock of Judges:

nabfall Drangsal Bekehrung Ruhe,

Abfall Drangsal Bekehrung Ruhe". 2)
Ee regards it as unworthy of the Great Grea?or cf heaven

and earth to be so intimately connected with s morally

1) Theo. Graebmer in "History of Isrzel", F.%. Dept.
2) wellhausen, "Prolegomena zur Geschichte Israels",p.Z38.
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spineless people such as the Israelites, tc be rerresentéd
as angry and always willing toc be reconciled whpn the pres-
sure of the Canananite hostility became tcc great for the
renitent tribe, until finally the measure of Eis wrath was
full, aﬁd in His exasreration ¥e said tc the children of
Israel 1) : "Go and ery untc the gods which ys huve chosen;
let them dzliver you in the tixe of your tribulation".

But 7ellhausen forgsets the purpcse of the Eook
of Judzes and the place it cccuries in the record of Israe-
lite history. To the later Israelites and to the Christian
fhurch teday it is 2 monumenicl dccument of evidence that
ficd's grace i1s limitless. The Bock of Judses was an un-
surrassed scurce of comfert for the Jews =t the time of the
Exile. It was such, no doubt, slready for David and Sclc-
mon, F3.10(5. Tt shows how God 13 at the same time unbounded
in His grzce thouch unbendinz in His Justice. It 1s the
illuatration "kat' ercchen" of Hosea's words: 0 Israel,
thou hast destroyed thvself; but in me is thine heli". Then
this wonderful bock is rroyerly uanderstccd, it Qecomea evi-
dent that none but the Great Jehovah 1s worthy cf it, far
be it that the hook were not worthy of Jehovah.. Those words
of Judges 10,14, cited above, are well interpreted by Iange's
Gomuentary: "It is the roignant grief of a father spesking
tc his frivolous child". That this understanding is the cor-
réct one is horne ocut by the fact that lmuedlately thereaf-
ter ue huve the rescord of deliverance by Jerhiliah.

It mav expezr that we have side-sterped and have

1) Judges 10,1l4.

1]
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left untouched the reason why Jehovah should have permitted
His people to live in proxiuity with natlons whoase iafluence
was o maliciocus as the bosk avers. The RBock of Judges

gives us « remurkable answer in the cpening verses cf its
main body, Ch.5,1-4. The Jord left five lords of the Fail-
lstines, etc., for the sake of the generaticns of Iarael, "to
teach them war", "snd they were to prove Israel by them, to
know whether they would hearken unto the commandments of

the I.ord, which he commanded thelr fathers by the hand of

l Ifoses". The purpose for which Jehovah left the Cznszanites,

then, was the same as that for which these evrisodes were re-
corded. The children of Israel were to learn war, that is,
they were to learn how alone they would be able to wage war
successfully, namely, with the help of Jehovah. And, again,
that they might be proved and strengthened; that they might
become a nation excellent in faith. The words "teaching them
war" are not to be understood as pointing to actual instruc-
tion in the external means of warfare.

C. In several minor Aspects.

1. Sendinz an _evil spirit.
In the story of Abimelech and the Sheckemites

we read the following: "7Vhen Abimelech had reigned three
years over Israel, tﬂan God sent an evil spirit between Abi-
melech and the men of Shechem; and the men of Shechaﬁ dealt
treaeherouply with Abimelech®. . The inference that 1s made
from these words is that Jehovah was a tribsl deity which

did not shrink from causing dissent nor from instigating

12
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conspiracy when it so pleased Him or served His peorple.
Jehovah is charged with not only Justifying treachery but
even encouraging and inspiring 11.‘..

That allegation is, again, based on a charming
bit of higher critical ezegesis, which utilizes an isolated
difficult text to disprove all that is said in the remainder
of the book. Jehovah proved His unmitigating justice many
times in punishing His own chosen people when they did wrong.
Should all this be made null because He punished the seventy-
fold murderesr by bringing about the failure of his blcody
enterprise? ILange adds with unusual felicity: "It is at
the same time a striking dogmatical procf of the unvelled
clearness in which the divine providence is conceived also
in the DBook of Judges".

2. Occasion against the Fhilistines.

This is the incident of Samson taking the woman
of Timnath. Iis parents objected. "But his father and his
mother knew not that it was of the Lord that he sought an
occasion against the Philistines". 1) Samson, however, be-
sought his father: "Get her for me; for she pleaseth me
well". The Hebrew says: " 732 ¢ X°p~»", that is, she
is the right one for the accomplishment of God's purpose.
wilton, whom William Smith terms the "sanctified humen ge-
nius", lets Samson present his case thus:

"They knew not
That wha.t T motioned was of God; I knew

From intimate impulse, and therdfore

1) Judges 14,4.
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Urged that marriage on, that, by occasion hence,

I might begin Israel's deliverance =

The work to which I was divinely called". 1)
This occasion against the Thilistines was a rart of Jeho-
vah's plan to destroy the inhabitants of Canaan. Starke,
Commentary on Judges: "God showed in this indirect procedure
that His ways are not always according toc human expectations.
He is above human laws and can follow them or leave them as
He pleases". "So thut Gott immerdar, und noch, und wird es
wohl immerdar thun". 2).

