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Part III v
- JUDGMENT ON THE NEIGHBOURING COUNTRIES
(ZECHARIAH 9, 1-8)

Apart from the passages of Isaiah discussedl, the only pro-

‘phetic text ‘that students have related (or attempted to relate) to
}'ti*xe‘events of Yamani’s reb‘ellion in Ashdod is one of the prophe=-
‘cies of so-called Deutero-Zechariah. The book continues to ap-
‘-'pear under its traditional name of the Book of Zechariah, but no
~modern Biblicist entertains any doubts that chapters 9-14 (which

f;include the passage in question) were written by a different au=-

thor than chapter's 1—8 the two parts differ widely in both form

and content . This is not the place for detailed argument;. Iet

Cus merely point out that Zechariah 9-14 has further been split

into two subparts, a special position being attributed to chapters
9-11; moreover, some scholars have e\.ren pestulated a third au-
thor, so-called Trito-Zechariah 3, for chapters 12-14, but that
view has commonly been rejeéted4.

Starting from chapter 9 the Book of Zechariah is composed
of a series of oracles and prophecies. Their interpretation is
rendered very difficult by their general, eschatological and later
even apocal;yptic nature. As J. Homerski reghlly observes, there.
are two major lines of interpreting Deutero-Zechariah, one "look=
ing for some factual background or at least historical allusions"
and trying to "date and interpret the prophecies accordingly”, the
other viewing the text as a set of "eschatological and Messianic
prophecies not based on any particular historical' data" 5. It is

the former direction that is interesting for us, since in Zc 9, 1-8
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a longer passage is .found that refers fo the Philistine cities,; of
which Ashkelon, Gaza, ekron and Gaza are mentioned in the
text, The passage is part of a more geheral prophecy against
various cities of Swyria (Ha,drech. Damascus, Hamgth) and Pale=-.
stine, or more particularly, Phoenicia (Tyre and Sidon) and Phi-
listia. The prophecy is followed by a promise of peace for Jeru-
salem (Zc 9, 9-10) and of'the deliverance of Ephraim and Ju-
dah (9, 11-17). .

*For several centuries arguments ﬁave been raised for an
early dating of the passage. As early as the 18th ceniury W.
W. Newcome expressed the wview that chaptérs 9-11 should be
dated at the time of the prophet Hosea (7 0-730 B. C) on the
basis of internal evidence. That view or its more or less mo_dx-
fied versions have survived {ill our own déys', largely‘ owing. to
L. Bertholdt, who provided a number of”new supporting ‘argu-;
ments in 1814. In his opinion, chapters 9 ana 10 were written
prior to the Syro—Ephrairﬁite was (735-733 B. C.) by Zechariah
ben Jeberekjahﬁ, who lived at the twmn of the 8th century B. C.
(cf Is 8,7 2) i ;

iz S’cade s work published in 1881-27, cohstituted a break-
v through in the study of Deutero~Zechariah., The author did not
examiﬁe the individuai verses allegedly containing allusions, but
the litefary structure of the book in its entirety anﬁ its relation
to the other propheﬁc books of the Old Testament, and conclud-
ed that the Book of Zechariah came from thé Hellenistic Period,
Soon after, J. Wellhausen supported J. Stade’s view and dated
the book more closely to the times of Maccabees 8.

There have been atiempts to reconcile the two confli::ting
views: S. R. Driver and some other students put forward the
thedry that Zc 9-11 came from the pre-exilic times but was re=
vised after the exile 9. The discussion is continuing. There are
scholars who still believe in the earlier dating of Deutero=Zecha=
riah and those who date it at a latef time (roughly, the Helleni=

stic Period), The former group may be represenied by F. I—Ior:s{':l
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‘the latter includes the most eminent modern siudents of Biblical

and G, Fohrerlz.

literature such as O, Eissfelcl’c11
Zc 9,. 1-8 has aroused considerable interest for the last
fifty years., This section of the text is certainly crucial for the
dating of the whole prophecy. It contains many names and allu-
sions,; which are not at all easy to place in their right historical
contéxt. As is the case with all of Deu‘*ero-Zecharia\h_', there have
5een many conflicting proposals for the dating of ?, 1-8. A very
carly date was postulated by H, Kraeling 33,' who regarded it
as a prophetic cataloéue of the. Assyrian conquests from the
fall of Hadraéh to (738 B. C.) to the capture of Ashod (712
B C.J. Al Jepsen Tt
middle of the 8th century B. C., reading the passage as a refe-

put the date even further back, to the

rence to the Syrian conguests of Jeroboam IL F, Horst15 sug-

_gested Tigléth—pileser IiI's time's;_confining the substance. of the

prophecy to verses 1-6, ey G ]
' From among non-Biblicists, A..7T. Olmstead suppor’ted Krae-
ling’s proposal for an early dating. He saw half of the prophecy‘
fulfilled with the fall of Hamath, the flight of Hanun from Gaza
and the battle of Raphia (ab. 720 B. C.); after the fall of Had-

