
T H E  T Y N D A L E  B I B L I C A L  A R C I I A E O

r968 ,  [ , g r { j o "  

LEc ruRE '

SOME CONTRIBUT IONS OF
HITT ITOLOGY TO OLD TESTA\ , IENT

STU DY

B y  H e n n v  A .  n o F F N E R ,  J R .

This is an ambitious subjcct, for thc contributions of Hittitology
to Old Testament studies, while clearly not nearly so numerous
as those of Assyriology or Egyptology, arc still considcrable.
It is not an unreasonablc task for onc to attcmpt to rcvicw
such a subject in bricf compass.

Although the first scction will treat the qucstion of Llittitcs
in the Old Testamcnt, I havc dclibcratcly avoidcd cntitl ing
this lecturc 'The Hittitcs and thc Old 'fcstarncnt' for two rca-
sons. First, an cxccllent lccturc by dris title was dclivcrcd
some years ago by Profcssor F. F. Bruce. I Ilut lar morc im-
portant, I have avoidcd this rvording becausc I do not bclicve
that the rcally important issuc for Old Tcst;rmcnt scholars
today is whether or not onc can dcmonstratc that Hittitcs
ever inhabited Palestine or made sustainccl contacts rvith its
peoples. Assyriology as a discipline would havc prolound rc-
levance to Old Testament studies evcn if Abraham had not
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migrated from ur or the Assyrian and Neo-Babylonian rurers
had not led their armies westward into the r".a oi lr.""r.
The significance of Assyro-Babylonian literature,obra i..r"-ment savants ries rather in its contribution to one's ur,derrtund-
fg of the way mcn rived and thought during ,t"-.rlribra
Testament revelatron.

I shall subdivide the review as follows:

A. Who were the .Hittites' of the Old Tcstamcnt ?
B. Hittite law and the Old Testament,

!. jJittlte religion and the Old Testament,
Lr. rlrttrte mythologa and the Old Testament.

A. wIIo wERE THE ,HIT-nrEs, oF THE orp resraMrNT ?
There is no single answer to this question, because the Biblicalevidence itself is not uniform. on" must ask tttir qu.rilor,afresh. upon the examination of each new occurrence of thetgrm i1 the pagc_s_of the Old Testament. It is by 

"; 
;";;,clear that the ,Hittites'. of the patriarchal 

""Jru,i""r,-L,example, arc the same cthnic group as the ,ting, oflii;'Hii-
tites' referred to in Kings ana dn.onicres. It is kiown lh;;h.English word ,Hittite, is applicable to at least ,n..", porrifriy
fyr,distict.sloups_ _of people in ancicnt Nca, f *i...' f,T"#,,
(t) the aboriginal Hattian stocka which the immigrant Inio-Europeans foind inhabiting ,rt. .."i."i prateau of Asia I\finorwhen they arrived ub-o.",. iooo 

"", 
(z) these I.d"_;;;;;;

invaders,. known as Nesites una LuJiuns, who became the
I E. Forrer in his studv of the Hitr_ires in palesrine published in the pEe (1936)t96' pocited five differeni 

"ro*to 
oi;Hirtiil':Tri:'hfl, rour were the same as mvfour class. (alrhourh he dubbed clas; ;h;; :f;brltans, afrer rhe geograp^icainame Tabal, Itibricir rubar, and .1"r. t 

"ii. 
u?i[".a to be idenrical rviih rhefugitives from the town of Kurushtar;;;ffit';;;;i; whire class five hc defi,r.,i

1.p-pt.. erroncously called ,H.irriresf U"i'i,i.,?, f,la no hisrorical connecriontfifij.;i,:&:,:iil*fi ,f ,:t,:;p;,t';;H'-c'c"i.i;;;"i:'#:,"'.i1":i
...-.rorrer caued rhem .Armcnoid', una .,,igiiiia iliat rhey represcnted ,vervtttcty no great differencc from rhe o6"rici"uf1i".k 

"f'l$5lj1$i'J:4:,{# or rhese peopie_.* o. 
"""t;i:i?:.JLf,a6:r-ii ffil

,ill'j1'-.ilT.LT Jtosl) +s:+z; o. R. Gurnry, rtu n;u;t,,t, p;;s,,i;^i;k,
ffi::::try,:1| Jj9s"4l r5ff., rz-z; S. Lroyd,"Earty Anatotia', p.,l"t" ili,l
iiil,:::',T::1,:_ (,r_9s!), 74-r r r; li..Akrrrgal,' Ttu Arl o! rn, r,ii,rrr,-.i?t"..?iii
i,l?l,j:.-""on 

(rgb2) r3-29 (with exceilent ptates);"J. V"tt"rii,i..ia;'i; ;il--

(";r[:;:"J[j'inill.l:gilx;lLTfr;i;r1*.*.IliTitrilti,H;iH
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nucleus of a great empire which lasted throughout much of the
second millennium Bc, (3) ccrtain pcoplcs of Syria and Palcs-
tine in the first millennium rc, wlro spokc Wcst Semitic lan-
guages,6 and (4) a group of peoplc living in central Palestine
during the age of the patriarchs, bcaring ostensibly Scmitic
names and affiliated by thc genealogics of Genesis ro with the
other sons of Canaan: the Amorites, Jcbusites, Pcrizzites,
Hivites, and Girgashitcs.c [t is my opinion that wc nevcr cn-
counter 'Hittites' of categories I and z in the Old Tcstament
(r.c. Hattians or Ncsites). I do bclieve that the 'kingn of the
Hittitcs' spoken of during thc tinrc of Solomon (z Ch. r:r7)
and Jchoram son of Ahab (z Ki. 7:6) wcrc Syrians (that is to
say 'Hittites' of class 3). Ilut aside from thc cxprcssion 'the

land of the Hittites' all othcr rcfcrenccs to 'Hittitcs' in the
Old Testament are to the small group living in thc hills during
Abraham's day and thcir dcsccndents. Ilut what about this

arc accustomcd to calling 'cuncifornr Hittitc') ir said in thc tcxts to sing nafili,
i.c., 'in Nesite', The hing of Arzarva, 

'I'arkhrrntnra<hl, 
rcqucts the l'iglptian scrilr

of Arncnophis III always to rvrirc to hinr ruluranili f in Ncsitc').'l 'hesc irvo advcrbs
in -i/i arc ultirnatcly bascd uporr thc gcographical nlrrre Nesha, rvhiclr is thc nanrc
of a town in thc ccntral platcau of Aria lrlirxrr. ll. (). Ciltcrlxx k has proJxrscd
that Ncsha and Kancsh arc tw() lirrrrrr of' thc s:rnrc Anrloliarr lllacc narnc. 

