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Introduction to Biblical Studies: Old Testament

Session 3 – The Story of Israel
3.1
The Pentateuch and Joshua

The Biblical story in brief
The stories of Genesis and Exodus are set in what we now call the Bronze Age. Probably in the Middle Bronze Age Abram is said to leave Ur of the Chaldees in Mesopotamia and wander to Canaan. Two generations later the family decamp to Egypt and in the late Bronze Age, between 1500 and 1300, Moses is shown bringing the people out of Israel and into the Promised Land.

World Events

In this Bronze Age period it seems that Egypt was coming to the end of its Middle Kingdom having already been a major civilisation for over 1000 years (the pyramids were already old at the time of Joseph's story). Until c1750 there was relative peace and prosperity, but chaos followed when Semitic conquerors gained the upper hand. One can therefore see the patriarchs fitting into Egypt in this period which favoured Semitic contact. The Semitic conquerors were eventually driven out c1550 and Egyptians again took control. In 1550 the New Kingdom began and Egypt increased in power to its zenith in c1450 when Egypt controlled all Palestine and beyond.
The Times

In the Early Bronze Age (probably before biblical times) there were many fortified towns in Palestine but around 2350BC they were all destroyed for some unknown reason and the people returned to a semi-nomadic lifestyle, a picture which fits the patriarchal narratives. The Middle Bronze Age was characterised by un-walled villages and agricultural settlements. The Israelite ancestors are portrayed as remaining nomadic, living in tents, herding sheep and goats rather like the Bedouin of today. The Genesis accounts reflect the concerns of nomadic tribes, in such things as the need for water.

Exodus and Conquest – Theological Questions

A previous handout has dealt with Genesis and the Patriarchal period. The rest of the  Pentateuch involves the story of Israel in the wilderness. Theologically, this material introduces another significant theme in the Old Testament. The exodus marks the birth of the nation, it is their salvation moment, and the book of Exodus contains the heart of much Old Testament theology:

God acts in history to deliver and save his people (liberation)
God has shown the way for his people to live (law)

God and his people are in a binding commitment to one another (covenant)
God will dwell among his people (presence)

It was also often considered the golden age of Israel's faith.  During the exodus, Israel was completely reliant on God as king and leader, as provider of life itself (note how many of the stories are about the provision of food, water, clothing etc.). Moreover, during the exodus Israel was free(r) from the influence of other religions and the temptation to syncretism and idolatry.

Time and again the bible comes back to the exodus event:
· In the annual celebration of the Passover
The Passover ritual is much more than a memory aid, it serves to incorporate the new generation into the mystery of the original event, so that God rescues not ‘our ancestors’ but us, ourselves (Deut. 5:3). This corporate participation can be hard for us to understand, but is still very strong in Judaism. (This provides an interesting background to the Christian offshoot of the Passover - the Last Supper.)
· In the prophets
Several of the prophetic books remind Israel that God is the covenant God who brought them out of Israel and therefore has a claim on their allegiance (e.g. Amos 3:2). The prime sin, according to these prophets, is not injustice or idolatry but the breaking of the covenant which called for justice and worship.
· In the constant themes of wilderness, salvation and covenant that pervade the OT
The exodus experience became the paradigm for a life of faith so that the current oppression (physical or spiritual) became one's own Egypt. Several prophets of the exile saw the restoration as the new exodus, the new saving event, so that the exodus and conquest provided the template for the remaking of the covenant.
We must note too, however, that the book of Exodus does not portray the event through rose-tinted spectacles. It is a story of grumbling, complaints, distrust, crisis, power struggles and disobedience, and in the end not even Moses makes it into the Promised Land.

Exodus and Conquest – Historical Questions

A lot of Biblical Scholarship since 1900 has revolved around the historicity of the exodus and conquest – did it really happen?
One difficulty has been the miracles. The enlightenment believed that there was no such thing as a 'miracle', and that all miracles would eventually be given a scientific explanation. The result in the last century was an attempt to give a scientific reinterpretation of the exodus story e.g. the theory of the Reed Sea, a volcanic tsunami causing the parting of the Reed Sea, manna as a particular desert plant etc.

The other problem was that archaeology, which it was hoped would justify and prove the Bible, sometimes failed to tie in with the biblical chronology, e.g. Jericho was already a heap of ruins at the time that Joshua was supposed to have walked around it.

So how and when did the Israelites get into Canaan?