‘rach, Damascus and Hamath the turm would. come for the Phoe-

nicians . and the Philistines. It seems that A, 7T, Olmstead regarde
ed Deutero-Zechariah as a genuine prophecy made. at the be-
ginning of Sargon II's reign 16.

; Among the | post-war studies,.those by A, Malamat and H,
Tadmor merit special attention. A. Malamat attempts to establish
the exact date of Zc 9, 1-6 by setting the individual elements
of the prophecy agains‘t external data 17. His primary assumption
is that verses 5-7 referred to real historical events. As .we re-
member, v. 5 says that "the king will vanish from Gaza", and
v, 6, "the bastard will live in Ashdod" and I mean to destroy
the arrogance of Philistine"ls. The two verses would thus refer
to the banishment of Hanun from Gaza in 720 and the accession

of Yamani (a foreigner) in ' Ashdod; let us add that for A, N a-
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lamat "Yamani" denotes a Greek (& Ionian). The latter event
preceded and occasioned Sargon II's campaign against Ashdod.-
in 711. Following these assumptions, which point to the.begin-
ning of Sargon II's reign as the time of the prophecy, A, Malamat
next pursﬁes the guestion ghether the remaining parts. of the pro;-
phecy are in agreement with the information about the fate of-
the towns listed that is found in the Assyrian sources.

The question of the Syrian towns proved to be the easiest
to decide. As is known from several of Sargon II's inscriptions ~,
the king of Hamath, Yaubi'di, led a revolt foined also by Damas-
cus and Samaria. As a matier of fact, Deutero-Zechariah speaks
of "all the tribes of Israel", but that, in A.. Malamat's' opinion,
also includes Samaria 20. Sargon II's texts, then elucidate..the
prophet's allusions. -As. for Hadrach, the city’s particip&tion in
the revolt of 720 B, C. is revealed by the stele of Ashame 21.
Thus, all tine cities .mentioned by Deutero-Zechariah did take
part in the rebellion against Sargon IL

Next, A. Malamat deals with the reference to Tyre. The in-
formation that "And Tyrus did build herself a stronghold" (v. '3)422

seems to be confirmed by Menander’s mention of the siege of

town by Shalmaneser V (as quoted by Josephus Flavius, Ant. Iud.

9, 14, 2). The city, which for such a long time withstood attacks by
the Assyrians, who were so expert at siegecraft, ml;\st have been
well fortified (quite apart from the fact that it lay on an island). The
prophecy about Tyre says that the Lord ;‘...will smite her power in
the sea; and she shall be devoured with fire" (w. 4)23. Yet, Mean=-
der’'s account sayé nothing of the city's surrender to Shalmaneser.
Therefore, A, Malamat looks for the explanation of the proph:acy in
an obscure fragment of an inscription on a Sargon II cylinder., The
fragment says ‘hat Sargon caught the sea-dwelling Ionians

like fish and captured Que and Tyre (Cylinder, 1.21). Am Ma~
lamat suspects a connection between the sea batile sgainst the

Cypriots (that is how he reads the first part for the record)
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and the capture of Tyre. He even Supposes that a sea batile

may have been fought between the Tyrians and the Assyrians.
This conjecturg is based on the three facts (the battle with the
Cypriots, the conquests of Tyre and of Que) being reported in
the same brief fragment. A. Malamat also points out that a;:co'urd- ’
ing to Menander’s account Tyre had links with Cyprus through ..
its colony at Kitign. He believes that the siege of Tyre went on
conte~mporaneously with that of Samaria starting from 725/724 B
C, As according to Menander the siege lasted for, five years,

Sargon 1].24,

the fall of Tyre would Have occurred in 720/719 B, C., under

A. Malamat sums up by saying that Zechariah;s prophecly
was written in the wake of "the military exploits of Sargon ",
who about 720 B, C._ sewed as "the rod of the Lord’s anger"
against ‘Hadrach, Damascus, Israel and Hamath and conquered
Gaza and Tyre. The coup d’état in Ashdod cannot be dated
precisely, bu‘t it is very likely to have preceded the Assyrian
,Compaign of 711 B. C. by a few years and to have briefly fol-
lowed the events of 720 B. C, 25. .