'l 'his

thcory has rrnfortunatcly not bcen l)r()\'cn yet. Orr thc ryavc of IndoliuroJrcan
invaclcn w'hich becarnc the latcr Naita arxl l,rrs'iaru rce norv l{. A. (lrosslarxl.
CAtlr I, clr. z7; A. (iuctzc, h'birnticnt,4',-(i't; (). lt. ()uruc1', 'l 'fu 

Itittitts,tr-1y11;
H. G. Gi i tcrbock, 'Kanc{ and Nc5:r  . . . '  I i rc l4- l tac l  5 ( t96t t ;  4{ i l l

' l;orrer called thcm "I'abalianr' aficr his naruc frrr the hicrogll'phic irrscriptionr
which he attempted to dcciphcr. lt{ost sclrol:rrr today call lhcnr thc 'NeoHittite'

kingdoms of North Syria. 
'l 'hc 

latcr .\ss1'rian nrlers, howcvcr. ertenrlcd lhc tcrrn
Hatti to cover an arca in the west rcaching all the way to l'hilirtine Ashdrxl in thc
south. Forrcr cxplaincd thc Arsyrian rrse of llatti and rhe ethnicon fattd for thc
Ashdodi tes as an appropr iat ion of  the rur t ivc r raruc f r r r  rhc ' l l i t r i rcs 'ofsouthcrn

Palestinc. This secms labourcd to rne, spcially since tvc havc no indication that
thc hll tl! of thc Old 

'l 'estarnent 
cvcr rverc lrrcatc<l in thc maritinrc plain. On

thc'Nc<r-Hittitts'scc A. Crcctze, Klciut:itnr, ttlqlL; O. lt. ()urncy, 'fhe 
Ilittitc:,

39-46; O. l'l issfeldt in l;ischcr lVcltgcsthie hu: I)ic altorinralischcn Rckhe lll, l"ischcr,
! ' rankfur t  ( r1167) r35-zo3;  A. ' l ' .  Olnrstexl ,  l l is toryr  oJ.4uyr ia,  Str ibrrcr 's ,  l ,ondon
(r9e3) 94f f .'Forrer idcntilies this group with the fugitivc Kurushtarnaens (PEQ 1937,
Io8-r r5). Othen, lrho rvish to scc an Anatoli:rn group in thesc 'soru of l{cth' but
whose date firr Abrahanr is rm carly to itlentify the 'Hittitt:' contemlnrary with
him with this Kurushtarn:rcan bantl rvhich arrivetl in 'thc lanrl of l' ig1'pt' alrrut
t353 Bc according to h'orrcr's dating, rvouLl suplxxc that they \r'cre isolatcd
inrmigrants liorn the north on the or<lcr of l.u<1qa, son of Kukunni of Bvblos or
t he ' l l o r i t es ' (Hu r r i ans )  o f  t hc  O ld ' f t : t a rnen t  lK i t chen ,  AOO ' f , 3 ' z  r v i t h  n .9 t ) .
All of thesc theories cxcccd the evidence rvhich cxists.'I'he vicrr'that th6e'Hittites'
arc in actual i ty  ( l ike the Hiv i tc  and l lor i tes)  Hurr ianrc lashesrt i th the onomast ic
analysis anrl can prrxluce no lxrsitivc cvi<lence fronr the knorvn customs ofEphron
and his cornpatriots which rvoultl lcad us to lrlievc that thcy ucre Hurrian.
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fourth category? Some would oppose my view that they were
Semitic natives. One group maintains that they were an en-
clave of Hurrians, and that their designation .Hittites' ('4t1) is
due to an ancient spelling error for .Horites' 

15ir1. ttris
theory might account for the designation ,Hittite' but not for
the expression 'sons of Heth' (n6 .l?), for the Horites are
never called 'sons of Hor' (rh 'l?). 'More 

serious, however,
is the objection that the attested'biblical names of ,Hittites'
are with one possible exception (Uriah) nor Hurrian. And
whereas some of the patriirchal customs are paralleled by
ancient Hurrian ones, there is no trace of Hurrian social
structure or legal customs among the ,sons of Heth'.?

A second view is that these .sons of Heth' are earlv immi-
grants from Anatolia itself. In sceking to evaluate this view
we must consider evidence of both negative and positive
character. Negatively, we have no sure indication from'written
or non-written remains that a sizeable group of Hattians,
Luwians, or Nesites (which are the onl/ Anatolian groups
entitled to the name 'Hittites') migrated into southern-pales-
tine as early as Abraham's days (i. rgoo nc). In 1936 Emil
F9T._l put forward the following explanation for the-i.esence
of 'Hittites' in Canaan. A passage from one of thi plague
p_rayers of Mur5ili II tells of the migration of the ,people of
Kurushtama' from their original home in northirn Asia
Minor into the territory of Egypt. Forrer believed that the'country of Egypt' in which these Kurushtamaeans settled
y-l Egyptian-dominated Canaan, specificially the central
highlands of what later became known as Judah. But there
is no certainty that it was precisely this area which was inten-
ded by the expression, and even if we grant Forrer his un-
plo-v9n hypothesis that these people settled in the Judaean
highlands, these 'Hittites' arrived no earlier than i35o nc,
S5o years later than Abraham. K. A. Kitchen has recently
argued for genuine Anatolians in Canaan during Abraham's
time on the following basis. (r) The Hittites intJrvened poli-

.. 
t Thc-explanarjo.n lhat 

'Heth' and .Hittite' are .p's' general designation for
thc.pre-Irraelitc inha_birants of Palestine, which correspo:nds to 'J's'-preference
for 'Canaanite 

for 'Amorite' may sarisfy rhe iource crit'ic, but it docs
39t..9T" !9-.Crlp3.*ith the more imporrant issue'of the identity of the .sons of
Heth' (or'Hittites') when a spcifu erhnic Iroup is intended-and iven the radical
cnuc admlu that thc term! are occasionally rc uscd.
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tically in Syria in the cighteenth to.-sc!'enteenth centuries sc'

(z) As early as r. ,aof s;;6;t"n-(Kukun's son Luqqa) from

western Asia Minor it-uit"t*i at By-blos' -(3) Limitcd 11"::
l#;;;ion of Ptto"ni"io and Palestine can be demon-

,i,"t"a for a vcry #il t;"q !:-.'l'i'ffr:'lft:l'1?d".l'
But this evidence docs not suPPort thc

would wish to p,ou"'-I shouldlike to P-oint out that: (r) The

arrival of peoples 
"ting 

the so-callcd 
-Khirbct 

Kerak pottery

in palestine of the t."lr,ty-rourth and -twcnty-third 
centuries

;;t';;;h"w that 
"oiittltnttt' 

possibly even c:$tern Anato-

liaru, had p.r,",'otti-itt" o'"n' gut ttt"tt ocoolc wcrc not Hat-

tians, Nesit.r, o' lJ*i;;;' it;" would titte io know the basis

for the Bible's d"ti;;;;i;; of thcm as 
,'Hittites" 

and if thcy

were east Anatolians from thc twcnty'third century Bc' thcrc

is no reason ,o t*pt"i u*ong thcm cultural fcaturcs charac-

teristic of Hittitcs. Mcllaart'itn, ptopotcrl a datc of c' e3oo

nc, for the arrival oiiu*iun' in-wcltcrn fuia lUinor' whilc

the Ncsite grouP aiJ ttt o"iu" in thc ccntral platcau un'til

;;"ril;;;;;iti tt"t""" rc)' Nlcllaart thus reiccts tltc earlicr

theory which *,otiot"J thc hrst Nesitcs with tlrc carlicst Cap-

padocian *u.a, kt'J*-" o' 'Int"t"t"diate" :rnd which advoca-

icd a datc of ,. 'ooJ 
"", 

io' ttttit yliv.al irr ccntral fuia l\l inor'

The Khirbet Keraill i"ty' which has bcen found in carly

levels of sctttcmcnl iri-i;l"t',it" ^tr<l tlrt ' Aluq plai' ' \lcllaart

consiclcrs to bt a" oflslroot of East Anatolian cultttrc durtng

the Early Bronzc ; il ; pcriocls (c' 35oo-23o9 3"):t:l::*
loeical cvidcncc "'gg"st' 

i ltnt tlt" ctoittlmy-of East Anatolia

;",i;il; ;t';;];i '""i;;;;]tr;t rrom its ccntrar and wcst

Anatolian contemporarics' It is trot probablc that Hattians'

Luwians, o, N"'it"i *utfc substantial risc of this typc of pottcry'

(z) The Hittitc i"tt""ttit" in Syria in the cighteenth and

seventeentl'r ccnturics Bc tlcver cxtcrlrlecl into Palestine and

was almost exclusivcly northcrnmost Syria'e (3) 
'thc 

-tllgl"
Lycian personal'u-" ho- Byblos around r Boo sc also accords

with the j,rag-.;"inut-ru.r,' Anatolians pcnetrated only into

: [l#;'13?Jlhtj]',,0"1,il'lJ'i{"'i"i''liltl" t' 7'ulrashi'-an<r 'o'h::.I:'d i"
Kitchen, Aoor,5"; ' 'Kh;i i;;r i i i i l ' i  r ' i '  " ' '"" ' i1kn" 

x r-3t'mention: thc

following localiries..lal.i i,,.ii",it, sy,i" or. [.iJ 
-r'iin..'ir. 