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

Jotham's parable, Judges 2, contains these words,
from which one would expect the more recent American critics
to draw far-reaching implications. Urquhart treats this pas- f
sage satlsfactorily, Bibliecal Suide, Vol.V, 91: "“The refe-
rence to man is readily comprshended; but whence came the

notion, and one, too, which could evidently be expressed wit-

hout irreverence - that wine cheered God? To us the exrres- ;
sion may seem peculiarly bold, and to be, indeed, little |
removed froi blasphemy. But is there anything to show that

to Jotham and tne men of Shechem the sugzestion was entirely

= Ir B wwn | |0

unobjectionable? TWe turn to Mum.15,4-10 and read: !Then i
shall he that offereth his offering unto the Lord bring a ;
meat offering of s tenth deal of flour minglpd with the. |
fourth part of an hin of oil. And the fourth part of an

hin of wine for a drink offering shalt thou prepare with the

1) Milton, "Samson Agonistes", line 221ff.
2) Iuther TTYI; 389. :
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burnt offering --- for a sweet savour unto the Lord".

| It ought always to be remembered that this phrase: "a sweet
savour unto the lord is, literally: "A savour of rest un-
to the Lord". The sacrifice, and the oil, and the wine,
did not bring "rest". They only brought a 'eﬁvour' of it;
for they were emblems and prophecies of the sacrifice of
Christ and its fruits. But that promise of His full atone-
ment for man, of the Spirit's anointing, and of holy joy in
fod's salvation - that promise "cheered" God. And the pro-
phecy of comins'blessing was not complete, therefore, without
the drink offering. But once more this unexplained reference
to the wine cheering God as well ss man is intelligible on-
ly when we recognize that the drink offering had long before |

taken its place among the institutions of Israel.”




V. The Morality of the Age‘;
A. Individual Hora.lit‘ ‘.

. Several cases that come under this head have been
discussed in the previous sections, in those of the in-
dividual judges. It must be noted, however, that their
deeds and lives were those of only a few people. Their
history is not representative of the age. There were
many plous peorple, as the perents of Samson, Jephthah's
daughter and her associates, and especially the persons
of vhom we are told in the Book of Ruth, an example of
the beautiful life of faith which still obtalned in Is-
rael. 7e can rightly disregdrd such & hysterical indict-
ment as that of Th.Paine: "I come to the bock of Ruth,
an idle, bungling story, foolishly told, nobody knows by
whom, about & strolling country-girl creeping slyly to
bed with her cousin Boaz". 1). That is plainly an un-
controlled outburst of ignorant criticism of the Bible -
or, which were still worse - of misrepresentation. The
picture of -family life as portrayed in "Ruth" susggests *
the following point, that of

B. Domestic Morality.
we would not be understood, however, as asserting
that the story of Ruth were an adecuate representation
of the domestic 1ife of the times. The Book of Judges
itself precludes this view and brings the indictment a-
gainst the Tsraelites. Chepter 2, v.1Cff: "And there
arose another generation after them, which knew not the

Tord, nor yet the works which he had docne for Israel.

1) Paine, "Age of Reason", 132,

/6
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And the children of Israel did evil in the sight of the
Lord, and served Baalim: And they forszook the Lord God

of their fathers which brecught them out of the land of
reynt, and followed other gods, of the gods of the people
that were round zbout them, and bowed themselves uato
them, and nrovoked the L¢rd to anger. And they forsook
the Lord, and served Pasl and Ashtaroth". The Jews fell
into the same corruptions that prevailed among the Ca-
naanites.

But not as though the children of Israel were not
of themselves inclined to sin. We have that terrible
story of vliolence in the last chepters in illustration.
4 Tevite, a man of the priestly tribe, tock a& ccncubine.
His case was by no means isolated. Ve cquote Starke:
"nie welber der Ebrier waren von zwelerlel art: einige
woren ordentliche und eigentliche ehewelber, welche ver-
moege einer ordentlichen ehestiftung, nebst ihren kin-
dern, an der ehre urnd den guetern des mannes tell nah-
men. Andrre aher waren kehsiuelber, welche ohne ehestif-
tung, heiratasgeld, und endere sonst uebliche ceremonien
genommen wurden, welche aber nebst ihren kindern nicht
alle rechte eines ordentlichen ehewelbes hatten, ob sie
gleich sonst fuer eheweiber gehalten wurden". The guo-
tation from chapter two sufficiently condemms this situ-
ation. Polygamy was never pleasing to Cod, even though
it was tolerated on account of the hardness of their
hearts.

Tn other respects elsc the Israellites were very

deficient along the lines of ethical nicety. They con-
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tinually adopted customs and perversiors from those of
the previous inhnbitants of Palestine. In & sense this
may be called the "barbaric period of Taraelitie history".
There was no oentralized power end thercfore no force
which could successfully counteract the hezthen influ-
ences. Milton deseribes the situation thus:

"But what more oft, in nations grown corrupt,

And by their vices hrcuzht tc servitude,

Than to love bondage more then liberty -

Bondage with ease then strenuous liberty -

And to d=spise, or envy, or surnect,

™hom fod heth of his smecizl fzvor rzilsed

As their deliverer? If he auzht begin,

How freaquent to desert him, and at last

To heap ingratitude on worthiest deedsi™

C. Ldministrative Morality.

Henry Preserved Smith presents the modern view-
point in regard to Israel's social makeup: "The social
orgenizetion is still that of the desert. There is no
central authority, no authority,at all, properly apeakin g,
even for = sinzle trive. The Sheikhs heve & certein in-
fluence due to the purity of their bloed, but the influ-
ence 1s never sufficient to coerce the freemen of the
tribe. A man of ertrsordinary energy, or one who shovws
especial powers in war, is doubtlaess rsspected in the

comrmunity. The expression of hils wishes will receive

gome attention beczuse his fellow-tribespen deslre to‘
stand well with him, or because they fear his displecsurs.
He may declare war or rather plan & campeign, but hias
following from the fighting men will he volunteers moved

by personal effection for him or by the confid:nce in

his ability to lead them where they will get revenge,
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or booty, or hoth. He cennot issue an order or levy I '
contributions". 1)

This picture is true if one observes the nation
from without and forgets the previous history of the Is-
raelitic nation - or, if you like, denies that history.
There still existed, evrn in the dsys of the judges, a
very strong central suthority, not one of men, but of God,
speaking through the Moseic law. Tt was to this autho- }
rity that the children of Israel repeatedly m=ade azpeal
when they were oppressed. Israel was still a theocracy.