A. Malamat’s- dating of Zc 9, 1-6 met with a very sharp re-
ply: of - H, Tadmor, The latter also believes that the prophecy is
r‘el_ated to real events',) but such as had occurred twenty years
before, during the reign of Tiglath-pileser III, At that time king
Azariah of Judah (Ass. Azeri~asu ™! la-y_da—a-a.’ Heb, Uzziah)
led a coalition against the Assyrian monarch. The background
had been as follows. When in 743 B. C. Tiglath~pileser I mar-
ched against the Syrian.coaﬁﬁon led by the ruler of Arpad, Sar-
duri and his followers were defeated and Arpad fell after a
three-~year-long siege (74-2-74-0'). As a result, all the states of
northern Syria and southern Anatolia had to recognize Assyrian
Supremacy. However, when Tiglath-pileser I set out on a.cam-
paign against Ulluba on the border of Urartu in 739 B, C., a
new coalition arose, led by Azariah of Judah, Azariah, whose
warlike spirit is. so much dwelt upon in the Biblé (cf. for ir=-

stanc? 2. Ch 26, 1-23), led his army to battle near Hadrach.
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Unfortunately, the baille was lost.  Azariah and several other ru-
lers .paid iribute to.Assyria 26. H., Tadmor believes that, the coun-
trfes"listed in Zc 9, 1=6 are indeed those that took part in Aza-=
riah’s revolt. »

.The sentence "Yahwe has passed through the land of Had-
rach and Damascus is his dwelling place" (Zc 9, 1) acquires
fuller sense when considered against the background of the e-
vents described, i. e., the Syrian compaign of Azariah’s army.
H.:Tac.;lmor does not attempt to date all the events of Zc 9, 3-6
precisely, but ten&s to associate the prophecies aga.?nst Tyre
and Philistia with the years 739/738 B. C, He makesv the very
valuable observation that also the epilogue of the prop_hecy, that
is verses' 9, 10-11, should be interior;eted with Azariah's cam-
paign in mind. The epilogue spg&ks of a fgture empire of. Judah
and Ephraim which "will rule. from Sea to Sea, from the River
to the ends of the Earth" (9, 10) 27. For a brief spell, in 739/ 5
[738, »Azariah"s forces did stay near the Euphrates and the soui-
hern borders of his kingdom reached the Gulf of Agaba «;nd the -
Red Sea. : 3

While H. Tadmor does not propose any positive explapation
‘for Deutero-Zechariah’s prophecy. against Tyre and Philistia, he
vxolently opposes A. Malamat’s views in the matter. He believes
that the hypothesxs of a campalgn of Sargon II against Tyre . can-
not be ‘maintained:. such a. campazgn cer‘tamly is not men’cloned
more than once in Sargon II's mscmpfxons,.and even the inter-
pretation of the crucial line 21 of Sargon’s cylinder ought to be
different from what D, D; Luckenbill suggested and A. Malamat

followed; namely, the expression "uSap$ihu KUR Que u URU Su- .

ri" should not be read as "subdued Que Tyre" (as was done

by them) but as-M"Quieting (= bringirllg peace) to (the people of)
Que and Tyre" H, Tadmor also precludes the possibility of the
expression WY$B MMZR B'SDWD in v.6 of  Deutero-Zechariah’s
prophecy being related to the usurpation of the Ashdod throne

by "‘amani, because the latter was not a foreigner, not an Ionian,

; iy -
but in all probability a local, perhaps even a Philistine " .

- ‘weighty,
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Both these attempts to set Deutero-Zechariah’s prophecy in :
framework of real historical events are very 1nterestmg and the
arguments adduced so competel:ttly by the two authors are indeed
. Yet, neither hypothesis is logically faultless,

H. Tadmor's proposal is in fact confined to verses 1-2; as

_ to the other verses, H. Tadmor merely criticises A. Malamat’s

views with no attempt at justifying his own conjectures. Let us,
then, consider the arguments put forward by H. Tadmor. We can
sSpeak of the land of Hadrach and of northern Syria in general
only under the assumptxon that Azriyau. of Yaudi was identical
with Azariah, king of Judah. That view, however, is still dlsput-
ed 29. Some scholars believe that Azariah was. the king of a
small state in northern. Syrlaso, but this is not a very appealing
hypothesxs, for it is u.nhkely that at the same time two kings of

the same name should have ruled two countries of Yaudi. (Ju-

“dah) situated. in the same general area (Syria-Palestine). It is

--much more : likely that the far-sighted king Azariah of Jerusalem

saw the threat from the north and tried to meet it as far as pos-

sible from his own countr'y, as Ahab had done a hundred years

before 0 Although the last word in the matter of the identity of

the Azariah who appeéars in Tiglath-pileser IlI’s Annals has not

been said H. Tadmor’s proposal is estimated favourably by F.