Shanlliuitra, Za.lpa(r)'

Alalkha, Urrn.,, rrui"ii, 
it"rf,ltrii iy", -trror'","tt'.'tt tFF,..Uttlftl--\halla'

hhshuwa, Z",.,nu/z"ti'i'il, Mi' ;;;ll;: Kha'hsliuwa' Khathkha' Ztppasnna'
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the northern pjrrts of syria and the Levantine coast during
this period.r0 Besides, what is presupposed by the Genesii
texts is not just one, two, or a handful of isoiated northern
immigrants, but an entire clan.

We have been weighing negative evidence. What little posi-
tive evidence exists is either bnomastic or regal. t" 

"rr.iringthe onomastics we must compare them with"the Uody oi"il
tested names borne by second millennium Anatolians as our
standard.rr This corpus is by no means itself linguirti""ffy
homogeneous, being ionstitutid of some Nesite (", Ii;;i;hi6
members, some Hattic names, and the bulk about .qr;iii
divided between Hurrian and Luwian names. At present we
know of no second milrennium Hittites who bore semitic
names.

In the Old Testament the names borne by persons called'Hittites' are almost all identifiable as semitic. Thc following
is a brief tabulation:

(Ephron)

(Zohar)

(Judith)
(Bceri)
(Basemath) Gn. z6:34

lb'tt (Elon)

rrl9 (Adah)

l?p.'nX (Ahimelcch) r Sa. z6:6
tnlN (Uriah) e Sa. r r

Gn. z3 Semitic root .ro! (r.xx:
'Egpr,lv)

Gn. z3:B Semitic root ;fr (rxx:
Xcap)

Gn. z6:34 Fem. ethnicon oftt;r'
Gn. z6:34 Deriv. of Heb. ryl
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Nesite or Hattic. What has bccn argucd, ltowever, is that thc
early colony of Anatolians which scttlcd in the vicinity of
Hebron soon assimilatcd themsclvcs to thcir Scmitic ncighbours
and chose Semitic names for their children, so that thc uniform
Semitic character of thcsc names provcs nothing against thc
thoery that these pcople were of Anatolian stock. Admittedly
the sampling is too small (eight names) to be statistically
significant. But it should bc notcd that whcn wc lind colonics
of Hittites or Luwians on foreign soil oueidc the Bible, we have
always found (no mattcr how small the sampling of names)
at lcast one or two names of a type familiar to us from tlrc
large corpus of names borne by pcrsons in thc Bo$azkoy tab'
lets.rz Therefore it seems to mc unwisc to brush asidc this bit
of positive evidence as to the idcntity of thcse Biblical 'Hit-

tites', especially since positive cvidence on this qucstion is at a
prcmium!

The only other positive evidcncc bearing on the question
is lcgal in its nature. M. Lehmann has claimcd that the Gcnesis
e3 narrative which describcs the bargaining bctween Abra'
ham and one 'Ephron the Hittitc' ovcr thc cavc and ficld of
Machpclah rcflects a familiarity with thc dctails of Hittitc
land tenurc law known to nrodcrn scholars only lrom Hittite
laws 46 and 47.rs According to tltcsc laws if a Person bequcathcd
or sold certain kinds of land iu thcir cntirety, tlte taxcs or dutics
connectcd with them became the rcsponsibility of thc ncw
owner. If hc convcycd only a small plrt of thc land, thc taxcs
remained his own responsibility. Kitchen has rcccntly strcsscd
the antiquity of the Hittite larvs in ordcr to show thcy wcrc in
existence carly enough to all'cct Abrahirm's day. Norv it is
true that copies of thesc laws havc bectr sltown to bc palaeo-
graphically and orthographically old.t' Thc formulirtion of

rrThus for example the merchants frotn (Jra who visitcd the kingdorrl-of
UCarit and sorrglrt io settlc there bcar goo{ Hurrialt and l.urvialt rtatttcs. On
th"cse nrcn sce M. Liverani, Sloia di Ugarit, Istituto di Studi dcl Vicirn Orientc,
Rome (rq6z) 8o-86; r\. Goctzc, JCS tti (tg'6e) 48-5t1.

rr M, i,ehmann's exact words are: 'C'cnesis z3 is perrrreatcd rvith intirnate
knorvlerlge of intricate subtleties of Hittite laws and cttslomr' (rr.'|.tO/l I r() ( t 953)
r t | ) .

i .H.  G. Ci . i ter lxrck,JC.9 (rq6r)  64{ i5;  O. Carruba,  Arc l los 7 { t9r6:)  t59. ;
Gtiterbock, 'liarly Hitrirc \\'riring', papr read to 6th 

'l 'urlt 
Tarih Kongrcsi,

Ankara. zi O.t.rl*t rq6r ; O' Carruba, V. Soulek & R. Sterncrnatn, Archio
Oricntdlnt  { t  ( rq6s) r f f . ;  I I .  Ot ten and V.  l ioutck, , l . [O zr  ( r9Cr6) r - r r ; i \ .  Cartze
in G. \\'aliir,',lfcuie HcthittrJorscArne, Steincr, \Vicsbaden (rrfi1) e7 n. :3; Hoffner,
'A l{ittite 

'Iext 
C.onccrrting Mert hants', JCS'r': (tqCA).

B

i.lDP

rFt

nF|titr

IS?
nbb! Sem.; rel. to Heb. obl

( 'balsam'?)
Gn. z6:34 Sem. animal name b'x

(r.xx:'At},<ov)
Gn. 36:z Sem. root .ryt (r.xx:

'A8a)
'Melech (is) my brother'
Heb. noun iiN or ..nN

'light'; poss. also Hur-
rian iwi 'lord'.

with the exception of uriah none of the above-listed names
has been seriously claimed as Hurrian or Luwian, much less

yoii;#::^i:i':a:;\,;:;:),11;:l&tff,?r,tuhy^.l.,n;&r{;;t:;
Kitchen, AOOT, sz.rr Available in a reliable manual bt noms fultr'tas compilcd by E. t aroche ofParis and Strasbourg.
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the laws in thc main version is to be clated in the Old King-
dom, and the 'fathcr of thc king' mentioncd in law 55 may
even be $attushili I or Mur5ili l.rd But is this all the evidcnce
required in order to vindicate Lehmann's theory? Many
questions remain unanswercd. Evcn if this law about land
tenure was in force in Hatti about 165o to 16oo nc, a conser-
vative dating of Abraham would require a date of a. rgoo nc-
three centuries prior to f,Iattushili I.r0 Concerning Hittite
laws 46 and 47 we must emphasize that too many Old Testa-
ment scholars have gratuitously assumed that the very specific
conditioning clauses of these two laws can be generalized to
apply to a// cases of land transfcr. Such an assumption is quite
unwarranted. Fields to which this pars-toto criterion applies
are: (r) 'fields and socage (hcld as) an inheritance' ($+6)
which are 'given' (not sold-the verbs for 'sell' arc ftapparai-
and rJ(Ja)n12a-, both attested in the lawsr?) to another; and
(r) 'ficlds of a craftsman' (lri crS.ruxul) ($47) which are
'bought' (wal-) by another. Now these conditions do not per-
tain at all to Ephron or to Abraham ! Ephron does not seek to
bequeath thc fields in Mamre to Abraham as an inheritance;
nor docs Ephron occupy the status of a r,ri c$.tuxur..lE
Lelrmann has energctically maintaincd that the point at issue
between Ephron and Abraham is not the 'giving' versus
'sclling' but thc cxtent of property to be passed.l0 Abraham
docs in fact ask only for thc cave at the beginning (verse 9).
He does not present his request directly to Ephron, but asks
for the intercession of the other n[ .lf (verse B). Ephron does
counter with the offer to 'give/sell' (pt) the field and the