The universal response to the grucsome message of the Ie-

vite in chapter ninefeen postulates the common recogni-
tion of one authority. ITaeDill writes: "I¥n the Bosk of 1
Judges the Fentateuchal laws and history are repeateily

end variously recognized. God's covenant with Israel,

the prohibition of leagues with the nations of Cenasn,
ch.3,6, an@%f intermarrizges with them, ch.1l3,4.5 - cf.
_3u.6, 2=12, the separatio-n of the Levites tc the pr est-
ly office, ch.17,7-13, the law of the Neszarite, ch.l3,4. 5,

circumeision, ch.1l4,3, a central place of worshiy, ch.l1l9,
18, and meny other laws and institutions ars mentionead
Just as they are set forth in Deuteronomy and other books
of the Pentateuch". 2) '

The lew was, then the séme as thet under lIoses,
and the morality of its administration 1s the morality
of Jehovah. Departures from the law of the Lord did
not form precedents for the justification of later de-

1; "0ld Testament History", p.88.
2) "The Mosaic Authorshipy of the Pentateuch", p.208.




fections., It scems that the law was at times misinter-
preted, as fanlse doctrine hes alucys been ningled with °:
the word of %od. This mey well have been the case in

the doectrine of vows - but that properly belcngs uander

D. Peligious Morality.

Then we recall which religlons were chiefly
followed in Canaan, and what the proportiéu of their in-
fluence was, the siatus of the religious morality be-
comes somevhat easier to establish. Add to this that
the entire period is charscterized by successive back-
sliding end restoration, we come closer to its und:rstan-
ding, though it becomes corresrondingly more difficult
tec make a comprehensive statemeﬁ%. In a5 much as the
children of Ysrasl followed the religion of Jehovah, the
morelity of thet religlon is on as high a plane a&s Jeho-
veh Himself. There the nation fell utterly into Canss-
nitic idolatries and the attending evils, it was adequate-
1y puniched, as the book z=mply shows. But these are only
the two ertremes. All possible combinations of Jahvism
and bzalism are to he traced. e must carefully distin-
guish then between that vhich wes done, motivated by Godls
law, and vhat by heathen ethics. =Xven God's own heroes
were not free from Cenaanitic influences. Alexander Mac-
laren aptly wéites: "Their faith was limited, and acted
but imperfectly on their moral nature®.

Tt is possible a2lso that the law of God was oaly
partly and imper ectly knovn and undsrstood by the people.
That seems to be the case in Joshue 2, where the Israe-

lites were tricked into giving an oath thet was contrary
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to the will of God by the Gibeonites who feared total
extinction; yet the Israelites felt bound to keep that
oath. The same was the case in Judz.21 vhere they swor e
not to give their daughters to the Benjamites for wives.
If we grant thet Jephthah sacrificed his daughter, this
perversion might have been the deciding factor here z2lso.

VI. The Morality of the Zuthox.

The purpose of the sauthor in writing the Book
of Judges is stated thus by Starke in his Commentary:
"Der endzweck dieses ygches ist dreifech: 1)} historisch,
2) vorbildlich, 3) moralisch. (Der) moralische z.eck
(ist), das volk durch exempel zu lehren, dass alles ihr
unglueck von der ueberiretung des goetlichen gesetzes,
alles l1hr glueck und hell aber von buszfertiger bekehr-
ung zu fott und dem gehorsam gegen seine gebote herruehre,
welches eine vorberéitung auf die bevorstehende kirchen-
reformation Samuels sein sollte".

Such tirades as those of Th. Feine and Joseph
ILewls, ete., are entirely beside the mark. . They look
only on the surfesce. They read those narratives, which
the author relates but by no means condones, and then pro-
ceed to muster such ezpaﬁsive accusations as thelr minds
are able at the time to produce, falling to see that the
alithor records his materiels very objectively. Starke:
"Die suenden und fehler, so man an den richtern, und son-

derlich dem Simson bemerket, sind keineswegs zur nach-

folge oder zum deckmantel der bosheit aufgeschrieben".




The Book of Judges teaches many beautiful lessons and
novhere inculcates by precent or by example any that
would not bear examination by our modern moral philo-

sophers.

VII. Conclusions.

A. The injustice of objJectlions against the true
religion on the basis of "Judges".

It has been repeatedly steted that God did
not command the judges 1o sin. Thelr sins were born
of their own flesh. The religlon of Jehovah must not
be deduced from the blographlies of the Israelite leaders.
The rule of faith and life was the Iaw of !Mcses, and that
this Jaw wes knowvn and tzught and observed in Isrzel is
shovmn in-the quotations from Macdlll, where he shows how
many of the Yosale statutes were upheld. Ind-=ed, there
were many trensrcressions, but they were always known to

be such. "The Taw of the Lord is perfect".

