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THE ZIKLAG%I]’EM&SACCORDING

CHRISTOPHER BEGG

Within a segment focussed on the circumstances surround-
ing the Philistine advance against Israel and its outcome (1 Sa-
mueI 28- 2 Samuel 1), LSamuel 30, the story of David's avengin
the Amalekite raid on Ziklag, constitutes a’self-contained inter=
lyde |n which the Philjstine threat temporanl recedes from
viewl )&purpose in this essay is {0 examing oseﬁ) us’ vers|on
of the Z |sode as found in his Antig unates uda|cae
reafter Ant. 635 3672 by comparmg th|s Wlt the foll owmg
maHorwnnesses for the text of 1 Samuel 30: M %BHS)& 0dex
Vaticanus éherfeafter B 4andéhe Lumamc (hereafter L;% or Antio-
chene MSS5of the LXX, and Targum Jonathan on the Former

10n 1Sa eI 30 see in addm? to the commentaries: F.
Rejectjon o a L[ ectlvero] e Deuterongmistic School:
6 and eated 5 ud| eolo |ca reS| %n] R ma ]h9 4,dpp
E. Rooze A ewe |avers g els-t eo %IC onder
zoe naar d%vnandsc pls ef -Amal ek G mic em
te ex an transatlono teworso os usI H

gh3a06kera7vls OUHé)SIeI{]) oﬁ/ P am “ g\@/hwe\ etra sla |% n6
y Marcus aejke ﬁcgnsu te tetextan ar%tgs
%us overa%l Pr'eees%enavolf & DIt errﬁlist’ er|n g t64396
8 H. Feldman, josep us’ Por}l)raltgtODawg ﬁuEi\% 1989), pp. g
3The Hebrev¥ text of he Books OL n}uel found in 4QSama re rves

onI ra&;ments 1Sam 30 28-31 Iace na es noigar as
seE ss% SUIrlch Te umrr] nd os us
ccso\{lmtlng hlglosc SAI(}n?8 p. 271, Accordingly, | eave |s Witness 0 tof
4For B [use ooke Mac n n H.ST.J. Thackera .‘[eds
The Old Testament i Gree accor ngto Texto Codex Vaticanus, L1:11and
| Sapuel, I_Ciamb”Ng% Andez M S EI Teonntlo
ern dez arcos usto dSajz
queno de IaBlbIsa Griega, 1125amueT( 8 0? tdr|
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Proghets (hereafter Ttgﬁ My companson aims to see what can
etermined about & range of overac ing %uestlon Which
text-form(s) of 1 Samuel 30 did Josephus employ? What "rewri-
ting techniques" does he a Ply to the data 0 hIS source(sW Are
theredlstln tive features tq the Josephan Zlkla eplsodet at re-
sult from his agghcatlon of these techniques? Why did Joseg

elect to include the episode, and wh t Parttcular messages/

emghases might his versmn be infended to convey fo Gentile

readers on the one hand and JeW|sh readers on the other?

10 fac litate my co anson etwee them, | d|V|de up the
material of lSamue /((A 6 67 1nt0 § |xsegments as fol-
lows: 1) The Sac o Z| I s d501-6// 0.356-358); 2)
Pursun Initiated % / 30a,_ Egyptian Interroga-
ted (30,11-15// 6.3 05-361 ,4) Davids Victory (30,16-20// 6.362-
364[)); 52 B ot%Dlspnte (3 21-25/1 6.365-3674); and 6) Booty Di-
stributed (30,26-31// 6.3670c)

Sack ofZiklag Discovered

The Ziklag epthsode opens in 15am 38 1a with David and his
men arriving ‘at the city “on the third day”. To ap Hremate Jo-
seg us' ren enng ofthls notice, one needs to take Into account
conc usion to the preceding story, re. 1 Samuel 29 (// Ant,
51-355) concerning: David$ dismissal by his overlord, King
AChISh of'Gath, at the insistence of the Io ds of the Philistings
who are dtstrustful of the formers 0 at){ In their upcoming
campaign against Israel. BL 1 Sam features several di-
ver%ences from MT Achlsh"sword ofdlsmlssal v, 10) contains
xtendedg 8. go to the Iace (Torcov) which | have aﬁ-
pointed (KaTbaTTlca) fo Wu (p1.) an entertam no evil thou
In ourheart whlle for T'sv. 1la ("so David set out with
men ear(y In the mornlng to return to the land of the Ph|||st|nes )
¥]rea toPuard rokaaasw)jthe land of the Philistines”. Jo-
sepnus’ parallef’to 29 11'in 6.355 represents a kind of confla-
tion of the distinctive readings of BL in these two verses: "go,

6ForTJ use the tex fA Sperber The %lble in Aramaic,_II, Leiden
9 and the translation o rrington ANA AJ. Satdarini, Tarqum Jo-
non the Former Prope he Aramaic Bible, 105 qutng n, DE
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within a day's time to the place (tottov) Which | [AChIShJ have gi %
ven Scokoc thee David] and sus ectnothmguntowar IL//

here keep guarg (Q bAaaa) for me oVer the cou tr“
9 1 BL], lest any of the nemy rcoteptcov) invade If. That too_is
the part ot an all¥ (cro|J|jao|a< avin thusmade useo the BL
rendition of 29,10-11 hus next{ boa) combines into one
the.notice on David's departure of 29,1 [a%and the mention of his
arrival at his destination (30, Ia} S0 David as the km% fGltta
!-Gath ordered1) went to Sekella (XeKebXav)"1L But aX the very
ime when he left there [i.e. Gitfa to lend aid to the Philistines
(0'ols 1a%liacov xofti; LlocLoacravoig)i3..”. He then continues with

7Th|s hrase Ia&sacounterpart in eithe {\/IT or BL 29,10- 1% ﬂ italici-
ze such |te smm ISC ssmp]asldo also B| caI eIementswn t]coun
terpart in Joe l1 0es, however, serv tlo oreshadow._the Amalek ufe
assault wh |n W at fol ows where Greek terms for
ene% q |r'se %e f &p 1S w r eﬂ? J%ee ﬁuoswv rsion lacks ui
valent |n89 11, 1ts ormu tion will, ﬂowever %e)pmke(?up In whatafr(])ﬂv

see 3
He leaves aside the (seemingly extraneous) noti the Philjstines’
advance oJezreea\ hatoccurs g?mt?l%neouslym Dav?gsﬂeavmgAchls v.

qO%NIth '[hlﬁ inserted Ruckverw is t0 ?s dlrectlve avid as C|t8d
in 6.355, oseg us un erscoreithe atters alt ul execut |ono Q?ove]rlor
com and. Joseph us mrlse ee satte? on focussed on Dawh
e yeva aside 3 %éme 110 ﬁe accompanying him to Zi aP
although t resencet erf with him will be presupposed in the conti-
uation th c?un see ow

1§ 19 rm rea e “Enitome” ofJﬁs hus and adopted b
arcus Niese, on the contrary, reads %n the ¢o ces as does

? narrate

it. Namenworterbuch zu, Flayius J elden 968, S. ||ceAAa
c altss estlons concermn esource ort 1S readin 1
e3| avid |at|on in Olaas Ke |Aa t |n
301 will KeAak (B) / XekeAcy (L |na nceW|th T
Z| \S rOt IC|? Iorl]adIC hrgplar%e e[< sma a ral DaV| IK-
|n [t1s erHa s intend e ak ecanr ﬁ1at Da eldsarnv at Z|%I
1ot co ncde |thteAm te ral e clt |chwou raise th
questlono DaV| 1d nothin 0|m e e th r
e ep.t
urt rec 068S Ac |s concu Ing word tg Davi s t at Le.
p d a
uar mg ecoun agains ene |nva5| n o ep r ofanally (<
differEnce between J sep ard ree termfor the
TIS tines naAouoTwm andt at of t eLXX 0fjmAot), See R. De Vaux,
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is version of the account of the Amalek|te raid given in 30,lb-
21" the Amalekite nation (xbxcovApakA XSV ;0vo<)4had ma-
e an 1Nvasion (;nEkOov, BL. ¢tieQeto) and faken <(a|pe )5 Sekella
y storm (IcaXIXK axoq, B ¢Ican EvL ¢ndxaqav), and, after set-
ng fire (¢DTipfjoavxec: I_GvsTr ptcav Bs?] ;v Jropi) and captu-
q(kapovx much boot¥]6fromt at Town and the resto the
hilistine territory (%copa<;)L/, had retired (6cvexcopriaav)’ 18

