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Introduction

Subject of the Research

The dynasty of Jehu ruled the Northern Kingdom of Israel for about ninety years,
from the late forties of the ninth to the middle of the eighth century BCE. Five
kings of this dynasty are known from the biblical text: Jehu, Joahaz, Joash, Jero-
boam II, and Zechariah. Two of them, Jehu and Joash, are mentioned in the
Assyrian royal inscriptions, and Jeroboam is mentioned on a stamp used by one
his officials (Shema).

Assyria had been a dominant power in Syria-Palestine since the time of
Shalmaneser III (858-824 BCE). Following the Assyrian withdrawal in the 830s,
Aram-Damascus under Hazael and his son, Bar-Hadad, became dominant in the
Syro-Palestinian arena for some forty years, until Adad-nérari III resumed military
campaigns to that region.

According to the Bible, Jehu, formerly a high officer, rebelled against Joram,
king of Isracl of the Omride Dynasty, when the latter fought against the
Aramaeans at Ramoth-Gilead, and afterwards usurped the throne (841 BCE).
Shortly after Jehu’s rebellion, Israel was subjugated by Hazael, king of Aram-
Damascus, and an Aramaean hegemony lasted for about thirty to forty years.
Only in the early eighth century BCE did Israel overthrow the yoke of Damascus.

It is thus evident that Aram and Assyria had great influence on the history of
Israel from the mid-ninth century BCE onward. In investigating the history of the
Jehuite Dynasty, one should first discuss, in detail, the relations between these
three states.

Sources for the Research

Three kinds of sources are available for the history of the Jehuites: the biblical
texts, the extra-biblical texts, and the archacological data. The biblical texts in-
clude (1) 2 Kgs 9-15, which relates the reign of each Israelite and Judahite king;
(2) 1 Kgs 20 and the Elisha natrative cycle in 2 Kgs 5-8, which are dated to the
time of the Omrides in the Book of Kings; (3) some parts of the books of Hosea
and Amos. The extra-biblical texts comprise Assyrian, Aramaic, Moabite, and
Hebrew inscriptions. Most of the Assytian inscriptions discussed in this study are
royal inscriptions written during the reigns of Shalmaneser 111, Adad-nérari 111,
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and Shalmaneser IV (RIMA 3). The Assyrian Eponym Chronicles form the basis
for the Assyrian chronology and the Assyrian campaigns to the west (Millard
1994). The Aramaic inscriptions, such as the Tel Dan (Biran and Naveh 1993;
1995), Zakkur (Gibson 1975: 6-17), Samos (Rollig 1988), Eretria (Charbonnet
1986), and Arslan Tash Inscriptions (Gibson 1975: 4-5), attest to the Damascene
hegemony over the Syro-Palestinian kingdoms from the late ninth to the begin-
ning of the eighth century BCE. The Mesha Inscription (Gibson 1971: 71-83)
describes relations between the Moabite Kingdom and the Northern Kingdom in
the second half of the ninth century BCE. Some other inscriptions (i.e., the Tell
Deir ‘Alla Inscription) also may shed light on the Kingdom of Istael in the first
half of the eighth century BCE (Lemaire 1977; Hoftijzer and Van der Kooij 1976).

Due to archaeological excavations carried out over the years, more informa-
tion about the time of the Jehuite Dynasty is available. In this study, I will discuss
archaeological information acquired from relevant strata in the excavated sites.
The investigated sites include the major cities of the Northern Kingdom, such as
Samaria (Reisner, Fishet, and Lyon 1924), Tell el-Farah (Notrth) (Chambon 1984),
Tel Jezreel (Ussishkin and Woodhead 1992; 1994; 1997), Tel Megiddo (Lamon
and Shipton 1939; Finkelstein, Ussishkin, and Halpern 2000; 2006a), Tel
Yokneam (Ben-Tor and Rosenthal 1978; 1979; 1983), Tel Beth-Shean (James
1966; Mazar 1993; 20006), Tel Rehov (Mazar 1999), Tel Hazor (Yadin et al. 1958;
1960; 1961; Ben-Tor 1989; Ben-Tor and Bonfil 1997) and Tel Dan (Biran 1994;
Biran, Ilan, and Greenberg 1996; Biran and Ben-Dov 2002); also some small sites
and border sites such as Tell es-Safi (Boas and Maeir 1998; Maeir 2001), Tel ‘En
Gev (Tsukimoto, Hasegawa, and Onozuka 2009), Tel Kinrot (Fritz 1990; 1993;
Fritz and Minger 2002; Pakkala, Munger, and Zangenberg 2004), and Bethsaida
(et-Tell) (Arav 1995; 1999; 2004; 2009).