B. The objective character of the narrative.
milliam Smith records the objection: "It is

sald, these acts are more than simply recorded. Ehud
is 1mmortalized as a deliverer and ruler in Israel;
Jeel receilves the magnificent eulogy of the inspired
prophetess". "But the employment of the former for the
work for vhich he was fitted does not imply approvel
of 211 his acts; and the latter 1s honored for her ser-
vices to Iaraqi. without any Jjudgment being ressed on
the means by which they were rendered". 1)

1) "0ld Testament History", p.335.
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As in these examples so elso in others the author has
recorded the facts without comment. It is left for the
reader to draw the inferences, chiefly that it was not
profitable to full awey from God in any way.

€. Relation of Morslity toc Religion.

The relation between merality end religion in
the hesthen cults is well shown by Urcuhart: "A host
of degreding superstitions sprang from this idolatry,
vnleh tyrannized over the mind end effectually shut out
from this religion £l1 morzl". 1) Morality is an ex-
creascence of religion. It is the same also in true re-
ligion; yet the morala of -the Isrzelitic people are not
the merals of Jehovah, becouse the priests of Jehowvaeh
were continually inveighing against the Canzenite prac-
tices. The history of orthodoxy in the period of the
Juiges is one uninterrupted protest ahalnst the baslim
end ssheroth. T4 cannot be maintained, then, that the
religion of Jehovah 'as the cause of the morzl exceases,

neither dircetly nor indirectly.

D. Comparison of Ysraellite !Torality Then and Iater.
The Noock of Judges g£ives us & clue as to the
relation of morzlity in Israel then and later. It of-
fers the comrrehensive statement: "And they forsook
the Lord God of their fathers, which brought them out of
the land of Egypt, and followed other gods". That 1s

the first member of the comrarison. Under Samuel there

1) "New Bible Guide", P.23.
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was & thorough reorgenization and restoration, which con-

tinued in its progress until it reached 1ts climax under

" Solomon. ¥ith the division of the kingdom came &nother

great wave of heathenism, sgainst vhich the kingdom of
Judah remained firm longer than Israel, the northern kin g-
dom. Under Josiah there was enother reformation. At

the return from the exlle there wac & time of staunch
feithfulness, likewise under the I%e.ccabees; but since the
coning of our Lurd, the Jews must be regarded as &n un-

believing sect, heczuse they refuse to accept the Savior

vho was promised them sc many centuries before.
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IV. The Morality of Inaividual Persons.

A. Caleb offering his '.Da.!g’q. ter. Judz.l,12.13.
"
Harper says of Caleb: "He offers, in pure Eas-

tern custom, the bribe of a woman. =-- Does not a love
story lie behind the few words which follow?" 1)

It 1s hardly necessary to cocnjecture in this fash-
lon. 'Te need not justify the act, because the Bible no-
where commands it. It is recorded without comment, ob-
Jectively. The incident must be understood in the light
of those times. Caleb had no divine command to make this
offer. He probably did not make this offer without the
consent of his desughter, similarly as a father could not
devote his daughter to the Lord without her consent. Kis
daughter, Achrah, one would suprose, would not be reluc-
tant %o give this consent, chgng;qg_that she might become
the wife of the greatest hero'of the time, the man who
would have smitten the city of Mebilr:

B. Zhud. >
The story of ®hud's stabbing Eglon 1s presumably

"one of those which Faine would call "paltry contemptible

tales of cruel tortuous executicn®. It is a story such as
scoffers delight in criticising "because they are in the
Bible". There have been many similar occurrsnces in his-
torj, which, however, draw out no condemnatory nasquiﬁades.
There sre Hermodias of Athens, the Roman youth, who had
the consent of the Senatus to stab Forsenz, and, 1n_1ater

history, Willlem Tell. BY Justifying the act qf Thud we

1) Harper, "The Bible and “odern Discoveries", r.176.
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do not wish, however, to substantiate the Jesuitical ]
principle, that murder in such cases is not only per-
mitted but a duty. e ask that Fhud be treated with the :
‘ same fairness as other men in history. ’
In addition to this is must nof be forgotten
that Bhud was carrying out in part the general command :
of %od agninst the Canaanites, and Thud had an exXpress ... '
message (thing, or act) against ¥glon, Judsg.3,15.30.
He was raised up by Jehovah to deliver the Ierzelites. ‘
That does not mean as yet that God's command tc Ehud wes |
to stab Eglon as he did. TFhud found his own means, not i
welting for further revelation. He thus "prevents" the |

rlaens of fod, humanly speaking.

f. Jael.

Jael delivered the Ysraelites from Jabin by kil- ;
1ling his captain Sisera with a tent-peg, pounding it
through his temples. Harper calls this "= terrible sto-
ry". 1). Thomson quotes Dr.Xitto, seying: "It was a

most freacherous murder, wanting all the extenuations

which were aprlicable toc the assassination of King Eglon 5
by Thua*. 2) |
Tt is not necessary that we defend the morality
of her act. Deborah indeed pra%ses Jael for the delivery
she has wrought for Israel, but she stresses only the de-
E (livery. she does not praisa'the method which Jael used,
| Judg.5,24-27.

1) Harper, "The Bible and Modern Discoveries", p.l1l85.
2) Ym. H. Thomson, "The Iand and the Boock, 1.218.