"Les Philisting dans la Septante”,in J. Schreiner (ed.), Wart, Lied, und Got-
t ruch Pgtr:b%ezurSeth)uagtmta Festschrift ) éle er; FzB BW rzhurg

14{)% he .above deS| natlon for the AmaAekltes echoes t hat used b F
%e hus |n saccoun u#Swar ainst 'SJ% prem nt. Xl 15 gl
F Compare g eect|ve m m and a Kof

e lgn ran_con ct etwe srae an Am ek |n snu rou
|ons In estamen on seeR oze, mae H; at con
continues t o e nob ctwn and nm ost [ ca EWIS
t?Fmon Josep us ema |c |n u als ove
see A Sagi, n|s hment of A |n Jewish Tradition:
W|th 1 oraalProb em” | HTR, 87 3233 6 On Jose ustea

mento the B| Ilca e |so es fe: turl k see t esurvey . Maier
Amale ritin

e he History o Eg GroeSe Roman PerFl)a entgaag n Séevér“ S rt(?n
Enﬁm% ég myLel en 1§$p P }09 % rydet e m a[(lsona
etwee l] p sverswn 0 pa cu eplsodsmvovln ﬁ

&h rBI %%ai l"IrfﬁwsAntenlan m, ?5 uee aggorgmr% 9 JOfep i
Isr el ¥éhA t? ﬂoacgorl nggerBﬁLPsm#brﬂ]rggm%m JeW|

Amaek ac or In se
Studies uar er
Istoric present, a form whic J05H5)<hus often introduces |n

te the
peieletgle e ATl
?eét% SS (BE TL99108 L%uven 1993, pp. 10-11, n. 32 an ehteratu e CI

ere,
Wlththlsbrleﬁreference ot? gropert h %db ?}eAmaIekltes
ust;ﬁre ares t emen?onso th bogt Z lgure Proml
econtlnuatlono the s ere e 1S perha red b

|n % o)Bln 30,2 tl? hSi) ?;emeA aekl% Lnimg[cag
}(lg/qe] Mi IC vtg that were in it (compare L all those Jrax
]7 he abovelndlca |onconcerwnﬂtheothe[ source oftheA alekites’
boo%} gci]ounte rpart in 30:2 whic seaks slm yo t e| un erin
|

%6 &F ? ﬁe bgoseegaesn %ncrﬁafe?(ltes from ﬁavei 0[

the hlé tlnes C w ere th? malekite raid Is %al een
irected not only agalnst Zl lag, but also "upon the Negeb” (so MT, BL era

e
ey
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1 Sam 30,3-6 describes, at considerable length, the initial
reaction of David and his men to what they encounter at rava-
ged Ziklag; Josephus’parallel is 6.357-359a. The Biblical sequen-
e_interweaves, mention of the finders™ consternation (w.4,6
with enumeration of the losses that prompts this (w.5,6a). Jo-
sephus makes his (compressed) version of the latter rtem a tran-
sition to his (embellished) rendition of the former
Davrd found ‘that Sekelld had been sacked ¢K7t£7t26)0r| £er
an everythrn%therern prllaged r(8vnp7tafr6va navxa?
nis two wivesZland the wives of his comrades (stociticdv)2 anng
with their children (tSkvok;)23 taken captive ﬁxpakomo ievad,
LpaZcoreupevor% e therf continues with a.déscriptiorrof the
initial moment of the finders’reaction to the Ziklag Catastrophe

tovvotov Inan ase the
comman oDvr n6
S{

"‘"E

ding of he indication er}hoes that of AchrsE
a

or
“kee uar ormeo e couptry (%>
11{8tlgrs] tarlj es t sert r drc tr n ear rer In 6%6 out Da\yd(snfle

om are 0 TAOova fnv oSov oaﬁcbv Jose hus’ up trtﬁr
tion of Q/p sz ;r rre and apturrn the hadr rred o
araaxr % é‘ . and crrre out... an ferr
1S rn acc rd wit r stan a]r ctrce ? outg rcatp
ase erey ees ith rvate entile readers in mind to
rove "the Gree sty eLXX WI rtssavrsh imitiation of Hebrew
sene ce strbcture

sepnus, only. othey use of the yerb ;ktepoeco is in Bellum Judajcum
grgrggffna A ey !

(A)CD

itis also conjec nt. ompare he
twit (frejwhrch repeats t% Pndrcatr%n 0 38 1% (y/

This reference has no egurvalent as such in the e umeratr?]n of Zik-
ag P an Iose h however, c up on the J osep us’ men-
n%ie much hooty” gure th Am ertesm6356 eep. I
n mentronrnge avr wrve be ore those of his com anrons

i e d RS el

o ssequen ne rh (f
te ter%erenceto ament 0f David and his men in v. 4. In contrast
oser% uslrkfwrs leaves unnamed the wives of D vrdrn estion, ..
A rnoam Qf Jezreel an brga]rl the\(r}rrdowo Na otho
n 30,3 1t is the wives of Da peﬂg o are fou dt

Bemrssrn 0 ehu ‘term “comrades” emp asre he senesof

e av| an those acco Hr yrnﬂshrm 0] Zr 6gan emp asis t atwr
resurface in the confinuation ofhis’version, see .
Versezg%%rrr}pare 30,3 "their sons and daughters” (so MT B; L reads the re-
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(I/ 30,4): “... he [David] strarr%htaway rent (nepjppfiyVumi)24 his
clothes and walling and lamenting with his friends (ib xrcov
m i 0Snpopevoq pexh Yo 4 ov[compare ¢xaipeav, 6.397

was so utterly undone bv this calamit (|caKo[| that at ength
even tears failed him (;7uxifietV.. xa 6cKpua2 In 30,62 one
hears.of David's men tuffin on, the Ieaderwrhwhom they had
beenjorntrnmournrng{ust revrous[v Josephus | eaves aside the
sourcesopenrng formutation (‘and David wasoreat distressed
because...”) in Order to come |mmed|atey to the threat facrnR
him: “Moreover he Was not far from berng stoned to deat
(K|v5bveu8£ r5e|o()j v(hrs comra es ¢Xaipcov, see 6.357),
who were deep X rleve OUVXCOV) b teca ture of their wi-
\rr%saand childred 3 and held Kim responsrbleforwhat had happe-

4NoIe the historic present.
seementrg esents osephan embellrs ent oft_hemoornrn]g
scene.as fescribed In 4Joshe swoudhave oun srr tion 28 fort
|tem in the many similiar Bibl con exts where. rerh eoot es IS a
stfan ar %estureg consternatroré sorrow see eg. inthei me diate context
1 Dayi Sreaﬁtro he news of Sauls death).
ose hus em og anove co oc trona Harto aver similar for-
Iatro ere too precede dbﬁnen |ono are ing of t ec es seea 0-
- rs accoun &Davr ment or au in 96 T( % 13
atcov oSupon exa tchvetod raov Com are en av(J
eople (M men ow rewr arse rvorcsan weﬁt

0cwav).. OncE ain, Joseé) trtué erm "frie } that u
erscoe e afta nt betwgen avr |s entoyrage for the more
neutral langua eo esource L.e. P men’: see n.