Aims of the Research

In the late nineteenth century, a new critical approach to the Bible, based on
documentary and literary criticism, was adopted in the academic world of biblical
research. Wellhausen (1885) hypothesised that what we read in different parts of
the Hebrew Bible might have been a projection of the reality that prevailed at the
time the text was written. In other words, the biblical narrative about ancient
Israel is not accurate contemporaneous history, but rather historiography. His
view was gradually accepted by the academic world, inevitably giving rise to a
form-critical perspective of the Hebrew Bible. With the advance of this line of
research since the 1970s, the historicity of the Patriarchal narratives has basically
been discounted and attributed to a later period (Thompson 1974; Van Seters
1975). Accumulating archaeological data soon refuted even the historicity of the
“conquest of the land” story in the Book of Joshua (Finkelstein 1988; Finkelstein
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and Naaman 1994). By the 1990s, the reliability of the biblical desctiptions of the
United Monarchy was being heatedly debated (see for example, Fritz and Davies
1996; Handy 1997). Due to these problems involved with the historical credibility
of the biblical text, it is generally accepted today that extra-biblical texts and ar-
chaeological data are essential for reconstructing the history of ancient Israel. For
some periods, they carry even more weight than the biblical texts.

A critical approach has also developed in the study of biblical sources for the
Jehuite Dynasty. This approach contributes to the clarification of the genre, origin,
and date of the biblical texts relating to this period. Biblical history contains some
episodes attributed to the time of the Omride and the Jehuite Dynasties, whose
historical credibility has been challenged. Gunkel (1906) pointed out that these
stories contain both historical and legendary elements, and it is the historian who
must differentiate between them. The date for the integration of these narratives
into the Book of Kings is also essential. The integration of the entire Elijah-Elisha
narratives into the Book of Kings was ascribed to the Deuteronomist(s) (hence-
forth Dtr) by some scholars (ganda 1911; Fohrer 1957; Noth 1967; Hentschel
1977; Campbell 1986). Gradually, the problems of this theory have been recog-
nised, and a number of scholars have attributed parts of the stories to the post-
Dtr stage (Holscher 1923; Miller 1966; Schmitt 1972; Van Seters 1983). The ex-
tent of the integrated stories at each stage is, however, in debate. For example,
some scholars have attributed only 1 Kings 20 and part of the Elisha stories to
the post-Dtr stage (Rofé 1988; 2001; Naaman 1997a; 2002a; 2006; 2008; Sroka
2000), and others have ascribed the majority to the post-Dtr stage (Stipp 1987;
McKenzie 1991; Otto 2001). In addition, since these narratives are supposed to
have been handed down orally to the author and to have been woven into the
composition long after the related events, one should take a cautious attitude
when discussing the historical credibility of these narratives. As early as the 1940s,
Jepsen (1941—44) pointed out that the Elisha narratives reflected the historical
reality of the Jehuite Dynasty (see Schmitt 1972); he also dated 1 Kgs 20 to the
time of the Jehuites (see Whitely 1952; Miller 1966; 1967). The dates of these
prophetic stories will be investigated in detail in the course of this research.

The books of Hosea and Amos also contain historical information relating to
the Northern Kingdom that reflects perspectives different from those of the
Book of Kings. Scholars have agreed that some parts of the Book of Hosea origi-
nated in the Northern Kingdom in the late eighth century and were later edited by
a Judabhite scribe (Wolff 1956). The analysis of the book is limited only to several
passages (Hos 1:4; 5:1-2; 6:7-8; 10:14; 12:12), for the contents give little informa-
tion about political events. Some passages of the Book of Amos (Am 1:3-5; 6:13-
14) provide us with clues for understanding the territorial extent of the Northern
Kingdom in the mid-eighth century BCE. Due to the literary genre of the books
of Hosea and Amos, their historical reliability will also be carefully re-evaluated
(Koch 1976; Schmidt 1965; Wolff 1964).
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Throughout the years, many works have been published that discuss the his-
tory of the Jehuites and their relations with their neighbours. Nevertheless, some
of these works are not critical enough. Many biblical texts are still open to differ-
ent interpretations. Moreover, new texts have recently come to light, new ar-
chacological excavations and surveys have been conducted, and recent discus-
sions of the archaeological data have raised new questions that have not been
taken into consideration in previous historical works. In the light of all this re-
cently available data, a new historical study becomes desirable. It is the aim of this
research to re-evaluate the biblical and extra-biblical texts, and the archaeological
data, in order to write a comprehensive history of Israel’s relations with Aram and
Assyria in the time of the Jehuite kings.