tr C'octze in Walscr, op. cit,, z7r,
r. Of counc, the laws could be older than thcir written formulation by many

years, but can u'c demonstrate this as a fact? Aftcr all, romu laws are formulated at
the time a writlcn codc is drawn up, and some laws cannot exist prior to thc
establishment of a centrally governed feudal state. Was such a state in existence
bcfore Khattushili I ? If so, did they possess thir law? |

r? Hoffner, EHC 78. For fiapparai, scc laws 39r 4Br r49r 176; for ul(la)n;1(ws
r46 through r4B.

r. khmann skirts this issue with the casual remark 'these lawr 46 and 47
applied to inheritance and purchase alike' (B,{SOR reg (1953) 16). That he

makes no commcnt about the Hittire case applying specifically ,o u 
"6otlrrr*u"is especially curious, since on page r7 he calls the reader's attention to the marner

in which il*u bcaring land in cuneiform law is either non-saleablc (Hammurapi
$36) or transfers obligations in accord with the occupational statu! of the holder-
in Hamrrrurapi's laws they ate ridAm, hd'irum, and nfti biltim.

L. Op. cit,, 16-17.
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cave to Abraham (velsc r I ). ,\lrr:thanr trcxt declttres his willirtg-
ness to buy the ficld, but implorcs liphron to sct a pricc for it
(verse r3). Ephron cagily hints at a pricc of 4oo shckcls of
silvcr (versc r4). Abraham sccs through thc fagadc of waiving
all price and understands that this is really Ephron's way of
setting the price. So thc text then s:r),s 3Abraham agrced with
(vB{::)* Ephron and wcighed out to him thc amount of silvcr
which he had dcclarcd in thc prescnce of the sons of Hcth'
(verse r6). Abraham's interest lhroughout is to purchase a Plot of
ground sufficicnt to bury Sirrah. His original rcquest to buy
only thc cavc may havc been dictatcd by his fear tlrat liphron
might not wish to part with morc land tlran tltis, and cavcs
wcre always popular sitcs for burial. Once Ephron dccl:rred
his willingness to scll morc, Abraham ncacr conlestcd this aspcct.zr
What he did insist upon was that the transfcr bc a salc and that
Ephron sct thc pricc as sootr as possiblc. G. Tuckcr is probably
right that Ephron's languagc disguiscs an intcntiotr to scll all
along. Abraham is clearly not itt a position to hagglc !
Hc must comc to terms with his crafty scllcr as soon as possible.zt
Hence, he 'agrccd with Eplrron' (vcrsc 16) and rvcighcd out
four hundrcd shckcls of silvcr in tlre prcscnce of thc witnesses.
There thcn follows (vcrscs I7, rB) rvhrt appcars to bc:r dc-
scription of thc trans:rction in quasi-legal tcrminology, rvhich
may ccho an actual writtctr cotrtract. \Vltatcvcr the origirr:rl
form may havc bcctr (Tucker and Petschow :rrgtte for thc 'clia-

r0 G. Tuckcr, JBI.8,, (1966) Br; I.l. A. Spciscr ('conrplied sirh'J, Ccrusit (Thc
Anclur Bible), Dotrblcday, Nerv York (r9ti.1) rtiq. On the crluivalcncc of this
Hebrew usagc rvith the legal rrsage of Akkatlian lmrl(m\ sec alre:rdy J. J.
Rabinowitz, Jounnl of Juristic I'afyroloel r3 (1916r) r3.1. On thc cquivalcnce in
nco-Babylonian lcgal parlance of lcmt an<l nagdra see I'ctschorv, JC:f 19 (tr165)
ro6 n. z6a.

tr Verse t3 Ls wt corrcctly translatctl by lrlurann, rt'ho reads: 'lf you rtr>uld
only listen ! (Horvever,) I rvill pay the price fbr the (entirc) ficld, tale it from nre . . .'

( l o c i . c i t . , r 6 ) .The re i sno ' hou ' cve r ' i r np l i e r l .A l l o f r he ' 11?9  t bo f  t h i s chap te r
(vcncr B, rr, r3, t4) are f<rllowetl by the reqrrct n'hich thc slrcakcr hopcs thc
other party will heed. Nonc arc rcsignations! ln vcrse t3 r\brahanr is hnppy to
have thc chancc to buy thc field tno, but he sanLr to ctrd the lxrlitc diqrcJ.iorrs
and reach a linal and rcasonable price. !)plrron may n()t have evcr actually offercd

to giru the lield, since flll is used for 'sell' tlrroughorrt this parsage (just ar ala

kasbi iddin is used in the contracts discussed by Pctschors and'fucler). Ilut he has
up-till now refuse<l to set his price. Abraham u'ants hirn to get it ovcr rvith.-tt 

Riglrtly strcssed by Petschow, rvho adduces cvidence that one of the criteria
for employnrent of the dialog-ue documcnt typc of f<rrnrulation instead of the non-
dialogre type in neo-llabylonian business contract! is rlhether or not lhc solicitor
of the transaction ir in dire need (JCS t9 (t965) t t5).
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Iogue' type and a consequent late period of composition;z3
Kitchen rightly stresses the sketchy nature of the evidence,
readily adaptable to almost any period), what is preserved for
us in Genesis z3 is clcarly too abbreviated to identify with cer-
tainty the historical period. It could be as early as c. r8oo or
as late as r. 5oo sc. It will hardly serve to date the passage.
Tucker is also right in stressing that the details of this account
cannot in themselves be used to press for an early date of the
story; but convenely neither is he entitled to press for a late
date on the same kind of grounds ! Both argumcnts depend
heavily on negative evidence and are to that extent highly

. 
r H. Petschow,JC.f r9 (19165) ro3, rzo; G. Tucker, JBL85 (1966) 77-Ba. It

u unlortunatc that apparently Tucler Lncw nothing of the contents of Pctschorv's
arlicle, whcn hi.r own went to prcss. Each could hive madc cxcellent usc of the
other's matcrial. Sincc San Niiolo and othen had made carlicr analyscs of thir
dialogue documcnt typc of contriact, Petschow's purpcxlc was twofold: (r) to
bring the discursion oi thc dialogue docurnent up to-date, and (z) theriby to
correct_some falsc assumprioru regarding it on which thc latc J. J. Rabinoivitz
had built a theory concerning iu origins. Rabinowitz' thcory rvis ihat, sincc the
dialogrre document conrracb werc limited chicfly to thc flfrh ccnrury sc and
later ia time and to southern Babylonia in place and were particularly common in
the archivcr of the House of Murastuhu,-which may have been run bv lewlsh
cx.ilcs, thc dialogue type contracts were of Jervish oriifn. He further argi.red rhat
$rc can loe thc Jewish origin of thb form in Gcncsis e3 (J. Augapfel bcfore him
.tqtZ).lod notcd thc sim.ilariry) and that a similar form was curployed in the'falmudic 