The phras easfar o Urs onP/ erernJoseBhui With t ge above
formulati comgar e onc Ing words of 30,4 "... until they had no mo-
re strent fo we Ip aletv

1515 th eah g.ofthe codi fes MSP as well as the La ntransl tr
gg &Iocseesp 85 (Lat) whic Marcus follows. Niese reads KtvSove aoctwrt

Compare 30,62 ... the people (BLo ke of stoning (BL LiGo-
ok aatg Whﬁr " Jose us srﬁ’bstprt(n Fon 0 Ejhe dé)s?%a {on ga%gchmrades”

ort 0se who are set f0 stone David accentuates t thos ot the scene; see

Katco?uv gf o) o Ere st sEand Sl ehlers S in i %rc'anseSSP'sé%h
vy 3maf§ S et ger”o”'é‘h'z“(hhfe sfies separate et of e
rsr(rersrernsgyvn%es | ﬁnehvgggﬁ %W%esr)ece rtnq J)assage AP%rn wﬁat fo?lowsJo

d Hhrs conc fﬂdrng notice \rlswrt out paraIIeI in 30,6a; it serves to spell
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ccount of the group’ reaction to the Ziklag calamity
s up (v. 6b) by noting that David, confrontéd with his
ss and his mens threat to his life "strengthened h|m
self i Lord_his God”. Josephys’turns this contluding sour-
ggeltggltotnto an introductory transition to the following segment,
W

('D

Pursuit Initiated

The next section of the Biblical “Ziklag interlude” focusses
on the |n|t|aI tegs taken by David and hIS men in puréumo the
mae |te ralder Matters commence v a W|th avl drect
r| st t%lmeec br|n edo ?]e phus

59 c moines nis rend|t|ons 1a |nto t

£WI tloe Recove in h|s ne TH|
> r[% owever and I| t| ou hsto tavotavn oc
Xov 8 v avaaxflaac)) esou t na

utev the high priest (3 ‘Vte £a blat a to uton hIS r|est
yrob IEpaxgan aonﬁ 8)0 i %Sam 30,70 ( TL > BE rela-

out the c?nnectlon between heentourages negative emotions and their in-
tentlon stoning Day

This cons ructlon occurs only here in, Jose

ThIS con tructlo occurso ¥ ere |n us. The above double

ase 1S Joseg eme esm leﬁ%res lon oafb%OGb
g g s e
use o\1 anthr LXXK (otojteogré 2/ BE(E”G Josephus' Account,
“t ftn%%t'i"u?' bl 'tan?t%:e‘s tattint%a“tt‘t
tﬁ % GIE?see 0 SnBtht alf)notlc t%l 382 a w, %
des erhdant ofIthamart lt<ove |g pnestyoff |ce rom the [ine 0
eaza thfeg occu |e own to"the time of Solomon [who dijs-
rﬁtsse A t morft {3% From 30, 7a3JoseR1 us omits

enameo |athars ther, |e ﬁlmeeg ,compare his non-mention of
the nam 65 0 Da KIdS W0 Wives (3

%9%403 ree(ig rasse rec%rs mA)t %107 ? 19, eEaS é pI) 92§§)

IS wont t U?t | |ca araphras Jos ere replaces
s%urcedlrectm Pdpl[)ec 3lscour?e eeBD 0se ccount% 12-
n. 38. Josephus’ substitution o aIternatlve IanguageE the priestly gar-
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tes Abiathars execution of Davids drrectrve (30,72 ) In agree-
ment with the shorter fext of B hered, oseph S moves imme-
diately to the matter of Davids "inquiry” (// v. 8a) which he re
ports with various modrfrcatrons and expansions:

.. (he besought Abiathar)... to inquire of God (énepcorrjaca Xov
0e0v)3 and to” predict (itpo TiiEnaai) whether 1f &he pursued
(Srdo"avu) the Amalekites® He would grant him to overtake

(5(50%Ji Kaxoc apetV)40, and to rescue (acoaai) the women and chil-
dren [see 6.357,358] and avenge himselfon his foes (Tili.copfjca-
a0ai... xobcéxQeo-0¢)dL

ne w hhrs omission of
lately preced rn context

Irgbfj rhests w E Zt{t

ment”) for the source's “ephod” here in 6.359 |
Br Ircgl referenceg Pa terojecttr]n egmm

od a%% g %} nﬁezlrogeénarlr\l e )n Z\A}ﬁhert
Ze avl d”t?gtn : 0r ar ocarrn%ente%t;odofee hn ose onIP/
8168 164,170, rn Re context ot 1S araIIeI %o us 2§ tchedr rne
rec IVes concernrn rrests v stur In a{or |n%tt e% ere ater Jo
t

er ere ers the trouble o av ore
eF}ratur}e ov¥ una rar rtem (and himsel ft other of a%r
exp arnr oHcea ain).

g
oe drscus?ron in f

SJN
nh
7

(f/iOgt e te r%r tical robrl]erﬂ oél am 07 sef ! i
%ér‘rg;ll\{l]rneo%eg%s Ohe t\@ﬂ%lssséretsrcl Lg&aﬁ umre?rqﬂ Sxts FSB&Q BaFrerbH?SS,

it B A
avld nims g ect 0 in UHG David |?qurred§,
EITT COXTIO€V§eg Pe or note r&re 00, Josephus’ su StltUtIOﬂ 0

sour Lord”
The ahove ?trase has oe urvale tin 30,8a as sych. Its rnserteg re-

ference tO rorﬁ) £s tS JO S Wiger tentien y to Introauce
prop etIC eemla% r ere eBI ac s.such, on whicn see L.H, Ferd-
man, s

op ec n Jose hus” in JTS, 41 JQQO% 386- ZFP
389- 391 swellashrs ien uation o prophetrc activity on the part of prie-
sts (see ihid., pp. 4

h the above conditional rndrr drscourse formulation, comgare

the Frrec cogr}se uestion of 30,8 readsastatjernent er

ursue pursue (BL Kaxa tco“co after th 'f

vr Ss con? uesfion in 3 E1 z?]lloverake E?Ltcct

TaX vrdﬂ Jose ?]mu atjon highlights the divine enablement
|n Davr Soverta rn§ ¢ Amalekites.

mvo
This consgructron recyrs in Ant, 11294 14.369. See alsq 6.132 where
Samuel directs Saul i Gods name "I 'command thee fo take vengeance
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Abiathar’ response to DaV|d’s uestions (v. 8a) comes in v,
8b: "Hed answered him, ‘Pursue; for you shall surely overtake
and shall surelg rescue™. Josephus’ compressed version, of this
[eSponse serves as a transition to David$ followin Initiative:
“and when the high priest bade him pursue (Sicokeiv)43..”

David reacts to Abiathar's d|rect|ve/as urance (v. 8b) b
heading off forthwith accomPame g/ TL, B40
men (v.9a). Jose hus g6 360) s %htl el borate he rushed off
& Kjrr] aa<, with his six hundred (so MT B) sold|ers (ortaTOV,
L avSpE onthetrack (eltceto) ofhis enemigs gtok£p|0|q of. ty-
Opoix;, 6.359)"44 In 30,9ba the pursuit reachest “brook Besor”

where 200 nfen rema|nwh|let e rest of David’s force pushes on
§309b310) Josephus passes over the development cited In
Ogbg 10 %although ne will presume Its content in the contj-
nuation of his account, see beIowP Instead,he connects the ayri-
val at Besor (v.9ba) dwectly with the_source narrative on the fin-
dmeh; and |nterrogat|on of the E gy tian fuqmve (W, 11 15). In s0

INg, he movesth estor[y orward fo 'tﬁ |m%x at a bris erg
cethan IS the case with its more “leisurely™ Biblical counterpart.