But, again, there are many clecumatances that
shed 1light on her dead, enabling us to underatand the
murder from her viewpoint, and those "extenuations" which
were apilicehle in the case of Thud are by no means wan-
ting. *7e need by no means take for granted thet becsuse
the Kenltes vere not at war with the tyrannicel Jabin,
that therefore they were treated with justice by him. It
is nearly certain that in those lawless times the defense-
less ¥enites would he oppressed by Jabin and would sizh
for and gladly embrace any oprortunity to escepe from his
intolerable hondage. This deliverer, therefore, would
be csicemed & patrict and hero, not a murderer". 1)

Jael may have had speclal reasons to fear and hate
Sisera. He, being in command, would most certainly sabuse
them, or zllow them tc be insulted without redress by
his rude soldliers. J=el or sorie of her friends might have
been injured in the highest degree.

The peculiar law in regard to asylum deserves to
be conslidered. It 1z usually because of Jael's disregard
for this law that she is so severely berated. wm, Thomson:
"The settled Arzabs dnow nc such laws, and I do not be-

lieve that the Kenites dia".
mhe whole history of the tribe of Heber, the Kenite,

affirms that they were friends of God's people and_perhaps
believers. They would sympathize, and thkough not taking
sides at first, would seize the oprortunity vhen the Ca-

neanites were totally overthrown, as here after the de-

1) Wm. Thomson, "The Iand and the Book", p.218.
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feat of Sisera. ;

e must also remember that 1f the Keniiea had at-
tempted to shield and aid Sisera after his defeat, they
would have rendered themselves partisans in the war on
the losing side and might have been treated as enemies
by the now viectorious XIzrzelites.

After listing these and more extenuations Thom-
son continues: "On the whole, therefére, I conclude
that if all the circumstances and influences vwhich im-
pelled Jael to the daring act and sustained her in it,
were known, we should find that she viclated neither the
customs of her people, nor the laws of war then in force,
nor the abstract and greater laws of righteocusness, by
thuﬁ daestroying the enemy of God's people and the oppres-
sor of her own, who from necessity sought in her tent an
asylum to which he had no right, and the granting of
which might have involved her and her whole fumily in
ruin. =-=- Under these impressions I can join Deborah in

| celebrating the deed and the actor: Juds.5, 24-30".

D. Deborah and Barak.

1. Their Fraise of Jsel, the Kenite Woman.
Tt would secem from the 24th verse of the song of

Deborzh that she gave Jael unmodified praise for her
dreadful act. The poetess sings, "Blessed above women
shall Peel the wife of ¥eber the Xenite be, blessed shall
she be above women ;n the tent". But we may question .
whether any moral commendation 1s directly intended.

Jeel is eulogized not for her peculiar method but for her

delivery of Israel. Deborah's joy here is national and
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| these impressions Y can join with Deborah in celebra-

not religious. If we were to charge Deborah with a low -
standard of morality. then it wowld be as just to regard
the heathen Yedes and Persiens &s a truly pious people
because they are called God's "sanctifiel one" to do His
work of vengeance on Babylon (Is.13,3), as, from what is
seid in Deborah's song, to consider Jael an ex=mple of
righteousness.
2. The vengeful Spirit of the Song.

The spirit of this song is similar to that
vhich we find in "the minatory, or ilmprecatory, nszalms,
which in modern times have sc freguently been assailed? 1)
These are Pss.1l37,7-9; 139, 19-22; 35; 109, ete. With
regard to tpis Keil writes, touching especially the
heaping of verbs in verse 27: "Die Heeufung der Torte,
nicht weil sich derin die 'Iust befriedigter Rachgierde
ausspricht' *, 2) 7n. Thomson hes this to say, af-

ter offering many extenuations of Jeel's act: "Under

ting the deed and the actor: Judg.5, 24-30". 3)
Te can go even farther and say with Stceckhardt: "Das
wvar kein Heuchelmord, keine Suende, sondern ein Gott

gefeelliges Verk des Glaubens. Es heiszt ausdruecklich,

dasz der Herr den Sissera in die Hand eines Welbes ge-
geben hatte. Da machte (es war Gottes wille) es keinen
Tmterschied, ob'die Feinde mit Gewalt oder mit List

aufgerottet wurden". 4) There is, in_fact, no need

1) Introduction to the 0.T., Concordia Fubl. House, ».57.
2) Keil-Delitzsch, "Commentary on Judges", 5A27'

51 Ym. Thomson, "The land and the Boock", ».220.

4) Stoeckhardt, "Geschichte des A.T." D.



of an epology of Deborah's praise of Jael since the latter
is not reprehensible. Jzel's deed snd Deborah's song
are pleasing to fod. The matter that Jehovah should be

pleased to destroy the Canzanites, we have trezted above.

E. Gideon.

1. Hareh Treatment of the Cities of Sucsoth and
enuel.

Thile discussing the Book of Judges Th. Paine

is moved to exclaim: "The Bible is filled with mur-
deri"® 1) Tndoubtedly he has in mind &lso the punish-
ment of the people of Sucpoth and Penuel, Judg.£,4-17,
who had refused to supprort the cause of Israel's deli-
very from the Midisnites. ore than that, they were
traitors and hypocrites in their dealings with the chosen
man of Cod. In thelr treason against Gideon it follows
that they were traltorous against Jehcvah. They despised
his deliverer, they despised God. Therefore their punish-
ment was in every raspect just. 2) The mode of pu-
nishment, “thorns of the wilderness and briars", which
appears strangce to us,must be taken in the light of the
times. "T+ 18 not unnaturzlly suggested in the East,
where men are ccntinually lscerating their half-clcthed
bodies with thorns in pessing through thickets". 3)

Tt might, however, appear that Gldeon were acting in a
vindictive spirit. But being a man of God, an example
of fnith, Hebr.1ll,32, we may look upon him as executing

upon them the righteous wrath of %God upon His disloy=l

1; Th. Paine, "Age of Reamson'", p.ll4.
2) Keil-nDelitzsch, "Commantsery on Judges", 8,17.

