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SOME NOTES ON THE BOOK OF JOSHUA

I. THE HISTORICAL VALUE OF THE STORIES IN THE BOOK OF JOSHUA

Jos. does not give an explicit account of the occupation of Qanaén by the
Israelites under the command of Joshua. In one place Jos. says that Joshua has
occupied the whole Canaan, while in another it adds that Joshua is still to
conquer many other territories in Canaan. In some piaces of Jos. it is said
that Yahweh defeated the Canaanites and gave the conquered land to the Isreae-
lites, so it is the Lord, who conquered Canaan. The territory described in Jos.
did not belong to the Israelites until the reign of King Solomon. In some sto-
ries there are insertions which are not contextual. There are also some repe-
titions and inconsistencies. According to Jos. the Israelites were conquering
Canaan under Joshua’s command quickly and without any difficulties. The lack of
an explicit account and the presence of some characteristic details in the de-
scriptions in Jos. may lead to the following question: what' is the historical
value of the accounts in Jos. about the occupation of Canaan by the Israelites
under the command of Joshua?

The Biblical and archaeological data speak both for and against the authen-
ticity of the stories in Jos. The following details speak for the authenticity
of the stories: the Israelites’ lack of resources whereas the Canaanites on
whom Israel struck possessed them (cf. Jos. 11, 4; 17, 16); Joshua’s war tac-
tics: sending out spies to the city (cf. Jos. 2; 7, 2f.), an ambush (cf. Jos.
8), a night march and attack by surprise (cf. Jos. 10, 9; 11, 7), pursuit (cf.
Jos: 10, 10; 11, 8), slaughter of the defeated enemy, destruction of his wea-
pons, peace treatiés; and also the authentic depiction of reality in Jos. (7,21;
13,1; 14,6-14; 15,63; 16,10; 17,13; 17, 14-18; 24), the use of very old ex-
pressions like kesita - "pieces of money" (cf. Jos. 24,32). The above data sup-
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port the authenticity of these stories. The authenticity of these stories is
further supported by non-Biblical documents such as the tablets from Tell el-
-Amarnal, the letter of Thutmosis IIIZ, the temple of god Amon in Thebes3, the
stele of Mesha, king of Moaba, the testimony of Procopius of Caesareas, ar-
chaeological excavation56 that prove the annihilation of many cities at the

end of the Late Bronze Age and their reconstruction in the Iron Age, an al-
most fourfold increase of population in the southern Canaan in that period7.

The following texts in Jos. raise doubts regarding the possession of whole Ca-
naan by the Israelites under the command of Joshua: Jos. 10,40; 11, 16-22; 13,1;
23,4 s.

The archaeological studies performed by K. Kenyon8 in Tell es-Sultan, and
by ¥ Aharoni9 in Galilee and north-eastern Negeb, and by J.A. Callaway10 in
Ai and Raddanah do not support the theory of the occupation of Canaan by the
Israelites in the transition period between the Late Bronze Age and the Iron
Age.

1 to those events and one can draw

Jos. gives a theological interpretation
the following conclusions: )

1. The stories in Jos. are of historic-didactic character.

2. There are references in the book to historical events concerning dif-
ferent periods of the history of Israel and other nations. Joshua the comman-
der of Israel is the author of some events that are described in Jos. Many of
events although performed by others were attributed to Joshua strictly for
theological purposes.

3. The writers did not include the whole account of historical events as
they happened in the course of time but just mentioned them and added their
own reflections. It was their intention to induce their contemporaries to
worship Yahweh, to urge them to be more faithful to Yahweh and to acknowledge
Yahweh as a God stronger and more powerful than the gods of other nations.

4. It is the task of literary critics to determine which story presenting
Joshua’s achievements is the authentic one, and which is merely attributed to
him.

II. THE LITERARY COMPOSITION OF JOS. 1,1-9

The following remarkable points can be noted in Jos. 1,1-9. There are three
terms to refer to Israel: "the sons of Israel", a term drawing on the tradition
of the holy place of Sichem and refering not so much to the total of the twelve
generations as to the old tribes of Israel that united in Moab, made a cove-

nant with Yahweh on Sinai and entered Canaanlz; "all this people", which denotes
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all the twelve generations gathered to worship YahwehlB; and "this people", by
which is meant some part of the twelve generations allied to YahwehlA.