period. Petschow's ncw cvidence shows: (r) that dialogue documenrs
occur ai carly at the fint year of Sargon II of Assyria (7zr) and are corunon
cnough in the following t<x) years; (l) they are fiound in all the larger llabylonian
citia such as llabylon, Dilbat, Sippar, Barsippa, DEr, Nippur, Urul and Ur, and
in Nippur (the city of the later Murashshi !) thcy are known since the thirty-sixth
year of Ashurbanapal; (3) they are uscd for all kinds of contract: marriage,
adoption, dowry, food, rcnt, tenant-farming, salc, cxchange, clc. Nevertheless,
sorcral wca*nesrrJ appear in the attcmpu of Petschow and Tucker to prove that
C'cncsis e3 rcprcsenii a contract of this'type. Most important is the fact'(adnritted
by both mcn) that Gn. e3 is only thc refur! oJ a traruaction, not a dccd or contracr.
If thi-s is-so, then we would not cxpect it to reflect formal details. Secondly, the
details ofform do not in fact coincidc (recognized by Pctschorv; not recog;nized
!y !ucf9r) : thc dialoguc documenc bciin ;th a titie ('tablct oi. . .'), foiiowcd
by the offer made by the solicitor in the form ofdirect discourse ('A (not necessarily
the scllcr, as Tucker says (pageBr), butofren thcbuyer; othcrwise his'case for Gn. ..lg
would be even weaker!) went bcforc B and spokc as follows: '). No reply
or further bargaining by thc two parties is cvei recorded in the dialogue ilocutnct t".
Thc responsc o-f the,second party is merely recorded in the third penon ('B agreed
(itnu or ingur)'). The rema-inder of thc document is styled in tlie objcitive"third
penon. Tuckcr has also damaged his own casc, while'helping tu all to a better
understanding of this passage by pointing out the similarity bctween Gn. t3 and
l Sa. 24,_rvhcrc some of the same 'dialogue' fcaturcs are found in the bargaining
between David and Araunah (not in 'P' nor poss6sing some of the essential nrarkl
of the dialogtre contracr). What emcrge b ihe undentanding that *,c have here
not a. Ilittitc legal proceeding lor a neo-Babylonian contract style, but a charac-
teristic Hebrew descriprion of the oral manoeuwing of two'parties prior to
agreeing on a transaction, As Tucker has well shov,n, the narraiive of Gn. zq is
replete with polite expressions and gcstures (loc. cit.,78 n. 7) quite appropriate'for
a tale but not for a contract !
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suspcct. But rcturnitlg from thc peripheral issuc of composi-
tion datc to our immediate concern with the allcgcd Hittitc
infiucnce, it is quite unlikely that genuinc Hittite land tenure
laws underlie this story. -Iuckcr is quite right when hc observcs:
'the interchange is fully comprehensiblc without rccourse to
Hittite laws or feudal customs', and again:'there is no re-
ference to encumbrances-fcudal or otherwise-on the lancl.'
The king is ncvcr mentioncd.

It thus appcars that of what wc can learn from thc lliblc
about the character and origin of tltese'sons of Hcth'or'l lcth-
itcs' tlre otromastics ^rc totalb ttnlikc tlte corpus of known 'FIit-

tite' namcs from BoSazkciy, antl the crtstoms in rcal est:rtc
transactions and fcudal dues are unlikc anything known among
the Hittitcs of Asia Nlinor. What similarities might cxist arc

of too general a nature to be truly distinctivc. Such similaritics
might be shared by almost any numbcr of pcoplcs ancietrt ;lnd
modern. So far as the dating of thc Pa:;sage' it is my opinion
that the similarities to thc 'dialoguc contract documcnts'
noted by Pctschow and Tuckcr arc too gencral also, so that tlris
story could fit cqually well into the knorvn practices of seconcl
or first millcnnitrm Bc. If thcse h[ 'l] :rrc not secolld mil-
lcnnium Anatolians, ncither arc thcy first millennium llaby-
lonians! The Old Tcstament text presents them as second mil-
lennium peasants living in south ccntral P:rlestine' spcaking iI
Semitic languagc, bcarinc Scmitic tlamcs, and organizcd in
clans of a very famili:rr type. 

'l 'here is nothing in the irccount
of thc salc which would invalitlatt: such a picture.

B. IITTTITE LA\v AND TITI] OLD Tf,,STATTENT

We may trot be able to acccpt an Anatolian origin for the'Hit-
titcs' mcntioned in thc Old 'fcstamcnt as living in tlrc land of
Canaan, but this does not mcan that we cannot reach a fuller
understanding of significant portions of thc Old Testament
through the liglrt afforded us in Hittitc tcxts.

Historians of the Ancient Near East use the term 'law' to
describe documcnts of many genres. Primarily, one has in
mind thc so-callecl 'cotlcs' of law, of which therc exist marly
examples: tltc larvs of lishnunna, the laws of Llammrrrapi, the
Hittite laws, the l\tiddlc l\ssyrian laws, as rvell as tlte larvs in
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and pely a six shckel inclcmnity altcr the convalcsccnce is com-

"fltia. 
The Hittite law is also more cxplicit on t5c mattcr of

fuedical care. 
'f5e Hebrcw tcxt ('s6all causc ltim to bc

t h o r o u g h l y h e a l e d ' ) m i g h t a d m i t t o l r o l n o r c c ; r r e t l t a n t h a t
*ti"t 

"thi guilty partt could administcr himsclf; whcrcas

the Hittite tixt cicarly itatcs that thc guilty man must pay thc

physician's fec.' 
A second Hittitc law ($6) rvhich rcscmSlcs HcSrcw lcgisla-

tion concerns the case of thc unknown manslaycr' The Hcbrcw

law is found in Deuteronomy 2I:I-9' In this casc the Hittite

law exists in both an earlicr and a latcr rcsccnsion. Thc carlicr

one stipulatcs that if a man or woman lle found slain on an'

ottt.t p.tton's property, thc.man otr whose propcrty thc llody

is found must iccluct ioo gipcllar (mcasurc of arca) from-his

land and give it to thc ru.uiuing hcir of thc dcce:rsccl. The

later versiJn (KBo Yl4 i 9-t3) adds morc prccisiol, n.ay-

tinction is first maclc as to thc social and legll status of thc slail

person. If it is a frce man, thc owtrcr of tlrc propcrty givcs
:fietd 

1ana1 fallow, housc, onc mitla (ancl) trvcnty shckcls of

silver'. If it is a woman who rvas fouurl slaitr, hc givcs no pro-

perty, but doublc thc prcviously imposcd monctary sum (tlrrcc

i"i"u, of silvcr). Thcn :r distinction is matle regarcling thc con-

tingency that tire body is not founcl o' atry otrc's cultiv.tcd land

b..rt.- on tcrrain w[ic[ is 'olletr coutrtry' llctrvcctr scttlcmclrts.

In suCh a casc a measurcmcnt is madc to clcternrinc tltc nearcst

settlement which falls within a innximunl radius of tlrrcc Dinl

(sumcrian nlr.rNn) from thc location of the body. Tirc ne:rrest

settlcment therein may be posscsscd lly thc hcir. If no settle-

ment falls witfiin this circumscribecl arca, tllc fieir fi iu no claim.

In the Hcbrcw lcgislat ion (Dt.  zr:r-9) thc circt tmstanccs arc

those of the latter vcrsion of thc Ilittitc l:rw.'fhc slain man lics

not on cultivatcd grorrncl but in thc ollcn coulltrv (llcbrcrv

n.!Q). As in thc Hittitc larv a mc:rsurcrncnt is takctr to thc

,rii i"rt city, but no maximum clistance from thc scenc of tlrc

crime is sei. Surcly one must Save cxistcd in actual practice.