||0|p|6]0ﬁ|evov ) on the Amalekltesmwa i\for r\?therverbal link betw
Jo? naccountso Sauls and gaw S [pglgns seen f
as wel s os |C|n unctlon C|te In Ant. 4 acc? g
Wﬁé‘hﬁ e Israe ke ven eﬁhce xtpco |a\9 on the Amalekit
0es' ner| two s org stlonsrposefﬁ Y avid in
, nt us ex tln%] on DaV|ds In osephus re rese S hm aSﬂ
r-see nq enerzﬂw %concer ed t0 W{W not simply whethe ﬁ
erfake th n}]e tes, uthoh/ Ings wi turnotl edoesso Att
tslme J ou
t n5|nutvsll\|/vale(r)e|2ute rlessctulen %rmgtthoeu!?et&%rghgtheW|I|I not only "over-
ZQ In MT B esuhjec here IS A%la ar, whe easEspemfles “the Lord”
s the respg
L 30,
severa tlmes I%/Jose lference he Anw fe Kites Tn his acc un
campal the former in 6.13/,142 he
Fa%%ter In 6p13$ 138138 140 i 5 AeHisnt order 1o D | in 6355

SW
0
tort one em T ﬁenur ovesegu ne orescue on
bs
? 8a.
a
o %a
psephus may haye Ins |rat|on e expansion In t
u o\flA mfhars answer in 30 ? as compared wi Sactua ues-
dire Kma5|coK£ Once again,Josephus reformulates direct as in-
154 Eet erm S’\% oh of6359 thede3|gnat|on7tox |m%< is emplo e
ep guar e Qe tecountrj stan emy (raAeliJco
dlez’gwng Its tmreshaéowmg of the upcomi gattack[h ﬁA“ A?
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Egyptian Interrogated

As just noted, JoseRhus (6. 360b)guxtaposes the exrnedtttons
arrival at Besor with the discovery of the Egtg)ttan | formant
His conjunctlon of the two |temsreads then: nreac mg Ica-
ay Vi )Pevot a stream (%sipappouv, S0 called Baselos
Baoe ov45 came upon (e |Tteoch)46 a  straggler
TIAAVC0 Pe rn an Egy fian g ace*L..”. To this mention of David's
ncountering the fl |t|ve J se phusazn endsadescnptlon of the
[atter's state; anticipated from 3 Who was exhausted
from want and hunger (Wt£v5eiac;... Ko ’>a ou)4 having endured
thregl days wandering ‘in the wilderness® without food (&ol-
0<;
The source reIates rather circumstantially - the ¢ re?wen
t e E%pttan ug|t|ve yDaV|ds men and the ‘effects of this_on
2aba. oselp Us compresses, while also contmumg
toh| hlight the personal initiative of David: “After he [David] fi
st reV|ve and restored (6ovaAaPeov) him® with food and drink

5C %mp t ?esor BL B%cro (cf. Latbosor
10 IFaaS eecre?ls ¥] awp dng% t“%e% arrve at Ees%rg?]o
m has es = | and tlan Josephus thus
|g |ueo DaV| rou outt ursu% ealson
seﬁnus R n]t thB E\%%[Ian
IP nco%ntrg LIWP 3 Givent
I ? rise Eovr? seh)]sses over t?te statement of
coun h fB oughthtﬂ
it ”t%ttceé%r ! f“” 'vt”%na Sreolonat obscure- felonale
§t tﬁe”ThSI 15““”? '“tb ”ovt?”e'tjt%”éeth 1, Sescrpuon. gt i gotiens
51Joe hus' only other use of this term is |nAnt 10 258 With the abo-
gsn on co ngrun‘ze more ex ansn[/ﬁ word |(£(11 Olﬁbg because
5 Compare 3 nd when he had eaten,
(BL Exeat |t IS rendttton accentuaHngfee(et?]c Ive role of D

h the a IS DaV|d Contrast
eaves aside th p cification 301I aa
ind tne fu
ar rhey got to David (B + In the open
110
hec location Want an unger recurs thoughlnr verse order, In
fhe T eing foun the open country” ( Levcr’pcps 0
d not eaten o water for ays and hree ni
3 ﬁ ) 1SS mt%‘BL rcveup a) re-
vlv
n 30, da jt is “the Davids men who ttan

’:Q_

tt%s)avms as 01l eset;v here, 830Hrce reference to the % rt’” gané

ethero odorm the point see E. Best, “The Us
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Kai xpo<))t)53..”. Following the Eqgyptians revival Davrd -
g ﬁ} Lﬂﬂ) uest?on togwhomggg you helong? An Pre-
re are ou from? (L

v. 133, MT B: Lreverses the orderofthe que-
strons) Josephus, here too, transposes into Indirect address: '
David asked” who he was X<go and whence he came {mr
[t60£V)E". He emplays ind rre t rscourse as well in formula rng
(6. 3612 the fug rtrvesrep% which, as in the source, goes beyon
the actual questions put by David)

He revealed that he was of Egyptran race (see 6,360)% and
hgbe nIeft behind b hrs mastfe Tak£r<J>0T ‘)Ytbtod 8e-
alrbxov)sr erng un le to follow because of sickness

ooV he further made known that he was one of those

Wh had urnt (kextootpr|abovxoy) and ravaged (Sumpvock&xcov)
Sekella as well asparts of Judea (louSata<;)™\

Non- us o Pn elumab%JosePhus in NovT 3%95%% n. 218-225,

1S_C tiof recu rse order in BJ 7,278;
Ant ga 77 &40 21 It takes t Iace oafnt xterﬁed catgl ue of vic*
tuals.in 0, aa bread. water apreceo cake of figs an

ofr aisin ﬁe as rtgm rs absent in
%BL 7io £ve Qlle

two clusters

us atreg ¥o§ ere in accord with BL 30,13a.
t?.r er of Davids questions in Josephus cor-

respon st0.that of M aeg(arns see ahove. i
avrnga re orw Pavids first ues ion hrch in Jhe source
g% a) asks abo F ptians ‘owner” Ne a ut IS i nw Qsee
aside hecorres on rnggyn rcatron the tugitive

8?

s usaso a]v%

attac IS rrHtra rei) | am ayoung m ) srvan oan
mae rt L econ'(u tion of his ersro E tran ?M -
owever, take over the sources re erence t0 Amale te ma-

seJ}See eOW 13y "y master (L. Kare bh e
usj rf M‘ 7“ umoq) left me behind (B Kaxeta-

7tev[5ﬁus Jose ?r
B th%erm ap amia rs n/intb915246

B Josephls’ one of eruseo
Wor occur g arragt in BJ 1.106 rr]g are 30,1 (‘ cause | 'te
r vq§l hus Ieaves aside the

sick (pveox three sago Jos itives sour
ecr Ication a outwe fell sic just revjousl see 6.360//
crte day st Con ese mea so e inserted 3
: 10 see bove p sequence the
ugrtrve st nessw rc 3es rsmast 0. h an o

gt ﬁrrr“ar L
é’gb e ma earar U I&]‘h é et |tes%é)a I¥ BXo Bsi, L

n uon elongs to J g upon. the
afCaIe Fekpone% XeXobP) an urne (BLevsPupraa
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1Sam 30,15 relates a further exchange between David and
Egyptian in which the former asks the |atter if he will lead
h|m against the Amalekites (v. 15a) and is told that he will do so
on the condition that David swear neither to kill him nor hand
him over to his master (v. 150)&) In so doing, he steamlines the
story’s movement towards jits cljmax, David' triumph over the
Amalekjtesel tthe same time, however, he also eliminates any
su?gestton that David mtght be capable of those reprehensible
acts his Biblical counterpart is asked to swear not to commit.