3) "m. Smith, "0.T. History", p.349.
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children.
2. Setting up the Ephod.

After the succesnful csmpalgn agalast the *Midi-
anites the men of Israel ssked Gideon to be their king.
He refused. However, he ?equested themw to bring thelr
golden earrings and other golden trinkets to ni:i, and
out of this muss of gold he nnde & largze ephod which he

set up in Ophreh. That Cid=on's motives were, we ure

; not told. However, it is csrtain that this erhod was

. toc heavy thut it could be worn by the priest of the ta-

bernacle. His motive cennot have been pure veinglory,
because vie may expect thaet in that event he would have
accepted the crown. Vet we cannci prove him entirely
without fault. - The aect was then reprehensible chiefly
vecuuse "he encroached upon the prercgstives of the
Aaronitic pricsthiccd®. 1) The outcome was diszstrous
to the Israelites because they :L.f.cl:l.z'ed this ephocd. But
that does not properly come under ocur discussican of the

morality.

3. His later Years.

Gideon fell intc the sin into which Solcmon
later alsc fell. "He had many wives". In this he .trans-
gressed the laws of Jehovah. This act of his is not con-
doned in Seripture. It is recorded without comment and
does not constitute a blot upon the morality of Jehowﬁh.
His sin brought its retribution in the next generation,
in the history of Abimelech.

1) Keil-Delitzsch, "Commentary on Judges", 8, &7.
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F. Jephthah.
1. Cleiming the Lend against the Ammonites.

The accusation in this case comes from the king
of the children of Amimon, & contemporary of Jephthah.
This king came to reclaim some land which had belonged
to his people several centuries agc. Jerhthah sent mes-
sengers to ask the king why he was coming to fight. "And
the king of the children of Ammon answered untc the messen-
gers of Jerhthah, Because Israel tock avay my land, when
they came up out of Egyrt, from Arnon even unto Jabbck,
and unto Jordan: now therefore restore thcse lands agailn
peaceably". (Judg.1l,15.) This is a characteristic dis-
play of oriental presumption. Over three hundred years
rrevicous to this incident the Israelites had taken the land
in question from the Amorites. The latter hud conquered
it from the Ammonites, and now the Ammonites came to the
children of Israel toc reclain the land. "It was not to
be exrected that they (the Israei;tea) would conquer the
country from the powerful kings who had it in pozsession
for the_mere purpose of restoring it toc the ancient occu-
pants". 1) The Israelites were now the rightful owners.
By remeining silent for sc many years while Israel was in
possession, the Ammonites had forfeited their claim to the
1and. This incident has "lald down the Just princirle
which has been followed out in the practice of civilized
nations, and is maintained by all the great wfiiers on

the law of ngtions."

1) 1'clintock and Strong, Cyclopedia, sub Jephthah.
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':‘- 2., The mooted Sacrifice of his Daughter. 33

=] Jﬁdg.11.26-46 hes occasloned the comment: "The

’ Bible 3ancticns Human Sacrifice and Cannibalism". 1)

| fn this question it is not left to us to determine

whether Jerhthah did according to his vow or not. Judg.
11,39 1s clear ‘enough: "And it came té rass at the end of
two months, that she returned untc her father, who did
with her according to his vow which he had vowepd".

We have greater difficulty in determining what
his vow was. The Authorized Version tranalates: "If thou
shalt without fuil deliver the children of Ammon into
mine hunds, Then it shall be, that whatsoever cometi forth
cf the docrs of my house to meet me, when I return in jeace
from the children of Ammon, shall surely be the lord's,
and T will offer it up for a burnt offering".

T+ is poasible also to translate: "Shall surely

-!'I be the Lord's", or "I will offer it ux for a .burnt of=-
fering. Of. I Kings 18,27; Fx.21,16; II Sam.2,21; Frov.
20,8.

Starke sugcests: D=s affizum des Wortes -

. a2 'n- éz',jj " }ann such auf das kurz vorher-

gehende " 7377t w gezogen, und alsc uebersetzt

L &4 |

werden: und ich will ihm (dem Herrn) ein ﬂrandopfer
opfern. Jos.15,19; II Sam. 7,9. .
Tange (taking "and" instead of "or" ) has this

to say: "Han ersieht, dasz in .Tiftaché Yorten, ‘es

wird Gott gehoeren, und ich werde es zum Orfer bringen',

1) Jemes Pontius, "Holy Bible in a Nutshell", TL.4.
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keine Tautolcgle sein kana. Es decken sich beide Saetze
nicht, sle kcennen nicht fuor einander stehen. Dile All-

gemeinheit und '.'!eite.daa feluehdes machte belde Zaetze
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noetig, da einer allein fuer beide Faelle, lienschen *
und Thiere, nicht ausgereicht haette".

Clearly all these take for granted that in making
this vow, Jephthah had both man and beast in mind, as co- ]
ming from the door cf the house tc meet him. It is not |
necessary, however, to conclude from the fact that he speaks
of the docr of his house that he had only a human belng
in mind. The Hebrew word for docr has a much wider meaning,
or is it true that only a human being could come "to meet"
him, Gesenius sub " X" p II", enccunter, meet, come "ob-
viam", The possibilities, then, were that he could he
met by a human being, or by & clean or en unclean animsl.

An unclean animal could not have been sacrificed to the

Lord. That would have been an sbominaticn to the ILord.