Exodus/Joshua appears to give an account of an exodus from Egypt, 40 years going round in circles in the wilderness and then a swift conquest of Israel (5 great battles) and an apportionment of the land to 12 different tribes. However, Joshua 13ff suggests that it wasn't actually quite that easy, and that much of the land apportioned wasn't ever conquered! Judges also suggests that there was nothing like a complete conquest, and it shows Israelites taking cities that they were already meant to have owned. It also speaks of many Canaanites still present in the land.
Albrecht Alt, in the 1920s, having studied the history and archaeology, suggested a different history in which Israel was actually settled peacefully by different tribes of nomads. They settled in the hills, keeping well away from the Canaanites who lived on the plains, and he claimed it was only in David's time that there was an attempt to unite 12 very disparate tribes over against the other tribes of the area.
Noth in the 1960s asked why, if the settlement was peaceful, did the conquest stories grow up?  His answer was that the people were aware that in the past there had been other people in the land and that now all that remained was ruined tells (mounds), so they sought to explain this by legendary battles that had destroyed the 'Canaanites'. He believed that around the time of the Bronze Age there were several clans/tribes in the hill countries that made loose agreements with each other for security. 12 of these banded together and used the Ark of the Covenant as a way of uniting themselves. The ark spent one month in each tribe. He based this on the model of tribal associations in Greece – known as amphictyonies. Noth's use of a Greek model is now discredited; nevertheless the view that there were indeed 12 tribes of nomads who came and settled at different periods in Canaan, remains. Some believe that one such group had a tradition of slavery/peasant revolt and escape from Egypt from which the exodus legend grew (Mendenhall and Gottwald). On this view Israel's unity and religion evolved in the land as tribes joined together for security or trade (Lemche).
The Baltimore school (Albright, Wright, Bright), on the other hand, noticed a wave of destruction in the 1230s (Late Bronze Age) showing up in archaeology and held that there was indeed a conquest, even if the Bible gives a very simplified view of it. They questioned how conquest stories could grow up as folk aetiologies without some historical support. They built quite an elaborate history of Israel on this and Bright's book is still much in evidence. However further archaeological study has questioned these results and pointed out e.g. that there was an uninhabited Jericho, Ai and Gibeon at this time.

Since then there have been various attempts to re-date the Bible and archaeological finds to fit the biblical account, but this has proved notoriously difficult. At this stage it is impossible to be certain how much historical truth there is in the book Exodus, and wherever you position yourself on the spectrum you will find scholars who agree.
Further Reading

Exodus

Fretheim, T. Exodus Interpretation USA: John Knox Press 1991

Sarna, N.  Exploring Exodus (a Jewish perspective) 

Brueggemann W.,  in Fowl S.E. The Theological Interpretation of Scripture London: Blackwell 1997
Brueggeman W, The Book of Exodus – Introduction, Commentary and Reflections in the New Interpreter’s Bible Vol. 1, Nashville TN USA: Abingdon Press, 1994.
3.2
Joshua – 1 Kings
Biblical Events in Brief

The time of the Judges is set in the early Iron Age which also covers the period set out in the books of Samuel, Kings and Chronicles. In brief, Israel is portrayed in this period as a loose confederation of tribes that gradually become more centralised under a King. The unity of the country falls apart and we have 2 kingdoms from c.900BC. The two parts, Israel and Judah, have a chequered history with Samaria/ Israel/ Northern Kingdom falling to Assyria in 722 BC and Jerusalem/ Judah/ Southern Kingdom capitulating to Babylon in 587 BC.

World Events
At the start of the Iron Age there are no major super powers. Israel is surrounded by many small groups such as the Moabites, Amorites etc. who all existed on a similar tribal basis. The Philistines then began to appear on the coast with superior iron weaponry which the old tribal structures couldn't withstand. Egypt is now in decline and so does not provide a real or lasting threat to Israel again. Israel, however, couldn't know that Egypt was waning, and under certain Pharaohs there are scares that Egypt will re-conquer Palestine. Instead Egypt becomes an ally against the rising powers of the East, but she is effectively useless.

Assyria begins to rise in the East as a major threat to Egypt. She waxes and wanes in strength, but eventually she grows into the first of the Middle Eastern superpowers. By c660 BCE she has reached as far as the Egyptian border. But around 610BC Babylon begins her meteoric rise, the first group to rebel successfully against Assyria. Egypt comes to Assyria's aid, and in 605BC is defeated by the Babylonians who now inherit the whole Assyrian Empire.