David's Victory

The chmattc se ment of the stor ﬁf 1 Samuel 30 comes in

16-20 where David fmal ove akes the Amalekttes and
reaks vengeance upon them, T e se mento ens with a notice
30,16aa) that Iooks backto the ?byp h) mtse to uide Da-
Id to. h|s pr the end of v. 15: “and he took g avid)
own osep us equwalent 6.302), once again h|ghI% ts Dg-
id s th eactm subject "So David made us¢ of thisman to qui-
£ %GS%Q to 'the Amalekites...”. He then continues with

Q_< O_</_\

nis | to the description (30,16aph) of the Amalekites' sta-
tea David approaches: "... and came ypan | Kaxa |a|3cov)63them
ocoxouq)edlying around on the ground (i yri<; pp VOr<:)eo, $0-

eatt ewmornmgmeal dptaxcovxag BLia |ovxe ?(thersal-
rea y drunken (peGuovxaq) and relaxed with wine" (kek'upivoug

913’2 rla(? ngh fire", He will deal similarly with the geographical indica-

see Pe ow.

id & mufsae'\tATS\%eeEr eatures a plus at the end of the verse stating that Da-

behlrtlit%?négaée his similar treatment of the notices of 30,9-10 on those left
Josephus other uses of the noun Goriydc are in Ant. 1.217; 12.305;

" @This verbal form has no eﬂ |halen |n30 16; it serves to keep attention
focussed on Dawd‘sac[(ve role 1n the proceed 9
o |§4 thword IS lac mgtnthecodlcesR Niese prints it within brackets
%% Si K£%Ug VOIETH 7Cp00( %tOV TUXO0TIC TTIC yijg .

Josephus onyother use of the ver ctpto {6 is in Ant, 8.240.
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-UU)totg oIvou867 regalrnothemselves (CTtoXothovxal;)Bwith their
spoils and hooty (xcov .a*hpcov Kod Xrjq tela<;)" &

The source account ncernrng Davids massacre of the
Amalekites comes in 3 g T): "And David smote them_ from
twilight until the evenrng of he next day; and not aman of them
escaoed except four hundred 6young men, who mounted camels
and fled”. Josephus (6.3620-364a) Vastly elaborates on this notl-
ﬁe citing first the exploits ofDavrd personally and then those of
IS men:

FaIIrn[q suddenly (amm% eroxg'r()upon them7, he made
great sfaugnter of them (noluv anxCov S)ovov apyfxaaxo, BL
(Ttdig BV abxaix:), for being unarmed (yupvoi) and expecting (7tpo-
8ok3>vx£<g no such thing72 but intent'on drinking and revelry (xb
cietv Kod s6coyeioai) 73 they were all an easy prey (ebraxbpyaaxot)

g, S
mpar ncin BLeo X0
ﬁ? %oﬁocatron ] %B T g Pe]t!%e{%se ta en(?O S3a°n ofttne'

[seo al rea s },cngr
?a stines and an dorth Lr] us omrts ource's con-
clu t eaAt\

67Th|s rase occurs onl her in 10 ephus. T eabove dual referenc
RtheAm es moxrcatr |s | ela oratrono Pesrmplemeﬂtrono
their “drin hng rvovxrr; IE?’ 16, A nwhat lows Josephus wil
emph srzet a% nken stat eow
m (RSV" %
I
A

e

Ing me tro 0 orr In of] te o ear su
i r{er“ren L
6tr% Iaggen ﬁe Pﬁ“rstrn "0f 30,1 to?ns accounto)fatheAmaleirte raid In

70Jo gSt OTatt’Wove ha in his accounts onguIivrctoryover

S
Nahagh EArﬁ a over heS rians (8
rase co]rrespon stoth eopen ng BL plus n 30,17 "and
Ve

The ahove
David came \/) upon
2 Tnis phrase cé)ntnues the verbal ﬁchorn of Joseph%s accoun% of
SauI vrctor over Na as seeAnlt 679W ereh states that the latters tor-
ooke or nos ch ol J|t0380kuxt| and of Aha sde eat 0of t 3

ans,see 8 ese rigns) had not expected (ou TtpoaeSOKCV
J;the Israe tes t0 o eouty ? P =

n. /0.

This col o |on oc son ere nJose hus: it picks u o hr ear-

lier descrip tron 2a o n){alekrtes as area der)unﬂenpan re axed
with wrne re all e sel ves

ew r a(rh c |s ha ax |nJ se hus The errole ofIheafb

\c/?eaex nlaonfatron 1 SW ﬁa oweS\?ere asr; ontﬁ Aogscerk(ltt?gn”orathreﬁer

state|n30 ePnoJeIaborate y him I 6 3602)" d
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(xwgpouvxo beside them, and their streaming blood carried off
rapfeoopev)® victuals and food (atria Kat. xpo<|>1;v [see 6.360]);

others were drinking é tno7tbacat, see 7uetV, 6.362) each others
health when he slew 6<!))0et7tev) them: still others underthe In-
quenceofstron (drink) (bith ton_aK paxou), were plunged in sleeﬁ

npg ‘bnvov... Kaxevr|VE"yitEvou<;)77, while those who hacbeen auic

enough to put on their Armour (jiepiGgpevoi rbe TtavoltAa<;)Band
make a stand agamst h|m these too he cut to pieces (&7tba<]ane)®
with no less ease ﬁp%fﬁt an_thase who lay defenceless
(yulivO)v, see 6.362) onte round81 David$ companions too (Kat
auxot Contlnued the Sau \e (¢xvaipouvxeq, _see &VQpouvo,
6.363)8Bfrom the first hour u t| eevenmg (curb Tiptoxr)c fopag ok
¢OTtgpaq)8, so that there were left of the Amalekites no more than

hus’ oth f1 t. 9.28 h
e togaljnogeiatltjl%e CoNtAt o1 e ohabiants oF ercha) Thadd (i 1817

Some bemi surprised (;7UKaxaA alj|3avoljevoi)® were massacred

as a variant
bJosephus' ﬁt)er uses of the verb ttapcxcropco are in BJ 4.76,660 (and as

avariant in Vita

77 vananto this ex ressmn usm a rat hert an tt Oﬂ %um n Ant.
1141 he e {00 jn ssoc eness, |e at of Noa 8 /1.
e%aso eeuwaent ase eW|seuse In a battle context, of Ant. 1.177

Abr msw tor ove £ ene fcoallon ch ttvov Xexpap,p.evo.

S

nis expr oceurs only here In
%e codices R her

N|eser salea DXV With
ey s
%lgh ISawdm ssacrf eAmaP |tes}1 re in ecrﬁges the reference to thelr

he a

e|n Heasﬁ/ % )f)e\Pe”aaXOt s com assin ragraph and a
half o Josep us presentation ng%% %658 Pesent tahg |s%rPanSem
g ||I_7hm nt of E)e] thmmary me Lono D |ds“sm| Ing’ Fhe Amale |tesh|n

e embellishmentseves poth to dramatize the’af alrand to.highli
iDav Id's prowess as warn? r. On the passage, seeeeudman Davi ﬁ)
Who su g?sts at it, like Josephus’ comparab eeag ration of the

An'? i {ﬁcf&%”n B e e T

L2 )N
t David) for the above reading of the
cod |1c%svl\/slcﬁoM]§rCcHsrefsol(f<3v)s (00g 1. Davio) for Ve reading

31 speaks onl of DaV| 5 “smiting” the An}ale ites: Jo-
E‘%?t?ugn ?rr]e hn6 e6\51e W?‘IYlled Sl%/w{lo ﬁtllr? seg r60c3e6e bn§]63§ the mllltgrs)(; |?1(|;
fia wpe o¥ %WJ% gy - MIMIGNHNg

0, 17 he equwalent chronological indication relates to Davids
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four hundred®; these, by mountldgt ¢TUpbevteq) swift camels
itjm