Starke: "Fand nun eine _deingung statt in absicht auf 2 )
dile thiere, so findet sie vielmehr platz in absicht auf
e:lnen‘ menschen: Denn, wuerde nicht ein unschuldig
ihensehennpfei dem Herrn noch viel mehr als das opfer won
einem unreinen thiere, misfaellig gewesen sein?"

Would Jephthah have vowed tc offer a human being

as a burnt offering? Iliany contend that "Jerhthah vas &
rude Clleadite, whose apirit had become hardened by his
previous life as a freebooter®. Ierthean asks, "wo ist
denn Jephta als der Kaempfer fuer das Gesetz und als
Vertreter der mosaischen Frinzipien geschildert?® 1)

1) BE. Berthean, "Zur Geschichte der Israeliten", p.29§,
; note.




We are satisfied that Jephthah was not such as these

men describe him. Hebref#is 11,32 holds him before us as
an example of faith. It vas fo:-r.- that reason that he

was chosen to "judge" Israel. His freebocting does not
warrant the conclusion upon his religious cha.metr.. The
analogy of David proves that. e note, alsc, that in his
dealings with the king of the Ammonites Jephthah observed
laws given by oses, even quoting from them. His mention
of the God Chemosh to the king of the Ammonites was made
in the manner of an argumentum ad hominem.

But even though Jephthah was a rightecus m=n, he
could err and make such & rash vow. The patriarchs com-
mitted similar inconsistencies. - Yet Jephthah was very
cautious and sober in his dealings with the Israelites
wvhen they arrroached 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 vowed. It seems
that Jephthah knew well enough what the consecuences
might be. He vowed just as he did because he intended
no light vow. :

Did he then intend to sacrifice the person that
might come a&s & burnt offering? He must have been ac-
cuainted with those numerous condemnations of human
sacrifice that ring through the books of Mcses. Is-
rael would hardly have permitted him tc have gone tc that
' extreme of heathen idolatry beeausg they had just retur-
ned to penitent grief. They would .ha.ve ocbjected as they
did when Saul was about to slay Jonathan, I Sam.l<,44.

This impresses us the more since there was a lapse of

29

ek A o e




/\

two months during which the news could spread over &ll the
tribes.

The Scriptures novhere condemn his vow &s not in ac-
cordance with the will of fod. In fact from the words, "he
did according tc his vow", one mzy take that the historian
regards its execution with aprrobaticn. So Kell. :

we have sufficient reason, therefore, to sezk far-
thery as .to vhat the purpert of the vow was. Many moden:n
commentators have elaimed that Jephthah's daughter was de-
Yoted toc the service in the temple. This view cannot steand,
however, as leng as it sets aside the " ',‘l_?_ 7Y ". Keil
has given satisfaction on that acore. e quote his Com-
nentary on "Judres", p.32C: "In dem Worte ' 7 §. iy«
liest nicht wie in dem dzutschen “orte Erandcpfer der Re-
priff des Varbrennens, sondern nur das Aufsteizen suf den
Altar cder die voellige Einzebe an den Herrn. ;7.?. 2y !
ist das Gunzopfer im Unterschilsde von den endern VYrfera,
von welchen nur ein Tell dem Herrn ueberéeben wurde. Yenn
nun eine Jungfrau zum geistlichen ! n g 7'9 ! bestimmt
wurde, so verstand es sich von selbst, dasz sie fortan
ganz dem Herrn gehoeren, also lebenslaenglich Jungfrau sein
und bleiben muszte. --- Ueber diesen geistlichen Opfer-
dienst erfahren wir zwar aus dem A.T. nichts naeheres; aber
das Fehlen genauerer Angaben darueber berechtigt keines-
falls dazu, die Sache selbst in Abrede zu stellen. Auch
ueber den geistlichen Dienst der Teiber beli der Stifts-
huette fehlen naehere Nachrichten, und wir wuerden ueber
diese Im;titut:lon gar nichts erfahren haben, wenn nicht
diese Weiber zu Mose's Zeit ihre Splegel zur Anfertiguag
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d=8 heiligen Beckens geopfert und spaeter die Soehne
Tli's solche Weiber geschaendet haetten".

This interpretation is & very recent one in the his-
tory of the interpretation of thls passage. Without a
kanown exception the fathers believed that there wus an
actunl bloody sucrifice. The zcholastic aze followed this
earlier interpretation. Iuther arites: "fan will .er habe
sle nicht gecpfert; aber der Text steht da klar". 1) The
later Jewish interpreters were the firat to assert that it
was not literally a burnt offering. This is what ILuther
had in mind. This view of Luther continued after him.
Shakespears writes: 2)

"Tc keep that oath were more implety
Than Jeyhthah's, when he sacrificed his daugnter!.

rowever, we are constrained to aprly Iuther's principle to
these venerable and sincere theolcgians: "Darum ist es
hoth, --- dasz sie das, sc der Wahrheit und dem rechten
Varstande nicht gemsesz ist, kuehnlich verwerfen, damit
sle niéht durch den groszen Namen und Ansehen der Vaeter
und Kirchenlehrer betrogen werden, wie ich und alle
Schulen der Theologen betrogen und verfuehrt worden

sind". 3) The question is not how it has besn interpre-
ted but how it ought to be interpreted.

The view that Jephthah's daushter was devoted to
the service in the templeffits into the historical re-
cord, - in spite of 911 that modern critics might say
abou% primitive standgrds of those times. —It is, in
T} Rendglosse In the ®ible edited by Velit Dietrich.