The Times
The major trade routes between Assyria and Egypt ran through the north of Israel. Often known as the international highway, it was the route for trade but also of course for the armies. This meant that the Northern Kingdom of Israel was more advanced culturally and economically, but also more religiously compromised. This territory was also more liable to foreign invasion and dominance. The Southern Kingdom of Judah in comparison was a backwater, behind technologically and economically but thus able to retain a religious and ethnic purity.
In the early Iron Age under the Judges, Israel has a loose tribal structure and occasional charismatic leaders. This tribal structure remained quite strong and it was the job of the Kings to try and weld disparate tribes into a unity. Their failure to do so may be one cause of the division of the monarchy. Livelihood comes in this period from agriculture and farming with settled living. 
Under the Kings, Israel moved from a village and tribal nation into a more 'urban' and centralised kingdom, a form of industrial revolution took place as iron replaced bronze, with all its consequent social upheaval. Towns were small by modern standards – up to 3000 people, but houses were crammed into a small area surrounded by thick walls for protection, firstly from the nomadic tribes still looking for land and then from those nations seeking to enlarge their kingdoms. The centre of the town was the plaza by the city gates, which acted as both market place and centre of government. Legal cases were heard here, major exchanges were witnessed here.

Joshua

The book has 2 main themes: 

1. Leadership - Joshua is heir to Moses and he is portrayed in language that mirrors Moses:

· The same promise of God's presence Ex 3 / Jos. 1; 3:7

· the command to be strong Dt 31:6,7,23 / Jos. 1:6,7,9

· he similarly sends out spies Num 13, 21:32 /Jos. 2

· he leads Israel through water  Red Sea/ Jordan

· he has a vision on holy ground Ex 3/ Jos. 5:15

· he has a prevailing rod/ sword Ex 17/ Jos. 8

· he commands awe as Moses did, Jos. 4:14

i.e. the book is designed to show that Joshua was indeed the true heir of Moses and there is continuity with the past 

2. Land – the fulfilment of the promise of land made initially to Abraham takes place at last....or does it?

The book is in fact ambiguous and ambivalent: there is still only partial fulfilment of the promise.
There is tension between the positive statements (11:23, 21:43-45, 23:14) emphasising God's faithfulness; and the comments that the land has still to be taken (13:1, 6-7; 15:23; 23:4-13).
There is also tension between obedience (Josh 6), and disobedience (Josh 7) – the two are in conflict, ever undermining each other and making the blessings and curses of Dt. 28 an intertwined reality.
Judges

The book of Judges is in deliberate contrast to the book of Joshua

e.g.

Jos. 23 

Yahweh will dispossess the nations

Jdg. 1:22-36 
The nations are not dispossessed

Jos. 24 

Joshua recounts story from Abraham and appeals for people to choose God

Jdg. 2:1-5 
The angel recites story from Egypt and says the gods will become a snare

Jos. 24:28-33

People serve all the days of Joshua

Jdg. 2:6-10 

New generation doesn't know Joshua/ God's deeds

There is both:

· a cyclical pattern:

sin --->   handed over to enemies --->  cry to Yahweh ---> a deliverer is raised up ---> land has rest ---> sin
· and a linear downward pattern, things get worse and worse. (Jdg. 2:19)
The Story of Israel from Conquest to Exile
· from gaining the land to losing it
Judges – a loose confederation of tribes 
After "the Conquest" the people are portrayed in the book of Judges as settling in tribal groups with a loose confederacy structure. In times of trial, charismatic leaders arose as 'judges' to lead the people out of trouble. But any attempts by the ‘judge’ to create a dynasty inherited by their sons were quickly eradicated (c.f. Jdg. 8:22-23, Jdg. 9 for Gideon's sons’ attempts to stay in control). 

However around 1000BC this proves unsatisfactory and a more permanent leader is desired. 1 Sam 8 recounts a request by the people for a military ruler from Samuel, Israel's current judge/ high priest. Samuel, with some theological reluctance, anoints Saul. As a result of the request Israel then has 4 monarchs:

The United Monarchy
(a) Saul  - Saul is portrayed as creating a small professional army, which tries to secure Israel from her enemies, the Philistines who are now a constant rather than a periodic threat 1 Sam 9.

(b) David - David goes further than Saul and creates a capital city, seeking to unite and expand Israel into a united people 2 Sam 2.