(8p0|1xx0|87Kapf|k0|q ), had escaped (dtfitimYOv)8T,

Josephus,as noted.vastly expands the summary battle ac-
countof3 0,17 1n 6.362-364a. By contrast he makes only selecti-
ve use of the circ umstantlale meranon oftheboot recovereq

y David %30,18 -20) In 6.364b& "So David recovere (dvfeaooas
not onI rt booty which the enem tokk |ot see6360£)9
carried off (Stfinpaaav, see 6.357,36 (], so his wives@and
those ofhis co mpanlons (xodpoov see 6.357,358)"%)

|t|ni of the An] Ihekltes MT re?]ds ther % Swns p w'd-hh Imhrtm

nﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁn e TG 5
agunqu ettlmeo*gwéevenln OE%rg%t a%erlt]) )ﬁz [nnlc tra-

see Lev Idr. Tanhuma-Yelam-
e en n er tands ronolo |caI |n | atlon see above) as af-
l aV| smassacre asted tw Ights and one_day with G po-
Iumlna |ondunn the octurna holrs by way of méteors an
rlg lashes. ey (faaﬂ qhsth 0sephys notice {nwsages e massacre as as ng

unn t o rs of a single
AcC r e g SGo al ozved the400AmaIekltes to esca-

npale eng i e e

pr e s iy ims [ )
om are (ngngﬁ?puan (r)jéhefn ti]enﬁ\enaalsv tes}?esca %J% o

gePn KOTa L£ nfeamels Jt?taq Kgprﬁ(o%q L {tl Kapfp cov and §

cular, he has no equivalent to otice of 30,2 vid als
uregmn Hlo ks anqsh rdsqand tp eoq rove th%s ?ore Elm ang
sa This Is DaV| S Spoi V:on t ?ﬁex cntlcan[I) ems of evere
seet e com entanes?D His omlsswno IS notice X be due to the fact
tr%tale Isécs)p vl}/rereerno specifically mentioned in what précedes as part of the

are 30,18 “Davi recovered (B ¢x akaTo oonrco) all that
o LSO bt L

e fa e an David rescue IS two wives”,
tice 5?50 19" Nothln W mlssmg

Davids men areno%m ed spec Tlcalf1 esummag R
ether sma reat, Sons or u%
tersh sgoll of anyth |ng ?t had Deen taken: David b ]

U ling them out for explicit mention here in 0u6g4h|ts uaC erasltan a-
Tg |vent % r% ha5|s on their ossmwhat rececﬁes see 6.357 Q3%3) 3%8

8 us Introduces a second |a1en |o§ of emenSwwe ere t
ource b, speaks only of their children). Seen. 9
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Booty Dispute

As a first seq uel to Davi
lekites,] Sam 30,2 12 (I

id's clrmactrc trrum h over the Ama-
4 | Ant. 6.365-3 a reaesadrspute over

the division of the booty that is eventually reso ved tevrctor
This account s introducedby a n otrce 021 a out David's re-
turn to those hehad left beh nd (see 30,90-10)9Ltheir coming to
meet him and h rsmen and hrsgreetrng ofthem (thus MT L in
B it is those who stayed behind greet avrd) Josephus
.365) gives a shortened version of this notrce leaving aside the
extraneous)_ detail about the “greeting”™ “When, o their re-
turn,they arrived at the spot@where they had left in charge of the
ba ﬂga ge (#CIXCOngeuSv)%tWO hundred men who were unaple to
| 8uvap£vouc; 7t£a805394 ", To this (truncated) ver-

sron of 30,21, he attaches his rendering of 30,22, thedeclara}ron
made by those who had pressed on with Dayid: "the other four
und men% were upwilling ook fi* rouv) fo. share
6c7tor spisiv) with them in their gains and hoot Hrerteraq Kod
iac")%, saying thatdr, as they had not gone ajong but had been
unequal to' the pursuit (Sicoiv)® they ought 0 be content

9 Recall that ose%hus Ieave thi earFer sej;ren%asrdernhrsversron

C
21 CIfl est e site ast 100 oing 30
lrsn § PB ehing %o equivalent in

icatjon_conceming tho
0,21 9b1 to Which It altrdﬁes s such. Josephus apticipates It

or
rom 3(0 4vrer ere avrds Qecrsron has tg go with the share of those who

t th
ot RE Rt o e gt 40, T
strag Yers thrsrncontrastto heZOOSow%T%IIowsan)r/j the EgyptPans as-

ualv¥||th this " eutral desrgrl(atron ?r ase% Fakers gom are { he negatr

catl no them as "wic ? 8 ﬁ ah%o
us does, however, seem to re-utilize thrs wording ih his versron 0
HS Cf ockktiv a>4>50£rav k

g Qnse, ?een 100,
Is col ocatr N occurs onIghere In Joseg
Tr(r]kera qin AnA 182. Th ea oV notrce EJos ransPosrtron into’ a
trve rntro f ¥remr of part of the 4005 eclaraton as cited in
ot give them any of the spoil (BL okuAov) Which we ha-
ve re overe .
Herea ain Jose hus render Brblrc rrectwr th indi ectgrscourse
re the s rter formuat on o ecause Id not
Oyar BLK rcoAav h raserarcrzf above un ores

ers
[ure” ot the. 200 which, rn he f]ew of their fellows, should dprsqual
them from receiving any portion of the booty.
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ﬁGcge%rnaErv ) with getting backgoatokagPavovxatg herrw,,eswho
een rescued”(avadeacoagevat;, sée avsacoae, 6.364)"

Davi sem%h rcaIIy negative response to the 400's declara-
tion comes in 30,23~ ich, Josephus regroduces In Indjrect
drscourse rn 6,366 But Davrd pronounced this view, of theirs
wicked an unjust ijrovrrpav Kat 68ikov) 100, for he said, seeing
that G d enabled them to avenge their enemies (&gbva-
aGat.. out TtokEgroo Lsee6360 ,364])1and to recover (Kogica-
20at) all thejr possessions (iiavxa xa auxcov)102, they were bound
a“tovq ) to give an equal share (gepi*eaOat xrjveofjieAriav)103 espe-

%Compare the concLudr Worgso he 400r 30,22 " ex%ept that

each man m? ea away rs ren, and paﬁt Note at from

the sources rmuatro here Jﬁﬁ? es qver ong/t elreferemﬁ the
405 Wr\ies not also t His fOIh] 80,1 ne with

chrtmentrono avrdS ecovering of the "wives” of his compan ons

364 contrast to the source (30,19) which refers instead to "sons or dau-
0
a
v
4

Bde zt](t)sgprrqgs otnf and David overto aul gests

ters” seen 9
othe use of thhs cgllocatron IS In Ant 6279 }geversg
see n. 95), Jose hus re erence {0 a]rdsc racterization OI?
r % d to the

ove
re rrfpresents
com are

rewh1 5 rcatrn m of | rase a
00 emg gg jt %base lovri
(Wd ,, Kai kotqoo here 8 osep usmute e source ee P
ere srve enrrtqratr N of ‘0 IS not her{ themselves w 0

ic um but only their ‘vrew regarding th uestrona han

s b7 PALRSE Qe g Spepler” ters I Bl aFZQo L
éopcrnD a5 ues ron Abratharrn636[8 jlose uspex licit menti nof
0 Sena % avr n]en tk ven ean eont r enemres e
r has a.coyn n O, arter \%rv%n
aqv ersarf]es xoh" eva\nrronr ae M hatw rc F th r&
YHWH as Iven us...”: B " a er teLor rven rs
%ssr ninp McC rer, gamue B, { W) or 3

230 contir ueswr an eludication é%% rvrn sov 23 re e
has preserve usan rvenrnto urh and atcmeagarﬂ 'us”.Jo-
T e,
asource useo ‘trhge Lor asa’grvrnetrteywr% P P

a(oveJJ ﬁse lacks an equivalent rg 30 23-24 as su%h it does

however rc nt eno Ice 0 ?HDavr co ered the booty
raxvxa w eenep ha arrie Itmr urt erb %ena Jo

us su rtutron o t etorrca estron 4 opens:

owou g ntrs atter L+ or th %/ arentrn
ferror ou B/ o U ex crrtreal problem 0 24 see the
rscu][ﬁHo ons or mrs lons, .p zrrzrh

e wordi ngo avrd’sanswer ere prc up, while likewise empha-
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C')

they had remained to guard the baggage (;U puAoctq] xcov
I04yrhe Biblical accou%t of the boo%g d’rs utependsqdp In
30,25 w ith the etiological notice that avrds ad hoc decrsron
-24) became a permanent military rule in Israel. Josephus’