© ‘W. Albright and his school of oriental research 2. The only di-
"sputed point is the chronology, w, B, Albright, E. R, Thiele =
“and J. Bright

iy assume that Azariah’s revolt took place not in

‘?39/738 in but in 743 B. C,, that is, about five vears earlier,

Let us next consider H, Tadmor's suggestion that also ver=

ses 3-6 of the prophecv, which speak about the fall of Tyre

and the destruction of thé Philistine cities, refer to events that
occurred in the same year. It is true that Tyre was implicated- .
in Azriyau’s revolt and paid tribute to Assyria after the defeat,
It was a few years after that, in 734 B. C., that Tiglath-pileser’s
army marched across Philistia to the very borders of Egypt.

Tiglath-_pileser captured Gaza and removed its kiﬁg, Hanun, who
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‘wéns later restored to thé throne. The fates of the other Philisti-
ne cities during that campaign are unlcnownas. s

In the light of known facts, H. Tadmor’s view concerning
verses 3-6 can hardly be maintained. In criticising A. Malamat,
H, Tadmor questlons the correciness of the interpretation of the
reference to Tyre in Sargon II’s inscription. He. beleieves that
the key word usap&ihu should be taken .not in the sense of Msubs
‘dued" but of "bringing peace to"., It is beyond question that the
word is a causah.ve form (descnbed in the old grammars as

Shafel formed from PLel) ' But how ought it to be understood

in this context? H., Tadmor follows: tlosely H. Wincklér’s trans-
lation . ("und ,ruhe verschaffte Kui und Tyrus ") 7 and W Muss -
-Arnolt’s dzctxonary ("brought. peace to Que ‘and ’IVre") On

‘the - other hand, already F. E. ‘Peiser took the text in a dxfferent

sense, rendermg it as "zur Ruhe brachte"3 ‘D, DL Luckenbill’s
translation -was sxmilar ("subdued") . In W. von Soden’s Assy=
rian dxchonary y]et another shade ‘of meaning is found: "Feinde®

pazxfxzxeren" (to paczfy a foe) . This last suggestion seems to

fit in best w1th what is known of the history of Tyre in the times

of Sargon II. There is no doubt that Sargon II' besieged the city,
thus continuing the efforts of his predecessor, Shalmaneser V.-
He did not capture the czty, however, but pacified it and laid 1t
under trlbute. The absence of any ‘mention of the capture of the.
town in the offxcxal annals is indeed stmkmg. If Tyre had fallen,
Sargon II's sribes would not have fa.xled to pubhc1ze the fact on
the walls and floors of Dur-Sharukkin and in other places. Mo=-
reover, let us bear in mind that Tyre was governed by the® samé
ruler,“ Luli (Eloulaios) for thirty-six years42; if Tyre had been
conquered, it would certainly have received a more compliant
ruler, as Eloulaios had made himself known to the Assyrians as
a danger'ous and dauntless enemy. When Sennacherib conquered
all of Phoenicia in 701 B. C. (except for the island on which -
the stronghold of Tyre was sxtuated) Eloulaios fled to Cyprus.
He did not give up struggle against Assyria and that' attitude
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may well have been the cause of his violent death while on the
* island ( Sennacherib’s Annals 18-19).

" In view of these facts, neither A. Malamat’s belief that Tyre
was conquered nor H, Tadmor’s opinion that Sargon II's policy.
towards the city had a peaceful sequel are sufficiently justified.
Tyre was jumiliated after a fﬁredyeaﬁlong siege, as was long ago
stated by B. ’Iuraev43 and recently repeated by M, J, Gel’éer44.
The event occurred probably in 220[719+B].C,, contemporaneously
with the sgppressio_n 'of the Syrian rebél.lion, the second conquest
of Samaria, the fall of Gaza and Raphia, and before the campaign
agamst the Manneans and to the borders of Ur’artu45