2) III. Henry VI, Act 5, Sc.l, line 91.32.
o) Iuther I, 285,
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fact, in support of their hypothesis that they are so
eager to regard it as an actual bloody sacrifice, making
it to constitute a sign of the time. - One particular
which is best understood in this way is that the daughter
asks to be left alone to bewall her virginity, not her
death. She asks to go into seclusion. Chastity demznds
that she should not bewail her virginity in the city, in
the presence of men. Xt were strange that she would flee
from her home and her father when her death was to follow
upon her return. Her willingness to urhold her father's
oath tends to supgort our viqw. Yere she to have been
sacrificed, she would have been more sorrowful. Thers is
no trace of blood in the narrative. There is not a word :
about a preparation for the burnt offering nor about a
reaction of the people. The conclusion is that there was
no blood in the narrative. The magnitude of Jerhthah's
grief is readily understood even though the perform=nce of
his vow did not mean the hrath of his daughter. Eis plans
were to found a regal house, Judg.ll,9-11l. This attempt
was frustrated by the dau@hte:'s devotion to the Lord.

Tt is objected that although women served in the
temple, their obligation to cellbacy cannot be proved.
But the silence of Scripture is no proof tc the contrary.
The words of Clericus also find their full application
here: "Profecto non est, ut saepe dixi, putandum tam
exiguo volumine, gquale est Vetus Testamentum, contineri
consuetudines ommes Eebraeorum, aut plenam omnium eorum,

quae apud eos facta sunt, historiam haberi. Quare necesse

est ad multa subinde alludi quae non adsequimur, quis




alibi eorum mentio nulla ocourrit®. Agein, it is ob- 57}
Jected the national institution of the annual celesbration
of this event were disproportionate. We must not forget,
however, how great a figure Jephthah was in the eyes of
Israelites after he d:livered them from the Ammonites.
Such days were then as naturally and as easily lnaugura-
ted as our Mother's.Day or Father's Day toduy. And just
this annual celebration may be adduced in support of the
position that the maid was not sacrificed. The Israelite
girlas went out annually to "lament", as the Xing James!
VYersion has it. But the correct meaning of the word thpre
used is "to repeat often, tc rehearse; hence to comme-
morate, tc rraise, to celebrate", Gesenius' Thesaurus
sub " 77 ..;l .'[_l II", c. " {" Judg.11,40. Compare Arab.
- \y-i-a IV, 'toc celebrate with pralse, pr. to utter!.
"Four days a year the Isrzelitish maidens célebrated this
incident in 'l:he:l.:;:' nation's history. Is it credible that
such a place would have been glven to the praise and ce-
lebration of one of the darkest deeds which man had ever
rerpetrated?® 1) The annual celebration of a human sa-
crifice would not have been recorded in such a comsaenda-
tory and aprroving manner as 1is this celebra.tit;n.

w7e conclude that it is certainly not contrary to
the record ..which has been left for us to maintain that
Jephthah's daughter was not literally burned. Te would
not feel justified in stating our conclusiocn dirfferently.

Considered in this manner, the morality of Jerhthah's

vow needs no discussion. His vow was neither rash nor

1) Urquhrt, "New Bibl. Guide", vol.V, p.101.

s W e A = . L W T T S S R S G M W RS SH—




24

uncertain. But even those who argue that the outcome
was not so satisfactory could not raise a valid objection
against the morality beczuse the Scriptures nowhere com-
mend the vow nor its fulfilment, and Jephthah's mention
in Hebrews 11,32 does not make him in every resrect a
perfect human being. Had he killed her, we would be jus-
tified in regarding it as one of the terrible sins that
even a servant of the ILord might commit in his tenmpcrary

perversion.

5. The Shibboleth Story.
After the conquest of the Ammonites the Ephra-

imites complained insolently that they had not been asked
to fight aguinst the Amronites. "And Jeprhthah said unto |
them, I and my people were at great strife with the chilf
dren of Amron; and when I called you, ye delivered me
not out of their hands". A battle ensued in which Jeph-
thah again showed his ercellent strategy by maneuvering
to get control over their river crosasing. The Ephraimi-
tes viere defeated, and, in additioﬁ, their retreat was
cut off. Jerhthah punished them very severely. He
seems to us to have been cruel to excess

"Tn that sore battle when sc many died

without reprieve, adjudged to death

For want of well pronouncing Shibboleth".
. iZilton..

It was certainly just to nunish these lnsurgent Ephrai-

mites. The fact that such a great number of them were

killed does not affect the justice. There were 42,CCC
who were killed in the battle, counting those who died




K,
at the river, being unable to pronounce the "sh" sound. 4
The method by which the Byphraimites were determined
can hardly be called into question. It gave some of
them a chance to save +helr livus..nb doubt, and hard-

ly would any %ileadite try to cross pretending he were
an Ephraimite.

G. Samson,

The Epristle to the Hebrews, chapter eleven: "IHow
faith is the substance of things hoped for, the evidence
of things not seen. For by it the elders obtizined a
gocd report. —---- And vhat shall I more say? for the
time would fail me to tell of Gedz:on, and of Barak, and
of Samson".

Samuon is lauded for his faith. By 1t he has
obtained a good repcrt. This does not, however, neces-
sitate his complete exoneration Sg all the deeds which
he did. If we remember that on the whole he carried out
the will of God ag=inst the Philistines, and that in
those explocits in which he follcwed the bent of his own
mischlevous and lascivious impulses he transgressed the
same laws which other sinners transgress, and that he
was deserving of dammnation as any other sinner, and
that it was by repentance and faith that he had for-

' giveness of sins, we shall have no difficulty with the

morality of his varicus expsriences.
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