But another fcaturc is prescnt lvhich rvas lacking i1 the [littite

law. The elclers of the scttlcment tnay exonerate tfteir village

by the taking of a sclf-malcdictory oath (Dt' zr:Ga)' No

parallels to th-is larv arc to bc ftrttn<l itt otltcr corPora 9f c11e]-

ior* lo*, althotrgh f)river cites Srnith's appcal to the rll/ ' i '

the Pentateuch. But in addition one speaks of international
lawr' which forms the basis of the great international treaties
of the second and first millennia Bc, and of ,documents from
the practice of law' (such as wills, contracts, bills of sale), and
of instructions' or 'protocols', of which a large variety survive
from the Hittite archives. All of these consiitute .law' in its
widest sense. Indeed, since the boundary between divine and
human law is a fluid one, there is some justification for incrud-
ing in this category ritual texts, sinceihey too describe and
occasionally prescribe the activities of the servants and officials
of the gods in their temples.

- Tu1{ng our attention first to thc collections of laws govern-
ing 9r-vll behaviour (the so-called 'codes'), let us see if ihere is
any light which Hittite law sheds upon the understanding of
Hebrew law.tr The literature on tliis subject is scanty. the
dominating interest in Hittite law by Biblicar scholars (aside
from the above-mentioned Ephron incident) has been in the
treaty form.25 Fensham, howevcr, has writtcn on the similari-
ties between Exodus zl:rB, l9 and Hittite law number ro.2s
The stipulations of tJre two are quite similar: (r) the offencc is
the temporary incapacitation of another as the iesult of aggra-
vated assault, (z) the un-incapacitated party must pay fo-r-thc
lo-ss of the injured man's time, and (g) h" must pay the physi-
cian's fee. Because the situation dcscribed is so appari"i i"
b.otf gs.es, the juxtaposition of the two laws does not apprcciably
clarify the details, which were understood before theluxtaposi-
tion. Nevertheless a few details are added. The Fiebrew fD:in;{- (translated 'he shall pay for the loss of his time') may
i*pty more than just a monetary compensation. The ilittitl
law shows that the guilty party must both provide another
man to assume the duties of the injured party while he is ill

f' For a convenient su.cy_see also_Ho-ffn er in'ftv Ribrical wortd (ed, c. pfciffer),
Baker Book House, Grand'Rapids (re66) crrff.
^.1 It. qucstion of similariries in ini rrirrii6r Hirrite international rrcaties and
uld lestament covenant fonmulatioru- is properly a matter of great interest to
Biblical scholars and has eticited much hilptd r&.u..h. Amoni'the discursions
which I-lravg usgd wirh pro6t are: V, Korosec, Hdhitischc st"i;,iiiair.-Gii"il
(t93r); C. Mendenha-ll, inu andCotcnant in lvoci, nititi..i CJi"q"i;;:i;it"b;;;fi
!f9!5), 

reprnt lronr.lJ.{ LZ (rgt+)i K. Bahzer, I)as Bundc.rJorn*lar, Neukirchen"er
J.illogl 

Neulrrch€n (196o) ;.D. J. McCarthy, 'frcaq 
iru! Cotcnant, pontifical

Itrblrcal lr*lltute, Rome (rq63). other u'orthrvhile literature has been cbnvenientlv
assembted.rn Krtchen, A9OT, gr.n. 15. Becarrse of the limits imposed on thi's
tectule, I have (teliberately omitted this topic from rhe present discuision.t' F. C. Fenshanr, IzI rb (r96o) :Sg-fgi.
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al-Aghhti for an old Arabian parallel.t? Since this procedure
was followed among the sedentary and non-tribal Hittites,
it is proper to question Driver's assumption that the purpose
of the Hebrew law was to prevent the blood feud.

A third case which bears a strong resemblance to the Hebrew
laws may be found in Hittite laws r97 and r98.ra These con-
cern the determination of guilt in a case of a married woman's
cohabitation with a man not her husband. The question at
issue is whether she was forcibly raped or gave her consent
(in which case she has committed adutery). The Hebrew legis-
lation may be found in Deuteronomy 22i2g-27. But in this
instance the Hittite laws are not the only cuneiform laws
which parallel this formulation, for the same kind of wording
is found in the Middle Assyrian corpus (laws rz, 13, r6).2i
The similarities and differcnces can be seen most clearly with
the aid of the following table.

Dccision Location and Circumslances

woman innocent ,!;!'{^ t" #ifi..?.,", ,"li'fl'*.,
(il'Jpf) ftatnarai) (;na saqi)

Woman guilty in city in woman's house in lover's house
(1'P?)

In the Hebrew formulation quite an emphasis is placed on her
being able to be heard when she cries out; whereas the signi-
ficance of the location is left unexplained in the Hittite law,
and only slight attention is given to it in the Assyrian. In the
Assyrian laws (compare also laws 55 and 56) the incrimination
of the woman is effected not on the basis of her ability to be
heard but evidence of her willingness to give herself to the
other man. This is'proven' by her being ravished in that man's
house, to which she presumably went of her own volition.
The wording of the Hittite law is ambiguous. The house could
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be either that of the woman or the ravisher, but it is more

likely the former. And if this is correct, then the Hebrcw law

bears a closer resemblance to the second millennium gc

Hittite law than to the first millennium Assyrian one'

Hittite legislation regarding pcrmissible cohabitation is of

interest to sludents of Hebrew law. Cohabitation of a hetero-

sexual type was, of course, forbidden whcn one or both parties

were at'that time married to anotlter (adultcry)'3o If thc girl

wrui unmarried and was taken against her will, the ravisher

could be forced to marry [cr. Other hctcrosexual relationships

were permissible excepi for those whiclr involved pcrsons of

close tlood relationship. A man might not cohabit with his

own mother or daughier ($rB9), with his sister (Urrkk' III

zB-32), with sisters ind their mother (SSrgl, t94)' T'hc laws

of I]eviticus rB:6ff. dcal in a similar way with the taboos con-

cerning cohabitation with near kin. The Hebrervs called thcsc

irlyrln; the Hittitcs called them [urkcLsr Unlikc tltc Hcbrovs,

ttre Uittites clid not condemn homosexrrality. T[c only instancc

of homosexual relationships mentioned in the laws is that of a

man wittr his own son (QrBg). But this is mentioncd in the

same law with the interdiction of hetcrosexual rclationships

betwecn near kin, so that it is vcry probablc that it is the

near kinship w[ic[ militatcs ag:rinst this act of homoscxuality.

Homosexuility an4 bcstialiry alike arc condemncd in l-xodus

lz:r9 (Heb. rB),  Levi t icus tB:ee, 23; 2cl : I2-I5 '  and Dcutcro-

tto*-y t7tot. Thcsc actions are callcd both );r,l .('unnatural
combination') and ;l?Yln ('dctcstiblc act').3i Among the

Hittites bestiality like homoscxuality apd hetcrosexuality was

susceptible to regulation but not intcrdict. Ccrtain combitta-

tions were permiitcd, others not. A man miglrt initiate-sexual
relations with a horse or a mule with no guilt attaching ($zooa)'

He might not do so with an ox (SrBZ), a shcep ($rBB), a pig

or a dJg ($rgg). Such actions were lurkel and dem;tnded the

dcath pinilty. If a mAn did not initiate the action, l)ut was

ro See laws rg7 and rg8 ciad abovc (transl:r-tion in ,4-\87. t$]:,..-
tr For a full iiscusion- of fwkel (with'olrjccti'rrs t. C''ctze's ,{"\'LI ren<lenng

.."rrii"l 
"ri-.') 

sec lfriedricli, Hcthitischc Girctzc, rr:-r r3. Atllititxrs-in IIofftrcr,

Laws o! thr Hittitrs, Urriversity of Microfilrns, Anrr Arlpr (rqb+) 1b('l '
rr On Hebrcw ilJuil.l 'dcte.tablc deed, ablr'rrc^ce' a.tl rclatcd rv.rtls see