(c) Solomon - Solomon continues the expansion of Israel and Jerusalem. He builds a palace and next door the temple, aiming to unite the people patriotically and religiously (1 Ki. 1).
Why the Monarchy now?
Suggestions for why the monarchy rose include:

3. Pressure from more culturally advanced groups. Before this Israel was reasonably matched with the neighbouring hill tribes, the Moabites, Ammonites etc. and often power swung between them. Now the Philistines appeared on the coast with chariots and iron weapons against which no hill tribe could stand alone cf. 1 Sam 9:16 ‘I shall send to you a man... he shall save my people from the Philistines; for I have seen the suffering of my people.”
4. A desire to be like the other nations who had kings and armies to protect them is the reason given in 1 Sam 8:5 ‘Give us a king to govern us like other nations." The King was the surety that someone protected the national interest.
5. The circumscription theory has been applied by some sociologists. This theory says that when land is scarce conflict increases and there is more need for organisation and centralisation. 
Despite Samuel's opposition we cannot with hindsight envisage how the loose federation of tribes in Judges could have survived very long with the way the world was developing at this time.

The Division of the Kingdom
(d) Rehoboam - Rehoboam succeeds his father, Solomon, but manages very quickly to lose the loyalty of the northern kingdom, which takes its own King – Jeroboam (1 Ki. 12).

Why did the United Monarchy fail?
Transitions from King to Prince are always insecure moments, but why did the north seize the opportunity on Solomon's death to take their own king?
Several reasons have been suggested:

6. The north perhaps never really united with the south and never felt part of one kingdom (2 Sam. 3:1-4, 5:1-5, 20:1, 24:9). David had two kingdoms not one, and we note that he had to be crowned in each area, and so it seems did Rehoboam (2 Sam. 5:1-3; 1 Ki. 12:1). The result was not so much a division of the kingdom as a refusal by the north to accept Rehoboam as its king.
Initially the Northern request was for the aid of a particular person – King David. The north is never portrayed as agreeing to unite as one nation, nor was there any agreement to create a Davidic dynasty. Israel, in the book of Judges, had a history of disliking dynasties.

7. Favouritism may also have contributed. Solomon seems to have shown favouritism for Judah (2 Sam. 20:1-2), building programs were all in the south but used northern labour.

8. The king's many wives and idolatry caused national civil war and insecurity (2 Sam. 3:1-4, 20:1-2; 1 Ki. 4:7ff), there were too many claimants for the throne.
9. Oppressive rule, forced labour, taxes etc. (1 Ki. 12:1-20, 5:13-16 c.f. 1 Ki. 9:22) and Rehoboam’s confrontation politics did nothing to endear the people to the King (1 Ki 12:13).
5.  But the Bible also asserts that God ordained the split because of Solomon’s unfaithfulness (see 1 Ki. 11:26-40, 12:1-20).
At this point Israel is split into 2 parts
·  the Northern Kingdom called (confusingly) Israel, with a capital at Samaria and consisting of 10 tribes (sometimes referred to as Ephraim)

·  the Southern Kingdom called Judah with a capital at Jerusalem and consisting of 2 tribes  (Judah and Benjamin).
The Northern Kingdom – Israel
Capital: Samaria

Geographically the country of Israel was much larger than Judah, with a more varied ethnic and cultural population. The land was much more fertile and productive, hills more rolling and less barren.

Economically Through the north ran the "international highway" joining Egypt to Asia and Europe. This obvious trade and military route meant that Israel had easy access to trade, ideas, development and foreign influences.

Politically the country is portrayed in Kings as much less stable and there are 7 assassinations / dynastic changes in her brief story (7 coups).
Also, there was no 'royal theology' i.e. no strong sense that the current King was God's anointed eternal kingly line (c.f. 2 Sam 7) to unite the king's dynasty to the country's religion.

Israel's Kings:

The biblical writers have scant regard (perhaps indicating regional/ political or religious bias) for the Kings of Israel and the writer of the books of Kings judges none of them to be righteous. 
By this they are not claiming that the Kings were 'bad' kings in terms of their political leadership. Indeed some of these 'unrighteous' kings were extremely successful and/ or  enlightened, benign rulers.

However what matters to the writer of Kings is the faithfulness of these Kings to Yahweh. At their best the Kings are shown as Yahweh worshippers with a tendency to syncretism – i.e. a tendency to mix and match their religion with others that were around.

For instance the golden calves created by Jeroboam, in an attempt to replace the Temple which had been left to Judah in the civil wars, may have been regarded by him as footstools to Yahweh's throne, a claim that ‘we too can worship Yahweh’ in Bethel and in Dan. But for the writer of Kings they are viewed as the thin edge of the wedge and the beginning of idolatrous worship, for only at Jerusalem could Yahweh have a Temple.