Hypothesis and Methods

In the early 1990s, scholars began to question the reliability of using biblical texts
as sources for writing a history of Isracl. Some scholars even suggested that the
authors of the biblical history lived either in the Persian or the Hellenistic period,
hundreds of years after the events described. Their motives in writing the history
were mainly religious and ideological. Hence, large portions of the biblical history
are products of an imagination coloured by a heavily biased perspective (Davies
1992; Thompson 1992; 1999; Lemche 1998). The reliability of biblical sources
and their contribution to the study of the history of Israel continue to be debated
among scholars, and doubts have been expressed about the legitimacy of biblical
history from the late tenth to the eighth century BCE.

In this research, I wish to demonstrate that the biblical texts, in fact, do in-
clude reliable historical information concerning the political relations of the Je-
huite Dynasty with its neighbours. While the present form of the biblical texts,
which emerged only in a later period, presents only the biblical history of Israel,
distinct from the historical Israel (Kratz 2000; Witte 2005), historical information,
however fragmentary, is certainly embedded in the texts and can be gleaned from
them. This hypothesis depends on another hypothesis, namely, that some early
sources were available to the author of the Book of Kings (Dtr), which he used in
his composition, and that these sources were, in part, written shortly after the
events they described. A detailed analysis of the texts thus enables us to identify
those sources, and to use them in the historical reconstruction (Smelik 1992;
Na'aman 2001a).

The biblical texts concerning the Jehuite Dynasty are of three types, classified
as follows: (1) an account of each king, written in a formalised style, possibly
derived from the chronicles of the kings of Israel (Parker 2006); (2) the narratives
of Elijah-Elisha; (3) the texts written by the author (Dtr), in which he filled in the
gaps in the account and overlaid it with his own theological and ideological view.
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The texts of the first type demonstrate high reliability; the second type are less
reliable, due to their literary genre; and those of the third type rather reflect the
reality and intellectual thinking of the author during that time.

To differentiate these textual types and evaluate their historical reliability, I
will follow the method presented by Smelik (1992: 22-25). He suggested the fol-
lowing three-stage-analysis: (1) analysis of the relevant biblical texts from a literary,
theological, and historical perspective; (2) establishment of the general situation in
the period, based on the extra-biblical sources; (3) a combination of the results of
this analysis in order to reconstruct the historical reality.

At the first stage, each relevant text will be analysed: its context, literary genre,
theological and ideological tendencies, and historical reliability. Since a major
problem in this study is the analysis of the Elisha narratives, I discuss this corpus
in great detail. For instance, the prophetic story in 1 Kgs 20, ascribed to Ahab’s
days, needs thorough analysis. The image of Ahab here as a weak king, conforms
to his image neither in other biblical descriptions nor in the Assyrian royal in-
scriptions. The Aramaean hegemony as related in 1 Kgs 20 does not harmonise
with the historical situation. The many discrepancies may indicate that either the
story is fictional or originally describes events in the time of another king.

Like the Bible, extra-biblical texts were also written in order to convey vari-
ous messages to the audience. Assyrian royal inscriptions are subjective and
propagandistic, and must be analysed with great caution (Garelli 1982; Oded
1992; Tadmor 1983; 1997). To give one example: Adad-nerari III described his
campaigns in the Syro-Palestinian region in several inscriptions. In three different
inscriptions, he mentioned the tribute paid by the king of Damascus, but details
of the tribute are different in each inscription. To understand this difference, it is
necessary to take into account the schematic and exaggerated use of numbers in
the Assyrian royal inscriptions (De Odorico 1995).

Material culture reflects the external conditions in the land and is sensitive to
periods of rise and decline. Layers of sites displaying destruction might illustrate
the disastrous results of a conquest, whereas construction of a series of fortified
cities and large public and private buildings, or the discovery of prestige artefacts
of local and foreign origin, indicate a period of upheaval. Hence, the results of
archaeological research are essential for evaluating the results of the political and
military conditions during this period.

Above all, the dating of archaeological strata is important for this research.
There is a controversy among archaeologists about the dating of the strata at the
major sites of the Northern Kingdom. Finkelstein (1996; 1999; 2000; 2005) sug-
gested a low chronology for strata formerly dated to the time of the United Mon-
archy and the Omride Dynasty. Other scholars rejected his re-dating and contin-
ued dating these strata in the tenth and ninth centuries BCE (Ben-Tor 2000;
Bunimovitz and Faust 2001).