TWNT (Engt. ed.)' r 59BIf.; llo{fncr JBL S5 (rqtXi) 3z{t, 333-33{; lloffner'

8S rz4 (r967) 230-23r.

rt S, R. -Drivcr, Tlu Boolc of Gausk, Methuen, hndon (r94B) z4l,
rr Trarulation in ANET 196; traruliteration of Hittite text in-J, Friedrich,

Hclhilisclu C,csctlc, Brill, Leiden (1959) 86{}7; discussion of the contents of the
laws can lrc found in Friedrich, op, cit., rr4-rr5 and F. Imparati, Iz leggi iuilc,
Fdizioni dcll' Atcnco, Ronrc (19164) Szr, g2+.

ff Translation n ANET tBt.
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attacked by either an ox or a boar (both could be large and
strong enough to completely overpower an adult),33 he was
of course not held responsible ($tgg).Just why it was thought
proper for a man to cohabit with a horse or a mule ($zooa) is
not at all clear. That some rural folk of all periods of history
have sought such an experience is well known to anyone who
has either himself lived on a farm or has talked with farming
people about the matter. It is not an artificial situation con-
trived by a late editor of the Bible to be included among 'un-

natural combinations' for the sake of completeness.
The ancients often conceived of the nocturnal semen cmis-

sion as a sign that the man had received a divine visitation dur-
ing the night and that the visitor (a succuba) had cohabitated
with him.3'Thus it was necessary to stipulate that such sexual
relationships were not punishable, even should they involve
incestuous union with one who was deceased ($lgo). While
intcntional cmissions during intcrcourse and thcir effects
upon the ritual purity of the man are dealt with in Lcviticus
15:16C, the Old Testamcnt has no legislation on semen emis-
sions during sleep.

Q.uite aside from the thoroughly discusscd and bettcr-known
matters of literary form pertaining to lcgal documents therc
remain some matters of considerable intcrest to Old Testa-
ment scholars which pertain to legal usages or symbolic actions.
The late Profcssor E. A. Speiser among others contributed
much to our understanding of legal usages in the patriarchal
narratives and some as late as the age of the classical prophcts
of Israel through adducing of parallels from the Nuzi docu-
mcnts. Hittite texts do not contribute nearly so much in this
area as do the Nuzi texts, but they should not be ovcrlooked.

As an cxample we might consider the institution which is
known to us in the Book of Ruth and in the legislation of Deu-

u For represcntations of wild boan in Anatolian art sec E. Akurgal, Art of tlu
Hittites,plata 3I (abovc right), and especially 94; O. R. Gurney, Hiltilcs,pl, 17
(hcing p. I44). On the pig in Hittite texts see A. Goctze, Kleinasicnr, r6.1; E. von
Schuler, Dia Kaskiin,de Gruytcr, Bcrlin (1965) 77 n. Bo; Hoffner,/OS87 (1967)
r83; Hoffner,JBL 86 ( I q67) 4oo. On the larvs conccrnins bestiality see F. Irnparati,
b lcggiiuit (1964) 3rrff. and Hoffner in Tlu Biblical lltorld (t966) 355.r. See T. H. Gaster's remarks on Lillith and the ntcabac in Inkrprctcrs Dictiorury
of the Ribh I, Abingdon Press, Ncrv York (1962) Brga. For a particularly unam-
bigrrous representation of the sucafia in sculpttrre see Amcrican Jourml of ,[rclacolo.q1
6B (t964), platc Io4, fig.24. Note that the succubats wingerl and has birdlike lbet.
C. Vermcule (ibid., y$ calls her a 'Lasa'.
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teronomy as the case of the b{F pbq, that is 'the man whosc
sandal has been removed'. This case is dclineatcd in Deutcronomy
25:5-Io and is il lustrated in the story of Boaz thc Bcthlchcmitc
in Ruth 4:7ff. S. R. Driver comments as follows on the Deu-
teronomy Passage:

'According to Ru. 4i7f., ir was thc custom in ancicnt Isracl,
when property was transferrcd, or a rigltt ceded, to take off
the sandal, and hand it to the Person in whose favour the
transfer or cessation was madc' as a symbolic attestation of
the act, invcsting it with legal validity. Here thc sandal is
taken from the foot of the husband's brother . . . ; but it is
rcmoved not by himsclf, but by the womatl' as an indica-
tion, apparcntly, that hc allows an honouraltlc privilcgc to
be taken from him . . . The discrcdit whiclr was fclt to attaclt
to his conduct, aPpcars furthcr from thc contcnrPtuotls
act [spitting in his facc] which thc woman is aftcnvarcls
dircctcd to perform.'36

Modern interpreters ltavc bccn inclincd to acccpt thc cxpl:rna-
tion givcn in Ruth 4:7f. as thc origin:rl mc:rning ancl tltc l)etr-
teronomy application as seconcl:rry.30 l'Iorvcver, a Hittitt:
parallel from thc Protocol of thc ltleledi (lllo'I' I 16 i 5.1f.)
demonstratcs that thc connotation attrilrtttcd to this action
by Dcutcronomy is by no nlcilrls either isol;ttt '<l or latc lrtrt
complctcly at home in thc lcgal litcraturc o[ thc littc sccotlcl
millcnnium nc. The following points should bc kept in mittd
rcgarding the situation in Deutcronomy 2r):

(r) the husband's brothcr has bccn rcnriss in thc perfor-
mance of an important duty;

(z) one of his shocs is rcmovcd;
(3) it is removcd not by a ju<lgc or public oflicial of thc

court but by a private citizcn who is witrrcss ngrzin-rl thc
man;

(4) the action constittttcs a public stignr:rtizatiort of tlte mrtrt
who has failed to perform his duty. ' l 'he pcrson rvlto re-
movcs thc shoe does not obtairt thercby ptrrchase
rights.

tE Dailerotom.r (ICC) aB3.
! 'So R. r le Vaux,  Atr icn!  Iuacl ,  I )ar ton,  l ,ongtnat l  arx l ' l ix ld,  I r rnthrr  l t r l i t  )

r 69 .
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With these points in mind we may proceed to consider the fol-
lowing_ passage from the Hittite protocol for the royal guard
@ukdi):

mdn-kan "f""seor-ro ar[a mir{ n-aJta GISsu 
xux lultanial

katta pcdai ,-rn "f*r.o u, walduli epzi nu-li-kan *u!".rr*

arfia lai ,rs.uif t'If a guard deserts (his post) and carries of u f"nlqffi?#
postern, .and the g&teman catches him in the sin] he (the
gateman) shall remove his (the guard's) shoe' (IBoT I
g6 i sg-s+)

From thc text before us we can see that all four of the above
factors in Deuteronomy 25 are present in the Hittite passage.

(r) The guard has been remiss in the performance of his
duty;

(z) one of his shocs is removcd by the man who apprehended
him in the flight from duty;

(3) the gateman thus acts as a witncs against him;
(4) the action constitutes a public stigmatization.

C. IITTTITE, RELIGION AND TIIE OLD TESTAMENT

Whel one speaks of 'religion' as distinct from mythology, hc
usually has the following areas in mind:

(r) Pantheon,
(z) cult (rituals, festivals, types of offerings, priests and

temples),
(3) theology.

Our consideration of Hittite mythology constitutes a later
chapter so we shall confine our attention here to the thrce
areas listed above.

As traditionally understood, the records of ancient Isracl
reveal to us a people who worshipped only one God, whose
personal designation was Yahweh. It does not appear that
any of the members of the Hittite pantheon exerted any appre -
ciable influence upon the rcligious conccptions of the Israelites.
Still, it is possible to see how some of the religious language of
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the canaanites-and through them thc Hebrews-reflccts a
familiarity with the iconography of the Hittitc gocls.