Let us. finally take up thé question of the "mamzer in Ashdod"
(Zc 9, 6). Is it really Yamani's usurpation that is meant, as A,
Malamat believed? H. Tadmor answers with a deﬁnite "o, point-.
ing out that Yama.m was not a foreigner but a natlve of the land,
perhaps a Phxhstme 6. The problem of Yamani'’s origin have been
dlscussed in a more detail study47. Let us now examine more
closely the meaning. of the word mamzer and its possible alter-
native interpretation. The word is extremely rare and .it occurs
only twice in the Old Testament., It appears in Dt 23,3 in the sen-
?e of "bastz.gd", which is confirmed by the Septuagint translation,
éx Tépvms T, but for Zc 9, 6 the Septuagint has a different. .
term: &AAoyeveis (foreigner, stranger). It is this broader mean-
ing that is adopted by A. Malamat4g; H. Tadmor rejects a refe=-
rence to Yamani, but there is nothing to preclude the use of the
term in connection with the Ashdod events. As H. Tadmor rightly.
notes, the whole of verse 6 ought to be taken into cc.)nsideration,'
but in a different sense from that suggested by A. Malamt First,
it was suggested long ago by E, Sellin that the word mamzer is
used here in the sense of "ha.l.f—breed"so. E. Se'llin, who con-
nected the text with a later period, ‘supposed that "the influx of
people‘ of various nationalities would cause the native population
(i. e., the people of Ashdod) to be outnumbered, -so that one

could not properly spAeak of the land of the Philistines but of the



304
land of half—breeds"sl. Secondly, the word ga’6n need not ne-
cessarily appear in verse 6 in its derived sense of ’!pride"’,' as
is commonly accepted by translators and exegetes 52, but in its
principal sense of "greainess, splendour", I so, why not read
verse 6 as follows: "foreigriers will settle in Ashdod and ruin
the greainess (spiendour) of the Philistines"? This interpretation
seems to be corroborated by the Assyrian texts (cf. Display -
scription, 107-109). As J. Zabiocka has found, an indefininte
number of people from Ashdod, Gimtu and‘Ashdﬁdimmu were
brought by Sargon II to live in Karalla and Itti after the fall of
Yamani 53. The population was thus mixed. In addition, let us
bear in mind the accounts in Sargon’s inscriptions of the loot-
ing of the towns of the Ashdod kingdom, including the royal pa-
lace, of the ‘overthrow. of the native dynasty and of the imposing
of a military governor. Philistia was thus stripped of political
power and despoiled of her riches, and. so the "greaimess and
splendour of the Philistines" were gone. .

Despite H..Tadmor's objection, then, there 'is no doubt that
Zc 9, 1-6 provides information on the period of Sargon II's reign.

On the other hand, we cannot share A, Malamat's view that on- .

Iy the évent—s of 720/719 B, C. can be meant. The attempt to da=-

te the events in Ashdod (or at least the accession of Yamani) s
to those years fails although suggestions to that effect have

S, rikile 0, e 9, 1~5, then, concerns developments that took
place during Sargon II's first campaign against Syria, Philistia
and Phoenicia; while Zc 9, 6 refers to events ten years later.

At any rafe, Zc 9, 1-6 must be dated to a time earlier than
705=701, because Ashdod did not participate in the revolt against-
Sennacherib and the local dynasty_(perhaps the old one) had ..
been restored to the throne. The question remains whether Zc é,
1=6 contains fragments of two .prophecies 56, v. 6 having origi-
nally been part of a later prophecy against Philistia, In any
case, the editor of chapter 9 must have been familiar with the
fates'of Dhilistia in the days of Deutero-Zechariah (that is pro-

bably Zechariah son of Jeberechiah), cf, Is 8, 2/.
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Les sciences bibligues en Pologne aprés la guerre (1945-
-19705. Travail collectif sous la rédaction de l’abbé Marian
Wolniewicz,; Varsovie 1974, Academie de Theologie Catho=
lique, 8%, pp. 300, Price: 501z

®
The book reviewed is a French translation of the second

. part of the Polish publication "Modern Polish Biblical Studies

1945-1970", ed. by J. Fach and M. Wolniewicz, War~

~saw 1972, (original title: Wspdiczesna - biblistyka polska 1945~
=1970,°I. Osmy Kongres Biblistéw Polskich. Praca zbiorowa

‘pod red. ks, J. Eacha. II. Powojenna Biblistvka Polska, Praca
' zbiorowa pod red, ks, M. Wolniewic za, Warszawa 1972,

ATK, pp. 502, Part' II on pp. 233-488). The main aim of the

“book is to presert Polish Biblical research after the 2nd World
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niewicz informs us about changes in Polish centers of Bi~
blical research after the last war. (Centres de recherches et
d’études bibliques dans le gart de sidcle qui suivit la guerre,
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