3675}? runs: "And thenceforth this law (vogex;) has pre-
ong them, that those who guard the bag%age id on Eurg
ImA.acaovxst] see ini puXaKfl xoov gketSy, 6.366) receive the sam
¢) as those who' do the fighting (jia%ogEvotc;)" 1

Booty Distributed

The Ziklag interlude concludes in 1 Sam 30,26-31 with an
enumeration 0f the various sites to whose Ieaders Dayid sent
portions of the bootr( recovered by him106 Josephus #6 367br)
drastically simplifies this presentation, eIrmrnatrng all the sou
ce's groper sitt namesI07 “Moreover on his return to Sekella
I(KEV pevog...iv lekeZApO. David sent round (5t£7t% /e)portrons of

e spoils™(; gCTo ofpat; 18 Y5 Katjmpcov [seg 636 to all his ac-

quaintances and friends (cruvf eor Kai piZoiq) rn the tribe of

tically contradrctrng what is reported of the 400 in 6.365 ootfieAeioty.. crine
titiody, d7tohepr“erG

30,24b "For as h h ttl
sall D TR o3 W e LQSFaSr%OXV.Qpeurd by haf

S

Pare SBL DepIo vTocr N%d/ Rec f] qto e]rl) us s up™ his T *ergnce {0

te )f nfsot o ere easoternserte reereng

% Otrh]en; as% se ete nrnc arge of the agéage ?ettr ¥oov- OKpenrmv) In 6,365
om ae30 25 And fram tha forward he (D vrd) ade it [s0

MT B avea )assive construction * |th seeJose us.a ovejas[ta
n anordinance (BL et<Jtpc>o<uaeraKar [erq >B] StKarcopa ) for [Srael to

Th names of the sites in question differ from one witness to the
other see ecommen arjes.

327 ompare |s avl gasrde ofs%eral of the srtesmentroned in 30]l
in 6,361 S ot Instances econc rnnot to over h [m Gen
reader wrt trande soundrn% and utn nown acenames IS 11 atwor.

Josepnus’ Temaining uses of the cwtopoipa are rn t 5.320;

15,133

D The phra arntane and friend(s)” recurs rs her
heseteorrr(rjrenro d”.égr arrhere rm}%m ?echoesg%g ele%tegédeiggn%(t)%ns 8f
those accomapgnyrnd) David as his “companions’ { exaipot, 6.357, 098, 36)
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Judah”10 In place of the individual sites enumerated in w.27-31,
Jose hus rounds off the whole Ziklag episode with a formula
(6.367¢) that provrdes the episode with a clear closure,prior to
the following ‘account of Saul's defeat the Philistines (I Samuel
3)61‘ Such tfien was the affair of the sacking (7toaTien) of Sekel-

laand the slaughter (¢tvaipeotv)1of the Amalekites”.

Conclusion

fIn éhe conclusion r%f this essayf g i
my findings regarding the series of overarching quéstions anou
he/ Zrklaggrnteglu ev%hrc | posed at the be rngnr fsrrstsu
hquestron concerned thetxt form(s) of Samue 3 utilized

| wish to briefly sum UB on

by Joseg Here, th e relevant evidence seems to point to his
depend nceonatext k that ttested by BLasopPosed to M.
Thus, .0., 6.355-356 clear| I ctst e wordin o Achrgh s di-
rective peculrar to BL the mention of David's “fal Irng
suddenly upon them (th kites)" in 6.362 parallels the B
plus at estar tof 30,17 he passrve formulatron concer-

29,1
e

1

e It

hile

nin theetablshment of ooty-division regul tron 6.367
cor?espon sto BL’s Imperson aPr %Irtron |n 3025 é meg
statute and an or manceRr contrast to M he avrg ade
It a statute and an ordinance ]J2Conversely the instances of Jo-

and "friends” ( §>rkor 635B E ans ofsuch er |0Io Jsephusunder-
scoet oDs%V\IA(rjﬁ Isotgergessat tomtg t ghw h re ea use o ?evremslegsr
“en mg In reference to th rnalekrtes %X 359 60, 364, 360) hrg Ights
the ho t| |t existin betweent em and
RareS 6a "When David came to Ziklag, he sent Wtea
ev)parto e.spall (BL xcovaicuZacov) to tne elders of Judah Jre
eaves asre ewor

so MT; BL Kai To g rlotoy cano osephu
? Here is a resen rte

?I pBFnﬂsrer(rjﬁom g Oﬁrho ﬁl\“n%r\n the enemies of t eLor
]Jl oun ech oes cognate verh avarTteco In Ant, 636336

EJZT rs fin rn srn ac ord gftandrng scho arI}/ ncensHs
%rte 00 %{Samu Josephus Br ICal t é oresmriatr to the
t see eld ritratto |Ass alonne I

X than to seppe
égéo 6|7n V'Snt%th'b% ac%ar@%%sﬁvr?qgr?c’ 'forrt]heZ 'fu[]ther Wrdeer %rc%e%g}i
10 reex J gv

tha

{
o E A e e
bRl A

L
F
0
0p
: Corts it
&g, in 6.361 the squenceof estions to the gyptranac ordswrt
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sephus agreemgwnh MT against BL in 6.356- 367 are quite mi-
nar: David goes (6.356) to “Sekella” (= Zikla )w ereast e Greek
witnesses have him proceeding rather to "Keé(e)il a in flrstplace
although they too later speak of "Zikla gg like. MT 30,24a he has
0 equivalent'to the BL plys ' fortheyar notmferlorto ou/us”
In Davidsword to the 400 (recall, however, that he also omits the
question of 30,24a "who would' listen to you in this matter?”

common to both MT and BL),

As to my openin guestl n about the ' rewrltln? techniques”
used by Joséphus in b.356-367, my reading.has disclosed a whole
series 0f such, often mterconnectd techniques. Most notable of
them |sperha S his ad |t|onsto/elaborat|ons of source data, as
represented a ovea fveatls massive embellishment of the sum-

mar notlce on the defeat of the Amalekites (30,17) in 6,362b-
. mallfr -scale exP nsions also occur, howeyer: D VIdS
0|n93to Ziklag,In accordance with Achishs order 6356,
are’30,1), David’ rending his clothes 86 358, compare 30,n? th
reason why Davids men ‘are set to stone him (6.39 8, compare
h|s ore ex ansive questlon s) to Abiathas (6.359, com-
pare’ 30,8a), the Eqyptian's "inability'to follow” that cause sh|s
masterto bandon |m (6.361, compare 30,13), epr icit m n|on

of the “wives" of David smen a5 also recovere him (6.364b

compare 30,18-20 00's claim about the|r feIIow ein
une%ual to t% rsuhl g6365 compare 30,22) and the cl os=n8
noti ort eeplsode as a whole (6.357

).
On th e ot er hand, Josephus, throu hout 6,356-367, also
omits or abridges many so% rce jtems. T |s technique concemns
in flrstglace the various Bibl |c% proper names (David’ two wi-
ves, 30,0, compare 6.357; Abiathar’ father, 30,8, compare 6359)
and place names (the areas rava?edb the. Amalekites, 30,14

compare 6,301 the catalogue of site wh|ch receive Davig's
bounty, 30,27-31, campare ©.367h), It likewise, however, surfa-
ces in’ connection with a number of the ' retardm moments” In
the movement of the narrative as related in 1 Samuel 30 which
Josephus either passes over entirely or significantly reduces, ..

that of MT.B 30,13 co LA n ph 59 rees with B
jL nofmecnttl]omn %u ﬁlilasb i ?tfpov%

% ﬁgams
ed nim, Just as he goes toge 38? d B 30,8b
oeksatﬁst prlels t the one gb answ rDavu?w reas in L the Lord hims
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th est rn? behrnd of the 200 (30,9b -10, comPare 6.360), the ca-
tal o 0 vrctuasgrven the EgB/ ptian ( 123a, com are

), t he concu r gexc ange etween him and Davrd(
pa the [ist of items recovered y Davrd