Yahweh gives the sons of Israel "every place you tread with the soles of
your feet", whereas "all this people" gets the area "from the wilderness and
Lebanon to the great river Euphrates and to the Great Sea westward".

Verse 7a is an almost literal repetition of verse 6a. The presence of these
points in Jos. 1,1-9 has been explained in various ways. '
The followers of the Hexateuch theory assume that Jos. 1,1-9 is composed

of the sources JE or E and some editorial additionsls. Ww. Rudolph16 explains
these points as being due to corrections made by later authors. A. Schulz17
distinguishes in Jos. 1,1-9 the narrative proper and later glosses. M. NothlB
finds in it traces of the Sichem tradition; the tradition was modified by the
so-called Deuteronoﬁistic school at the time of religious reform in the 7th
century B.C. R. Nelsonl9 considers that Jos. 1,1-11 was composed by Dtrl on

the basis of traditions going back to Joshua’s time. According to B. Peckham20
Jos. 1,1-9 was written by two Deuteronomists: Dtrl wrote Jos. 1,1a on the ba-
sis of Dt. 34,la, 4-5, 7 and Jos. 1,3, 5ab? drawing on Dt. 7,24b; 11, 24a;
31,6b; Dtr2 supplemented the text of Dtrl by making Joshua the legitimate suc-
cessor of Moses and a model of obedience to the Torah. Peckham also thinks that
Dtr2 drew on Dt. 1,38; 3,28; 31,7f.

God’s speech to Joshua at Shittim mentions the land of Canaan under Israel’s
rule in the days of Joshua (v. 3) and of king Solomon (v. 4). The possession
of Canaan is the fulfilment of Yahweh’s promises to Israel ("as I declared to
Moses", "I swore to their fathers"). God’s promise to give the land to Israel
is expressed in the perfect tense (Heb. natan) when concerning "all this people"
and in the future tense (Heb. i}fg) when concerning "this people". God exhorts
Israel to keep "all the Law" (Heb. sefer katorak), i.e., the old Book of the
Covenant from pre-kingdom times which was discovered in the Temple under the
king Josiah (cf. 2 K. 22) and which contained laws relating to the cult (cf.

2 K. 23). God imposes the obligation of keeping "all the Law" on "all this
people" (v. 6), commands the leader he has appointed to study the Law carefully
and stand firm in keeping it (v. 7) (this might refer to religious reform) and
assures him that keeping "all the Law" will give the land to "this people".

The observing of "all the Law" does not concern "the sons of Israel".

All this suggests that God’s speech to Joshua in Shittim concentrates on
observing the Law, especially those points in it that concerned the cult.

"All this people" is to worship only Yahweh, because he fulfilled the pro-
mises given to Moses. The promises were fulfilled between the days of Joshua,
who received as much land as he was able to occupy, and the time of David, who
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became master of the extensive area specified in v. 4. This truth was recorded
after the schism of the 9th century B.C., during the spread of idolatry.

There was another attempt to do away with idolatry and introduce the exclu-
sive cult of Yahweh during the religious reform of the 7th century B.C. It was
then that the people were taught that king Josiah was the king of Israel by
God’s decree ("be strong") and that the religious reform was required by Yahweh
himself ("stand firm"). The reform was to guarantee Israel prosperity.

During the Captivity, when Israel had been deprived of the land given by
Yahweh, they were again instructed that keeping the Law would certainly restore
them to their land. The people would enter Canaan from the Babylonian captivity
in the same way as Joshua and his people had entered the land from the slavery
in Egypt. God’s speech to Joshua at Shittim contains some references to histo-
rical facts such as the general delimination of the area oonquered by Joshua
(v. 3), the detailed delimination of the area of Solomon’@ kingdom (v. 4) and
the mention of the Book (Heb. sefer). These constltute the historical stratum
of Jos. 1,1-9. :

In the 9th century B.C. these references were combined and supplemented
with the mention of Moses and the promise of peace (v. '5a). All that was put
in the form of a prophetic revelation("Yahweh spoke", v. 1); hence the supple-
mentary part is ascribed to a prophet, who rendered God’s speech in a form
designed to defend the cult of Yahweh agaist idolatry. The supplementary portion
is thus the prophetic stratum of Jos. 1,1-9.

The remaining additions are the work of known Deuteroncmists from the days
of the religious reform and the Captivity. Jos. 1,1-9 is thus‘a complex record
of historical documents and of three stages of editorial reflexion. It was
composed for the purpose of religious instruction about the cult.
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