The following are the main Kings of Israel that are worth knowing about: 

(See Timeline)
CIVIL WAR

Jeroboam  - Israel's first King spends most of his reign in civil war with Judah (1 Ki. 12-14) who did not take kindly to Israel's decision to split the united kingdom.

DYNASTIES RISE AND FALL

Jeroboam's son is assassinated by Baasha (1 Ki 15) who seizes the throne, but he is swiftly knocked off by Omri. The Omride dynasty takes Israel to great heights (e.g. Israel conquers Moab) and Omri builds from scratch a new capital at Samaria

However, Assyria is on the rise. Assyrian sources suggest that Israel (under Ahab?) is defeated along with other Kings at Qarqar and pays tribute at this time. This major battle is not mentioned in the Old Testament though it was a very significant political event with ramifications for Israel. Assyria soon has problems and disappears from the scene again. At this point (around the time of Elijah and Elisha) neighbouring Syria becomes the main enemy and Israel loses much land to Syria and Moab.

GOLDEN AGE

Jehoash and Jeroboam II (2 Ki. 13-14) manage to turn the situation around and regain the land and there is some archaeological evidence of a prosperous period of growing wealth during these reigns. If so the appearance of Amos and Hosea pronouncing doom in an era of prosperity seemed preposterous!

THE DOWNHILL SLIDE

Jeroboam's son Zechariah was however unable to hold on to the throne (2 Ki. 15) and a string of assassinations followed, seriously weakening the country. Terminal decline begins for Israel.

Pekah the next main king soon forms an alliance with King Rezin of Syria (NB. important to distinguish the small neighbouring Syria (Aram) from the dominant world power Assyria). Pekah and Rezin plan to rebel against Assyrian domination, and they put military pressure on Judah (King Ahaz) to join the rebellion. This is known as the Syro-Ephraimite War (2 Kgs 16, Is. 7). This backfires when Judah appeals to Assyria for aid against Israel. Needing little prompting, King Tiglath-pileser III of Assyria responds by razing Damascus and subjecting Israel to vassal status, possibly putting Hoshea on the throne as vassal king.
FALL OF SAMARIA – 722 BC

Hoshea however incurs the wrath of Assyria when he withholds the tribute. Assyria (under Shalmaneser V) returns with her armies and Samaria is razed in 722BC. The people of Israel are either killed or scattered, with many fleeing as refugees to Judah (2 Kgs 17).
International Politics
Assyria had been a world power of fluctuating strength from at least 1200 BC, i.e. Israel's earliest days. In the 850s Assyria makes forays to the coast under Shalmaneser III (when Israel is ruled by King Ahab). Assyria also pulls itself together around 740 when Tiglath-pileser III seizes the Assyrian throne. He sets about controlling the whole of the Ancient Near East as far as Egypt and indeed in time even defeats Egypt.
Countries that submitted peacefully to Assyrian rule, and paid up on time, became satellite states paying tribute but having reasonable internal autonomy.

Those that were conquered became vassal states with a native king and Assyrian officials overseeing affairs.

Those who rebelled and withheld tribute had their major towns destroyed and their people deported. The lands were often resettled with foreigners and an Assyrian military governor.
Archaeology suggests Israel went through all 3 stages – a satellite state in c.743, a vassal in c. 732, being eventually destroyed in 722 BC.

The Southern Kingdom - Judah

In contrast to Israel (the Northern Kingdom):

Geography – The land of Judah was harsher, with desert and rugged hill country which provided more security from invasion but a meagre existence to those who lived there

Economically and culturally archaeology shows Judah to be more backward, with less trade, development and foreign influence.
Politically however she was much more stable and the Davidic line managed to retain possession of the throne for all Judah's history, supported by arms and some theological assistance in the form of the promise of eternal favour from God.  (It was always wise to think twice about knocking off a King whom God had established forever on the throne.)
Judah's Kings (see Timeline)
CIVIL WAR

The reign of Rehoboam, the first King of Judah, is characterised by civil war with Israel. However more significantly for the writer of Kings was his establishing of 'high places' or worship centres outside of Jerusalem (1 Ki. 14). This conflicted with the Deuteronomic injunction to worship God only in Jerusalem, a command very important to the writer of Kings.