8 om are 63648 the “greeting” between David and
the' 200 (30, 21 compare 3652 ention of the 200's gettrng
ack_their “children” as well s their wives (30,22, compar
365), Davids rhetorical question_to the 400 (30,244, compare
3%626 anomthaereword accompanying his gift to the Judahites

'Another Roteworthy JosePhan rewriting technique in our
Perrcope Is his re-arrangement of the sources sequence, | recall
he following examples: mentron ofthe 'land of the Philistines”
as having been plundered by the Amalekites (530,16 1S antrcrg
ted to the start of Josephus® account, see 6.356. He reproduces

ontent of 30,3-6a (Irstrng onrklaﬂS 0sses and the lament
ort ese in.the order w. 5,3:4,6a, Simflarly, he relates the find-
rng an revr val of the Egy tran (30,11-12) n the sequence w,

bpl ba,|lb-12 The reference in Davids word of

hose who "s taywrth the agg(aqe 1S antrcr ated in his

mentron of he 200t wWhom Davr an turn in 6,365

compar"e 21). Underthrs eadrn%mrght be noted asweIIJo

Phus rea (Pl ato 'of th echara terization of the 400 them-

selves as ‘wi ke nd base fellows” (30,22) so as to have this
qualify rathert e "view" emitted by them (6.366).

A final rewrrtrnR technique that js much ‘in evidence in
6.356-367 Involves the historian's modrfrcatrons(adap atrons of
the source's wording, style, and content. Terminologica he re-
places all Biblical references to the Lord™ with "God” {compa-
re, e.0., 6.359 and 30,6), just as he calls Abiathar *high prrest
rather than simply “priest” (compare 6.359 and 30 8a%and sub-
stitutes mention “of his P lestly robe” for the Fachausdruck
“ephod” (rbrdg To be recalled here too is his weavrng of various
Lertworte through his versron e.g., comrade/friend Ianguage for
those accomPan%rn%\Davr gsee e.q., 6.357- 6588 and”"efiemy”
terminolo malekites (See, e? 6.359-360). On the stY
Irstrc Ieve we noted his introduction of several historic presents

use of hypertax|s forsource arataxis (see n. 18), and in-
arra le recastrng ofdrrect as rn ir ctdrscou se (compare, e.0.,
6.3590360a and “30,8) xaméP es of contentual modrfrcatrons/
adaRtatrons In JosepHus" Ziklag story include the following: Da-
vid nimselffinds th Egyptran rather than his men doing o and

6.3
com
(30,1
he
hac
0.
0.
(
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then b| ngin gh|m to David (6,360a, compare 30,11a), just as it
IS Da rso ally who_ feeds the ca t|ve (6 3600, compare
30,1 Ib-12a). nlnterrogatlng the Eg %Un David askswho IS he
ted of To whom_he belongs compare 3 I)
ses t h mformant asa uide” (6.362a), Whereas 30, 16a efers
to the Eqgyptian's “taking them dow
recedmg discussion ofJosephus rewritin technl ues

The
|n6356 E§67 adsinto my third opemng uestion, . w hat |
stinctive aboutJose hus version of th ag episode In com
parison with its Vor ge In responding to th|s uestion, I would
call attention to the f Iowmg oints. arratolo ically, Josephus
Pnresents us with a steamlined verélono f the whole affair in which

any of the source’ secondary details have been eliminated. At
th esame time, he also mcreases the story’s pathos (it is D wda
"comrades" who are set to stonehlm 6.358, compare 30,6a) an
drama (see his vivid Ausmaung of t"heé £une not|ce on ‘David}
"smiting” the Amalekites 301 The stoly is
tied more cIoseI)( both to t e |mmed|ate %/Serece mg account of
David’s dismissal by Achish (6.351-355// amue ).and to the
narrative of Saul's war again tAmeIek( 1'Samuel 151
via the terminology Josephus works into 6356 367 On the leve
of characterization, Josephus takes gams to accentuate the active
role_of David throughout the proceedings.

The ast of the questions W|th WhIC I be%an this essay had
to. do with Josephys’ reason for mcu ing t e (parenthetical)
ikl eR|sode| his work and what h em|9 ht have intended it
to offer |s two fo readersh|P 6. cult|va ed Gentiles and fel-
low Jews113 Here | s est tha oseﬁ hus saw In the story, as ap-
proprlate%/ retouche |m a venicule for en a?mg and In-
structmg oth his pup]i |cs In Josephus’ reteIImP st of all, the
story caters to them|I|ta Interests of potential Gentile readers,

this by featuring David as a energetic and effective gene-
ralw 0, as such, %IVGS the lie to contemporary claims about the
lack of Jewish herdes and Jewish cowardice 14 It is likewise with
the expectations of Gentile readers in mind that Josephus, €.g.,

an Ig]geogmjsog radl(r)1u ; r(|jt||enncse : a\%ltlj-ls B%é"”ﬁﬁg mSR/I puihorty
Mulder
ang gslmg ?3 Mk ra (Crint } Assen 1 p455 b1, ’EMO 4?1

ofB|gl|ca ﬁ?sseory%% oncesrenevgiﬁdihaen V|?<quts hr%“z%“’“ s retelling
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essays to |mprove the source’ style, to avoid unfamiliar ‘uses of)
words gLor “ephod3 to steamline the story’ overall move-
menta d to explait its dramatic potentiallk
r possible Jewish readers, Josephus' rendition. of the
Z|klag mterlude offers them both an implicit exhartation for
their Present life and a (subliminal) hope for the future. The
exhortation is conveyed through the depiction of David who twi-
ce acts to surmount’intra-Jewish tensions, first between himself
and his own entourage who blfme him for the Ziklag disaster
56 .358) and then among his follower themselves re?ardmg the
naring of what has heén recovered (6.365 n nis exer
cise of this task, David apﬁears as a esp ema gappro priate roe
model for Josephus’ Jewis ntemﬁanes who, a Tew years pre-
viously, had experienced first-hand the fatal conse uenceso un-
restrained indulgence in.civi| strife Il The hope Josephus’ Ziklag
stor Csmeantto offer his fellow Jews remains even more impli-
cit and allusive- necessarily so given Ant.'s other (and primary
infended audience. Ir, howeyer, God ha? both promised ésee
3 -360) and brou?ht to dramatic realization (6.362b-304a
6) the| ancestors ong-for "vengenace” upon the Amalekites
odw 0 had stormed; burned and looted Z|klag (see 6356),
ight not contemporary Jews hope that the Deity’ would some
%ag do the same to the”Romans who recently perpetrated just
se thmgsuBon erusalem 11
Throughout his retelling of the Ziklag episode then Josephus

~—"

0.
36
of
m

SEe Feldman, 8 8
oint sflirther reinforced by J ep us recurrthu eofcomra-
de/fnen ship terminology in connection wit relations eren -
¥| and his entourage: as mutual nendfs of DaV| hlsmen oug also to be
lends, rather t han uarrehm v one ang

sl i O tepect rsoﬁarge%f?of’?t i Yq'e%arretaqa&&%?”ﬁ#%ﬂ%ﬁout
cost51 ?139%2 L3£-!3 §§Idman %égghus Portrait of Joab", in Estudios Bibl

sconnectlfmjn Is further of interest t 0 recaII A aIeks Ion

stand| gstatus as a cod en me Wlﬂl Jewish t ral n for t ress

%ower f th ent.as we sgenealoH]lc mkwn see
615 wha tunctions S|n1 a within' Judaism, being, e.g., us

ure cne |ancr|1p er precisely for Rome. For more on't tera

Blbllgjﬁo[an husoverallenhangﬁ {oft hegéa{%iCPOSSibiliiesofh

e point; see th
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IS engaged in a delicate halancing act wherein he attempts, si-
multaneously to addresss the expectations, desires, preﬁudme,s
and needs of two antagonistic publics. It is this feature which gi-
ves, | progose a particular p|(iuancy, not only to the microcosm
of Ant. 6.356-367, but also to the macrocosm of his entire Bibli-
cal paraphrase.