The civil war is finally resolved by Jehoshaphat (1 Ki. 22), who marries his son Ahaziah to Ahab's daughter. This act is seen as disastrous by the writer(s) for it brings Israelite syncretistic worship practices into Judah. The reign of Ahaziah and Athaliah is portrayed as entirely evil (2 Ki. 11).
GOLDEN AGE
A little later Uzziah (also called Azariah – 2 Ki. 15) comes to the throne. During his reign Judah enjoys peace and prosperity, it is her golden age and so the complaints of Isaiah (cf. his commission – in the year that King Uzziah died) and Micah seem out of order. However, after Uzziah's death Judah too goes down hill, although not so quickly as Israel.

Uzziah's grandson, Ahaz, is threatened by the anti-Assyrian coalition of Israel and Syria (see above – the Syro-Ephraimite war) and he requests the intervention of Assyria. Isaiah is sceptical of this idea, and certainly the effect is that Judah too becomes a satellite state of Assyria.  There is a price to pay for Assyrian help and Judah who had been independent must now pay tribute (2 Ki. 16, Is. 7), and is also expected to acknowledge Assyrian worship practices. The connection between religion and dominance is a strong one in the biblical world. The conquerors impose not only tribute on a vassal states, but also their gods. It is noticeable that "good" kings worshipping Yahweh often coincide with weak superpowers who can no longer enforce their religion.

REFORMS
Hezekiah is the writer’s hero. He is portrayed as cleansing Israel of its pagan practices and revitalising the nation (2 Kgs 18). Such activity was tantamount to rebellion against Assyria, so, not impressed, Assyria laid siege to Judah and Jerusalem in 701BC.
Although Hezekiah is labelled a "good" king he lost much of Judah's territory to the Assyrians, who parcelled it out to Judah's neighbouring enemies. Sennacherib (King of Assyria) failed though to take Jerusalem, and Hezekiah was spared (2 Ki. 18-19). Although this is interpreted as a victory for Yahweh over the Assyrian gods, it was far from an economic victory. Judah remains a vassal state of Assyria and even heavier tribute is demanded, and paid by Manasseh (Hezekiah's son), for the rebellion. Manasseh is portrayed as actively promoting Assyrian worship practices and suppressing Yahwism (2 Ki. 21).
BRIEF REFORM

There is a further brief revival under Josiah but in the verdict of the biblical theologian – it is too little too late (2 Kgs 22-23, see esp. 23:24-27). 
Assyria under threat ... Egypt to the rescue

Josiah’s revival is enabled by Babylonian pressure diverting Assyrian attention. It is not surprising that Josiah is unhappy when Egypt sets out along the coast – into Judah – to support Assyria. Josiah’s resistance to Egypt is however futile and fatal and he is killed in battle. Judah becomes a vassal of Egypt for a short while (2 Ki. 23:29ff). 
BABYLON – THE NEW POWER 

Babylon is more than a match for Egypt and Assyria united, and defeats the joint army at the 
battle of Carchemish 605BCE. Assyria eventually falls in 614BCE.
By default Judah becomes a vassal of Babylon (2 Ki 24:1). As a result the reforms lapse.
EXILE – the first deportation 597 BC
In the unrest following the fall of Assyria, Jehoiakim king of Judah seeks independence from their new Babylonian overlord. This results in the first siege of Jerusalem by the Babylonians in 597 (2 Ki. 24:10). At the sight of the armies, Jerusalem capitulates, and the king and the elite of society are handed over to Nebuchadnezzar, who takes them into exile in Babylon (this includes Jehoiakim's son Jehoiachin and the priest Ezekiel) (2 Kgs 24:10ff).
EXILE – the second deportation 11 yrs later (586 BC)
Zedekiah is made puppet King by Babylon but when he too rebels, after 9 years, Babylon is determined to destroy Jerusalem. The result is a two year siege. When most of Jerusalem is starving to death Zedekiah makes a vain attempt to flee through an underground passage but is eventually caught. Babylon enters Jerusalem and sets fire to the city. The people are deported and only the poorest are left in the countryside (2 Kgs 24:11-12ff) .
Why the falls of Israel (to Assyria) and Judah (to Babylon)?

It has been argued that, with the division of the Kingdom, the fall was inevitable. The ensuing civil war certainly severely weakened both nations. Moreover Israel, without the ideological appeal of the Davidic dynasty, was never very stable and prone to coups and assassinations. Nevertheless both Kingdoms had their golden ages of prosperity and stability after the split.

The changing world scene is perhaps the major factor in the fall. The emergence of the superpowers intent on world domination (Assyria, Babylon, Persia, Greece) meant that smaller nations could no longer survive independently, and it was a matter of time before they became swallowed up

But for the Biblical writer, God’ s anger at his people is the ultimate reason (2 Ki.24:20).
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