^ A gTd examplc is providcd by thc dual usage of the carly
Canaanite worcl bamatu (Ugaritic bnl, Hcbrc*" t??, phocni-
cian bdmd, Moabite Dmt; compare Akkadian bamtu iihest')with
the meaning;s'back' and 'mound, hilltop'.sz Thc meaning ,Lack'
is attestcd in Ugaritics8 and Flcbrew$e and secms to haic been
the primary meaning. I'he derivcd meaning,hilltop' (cspccially
in the sense of a cultic installation on a raisecl 

"reu; 
is tlr. no.-

mal one in Hcbrew,se a'd the orly one attcstecl in phocnician
and Moabite..o The qucstion of thc manncr in wlrich the
second meaning was arrivcd at can bc answered on the basis of
the religious art of Anatolia.'r rhcrc mountair dcitics arc
portrayed anthropomorphically as hunclrbacks. Frcqucntly
the storm god or the king stands on thcir backs wiih fcct
resting on these humps.u 'I 'hus 

what is a .back' to the moun-
tain viewed anthropomorphically is its summit or pcak when
conceived naturalistically. 'fhis 

iusight is further fortil icd by
the use in Hittite toponyms of thc worcl whicll mcans ,back'
as the name of a particular mou.t:rin. uuR.s,\(; ISkiSaI, rvhich
is,the genitivc of thc ncutcr noun iJ,tiJ ,b:rck, ridge, hump'.
Thus thc nrouutain's namc is ,hc of thc ridgc/pcik'' orr.l i.-
mincls us of the Homeric cpithcts for mou.t:rii is: .,tc,r,5x,r4po;

It For a gcrrcrally go<xl survcy_scc dc \tarrx, olt. cil., t8.1ll. 
't.lrerc 

arc s()rne err(F
neous statcmctrts in this discrrsion, rvhich rrrust lrc briclll 'c,rrecrc<l hcre, lic
Vaux is .nr i r taken,  when.he a( l i r r ' r . that ' rhe corrmPondi , ig," . , ,a i i i -n l i^ . r i , , "
\oa,ntu Lt, .-Ihe .AsErian Dictionarl, Oricnral Irrstirrrte, Chicaqir (rrr6i) lt. r8t.] h:ur
tlrr rneanlng ('backr trul.lk') toor-though it can als. (lerx)te any clci.atc{'gr'rr'd,
such as the cr6t  or  a h i r l  or  a heighr '  (p.  . rB+).  r \kkar l iarr  6anrrr  r r rcarr i ' .cha;r .
thorax', and never means 'clevatcd 

frorrt.l, cre,i',,f 
" 

l,il l;. ii i- 
";i,;;;;;;l ";,;;;;l._!:fl:,_,t*, 

thc Ugariric. wor<l bit refcrs r() cre'arcd gt",rita 
"i,i;r,-rlii i.r*ilherc llrcre is more probability.

t t  
9 '  Hr Gordon, ( lgar i t ic 'Tcxrbook,  p.r r i f ical  l l i t r l ica l  Inrr i rure.  Rorne (r r16. , r

373. .  Anot l rer  word *s/  sharcs_thc nrcaning.bacL'wirh brnf  (pp.4i r_.12r) . '  
'  -

te Iior or rcferenccs see tle Vaux. ott. rit'.. z\lt.'0 H- l)onner & w. Rcillig, Kaiaia.;ctu wt) ,rramrikcru Inschriltn II, Irarras-
sowitz, wicsbaacn (r9!+)_ r7i. In-rrrc lighr of rhc probabre pt,",[iii i;il-;i ' i l].
rnocnicran cogrrate (b0m6 f.om bdni) an<l the sirnilarity in mcaninc it micht bc
tenlptlng l() sce this west semitic rvorrl m rhc sourcc oi Greek g-s<js. Iirrt'b,rr<jswith Bfpc h:u an ir'peccable_ I.ndo-r')rrro1)ean etyrrrol;g'y ti. i. ttlFfi.ri, diirfiiiiiEgmologisthts lVijrhiuch I, Heidelberg .( i9!ol zf gi ni,li ,i..,., in 

"^.iy 
i;;r' -ri,l;

?lattrcadl 
extcnded ra'ge of nreani.g. (rt. J. crrnlifie, Isxiron oJ thc ilonwie Diarur,

l f l , lo j l  
(192,+).?{) .An exccl len_t  and up ro ( latc sunun:rry l i r , \ \ ' .  l . 'aurh in l ) r i

ktctnc I'aulv l. Llruclennrilller, sturtgarr (rq{i4) r79ff. (j.rnrparc also flofr'cr,
JBL SG (t-s6Z) ser).'r Hoffner, I-)HG (rqf7) 6o n. r 16.
. 

.lS:: plrotos i^.E. r\kurgal, :lrt oJ llittitts, plarcs 53, 76,77, an<l li.e drawing:
rn (J. l(, Uurtrcy, Itttt,ks, r+3, ttg.8, resisters 4r and bq.
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('with many mountain spurs'), no),rinto1o6 ('with many clefts').
Thus Canaarite bamatn shared the same semantic develop-
rnent as Hittite al,td, and both can be appreciated better in
terms of the visual conceptions of Hittitc religious art.

In the twenty-eighth chapter of Genesis the story is told of
how the patriarch Jacob on his way from Canaan to Aram
Naharaim stopped for the night at Bethel and saw there a
vision. The traditional interpretation of this vision conceives
of it as a ladder set up so that its foot rested on the ground and
its top reached the sky..3 On it angels of God were ascending
and descending. In recent years the late E. A. Speiser has
popularized in his Genesis commentary an earlier view that
the situation envisaged by the author was not an ordinary
ladder, but a ziggurat staircase." Speiser is not deterred by
the fact that just such a temple tower is described in Genesis
II:I-g in wholly different terms. Nor is his parallel accurate.
The staircase gave a means for the pricst or human worshipper
to ascend to thc Hochtempel, where the human worshipper met
the divine object of his worship. Jacob's vision concerns the
passage of superhuman figurcs; from heaven to earth and
vice versa. Speiser furthcr argues on the basis of etymology
that the Hebrew word obo is dcrived from the root bbo 'to

heap up, raise', and that such an etymology fits thc conccp-
tion of a staircasc bettcr than a 'ladder'. tsut this etymology
requires that we rcgard the final consonant n in obo as a
formative. This is rendered highly improbable by the Akkadian
cognate simmiltu'laddcr, staircase', which contains the same
triconsonantal root in a metathesized form (.rnl rather than
slm).te

More important than the questions of etymology and exact
translation (although I personally prefer to retain the tradi-
tional translation 'ladder') is the question of the true concep-
tion of this ladder. Is it an image drawn from the Mesopota-

.r So all standard English translations (,rv, nv, esv, nsv) and most older com-
mentaries. Even J. Skinner (Guusk ICC) does not abandon 'ladcler', though he
acknowledges 'stair' as possible and even drarvs the analogy of the Babylonian
temple tower (pages 376-378). An extended discussion can also bc found in H.
Gunkcl, Gcnesif, Vandenhoeck and Rupprecht, Gottingcn (tgrz) 3t7-3t8. For
discussion sce Hoffner,/Bf 86 (tS6Z) 397-398.

.. E. A. Speiser, Gcntsis, zr}-zzo; argued without reference to earlier pro-
ponents among rvhonr Skinner can bc included (see preceding notc).

.! Hoffner, loc. clt., 397 n. 3o.
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mian tcrnplc towcr'? l)ot:s it tlt:1lit:t tltt: wlty of rtscctrt lbr it
worshippcr to visit thc gocls?'Iir ansrvcr tltest: rlttcstiotts it is
ncccssary for us to invcstigltc I g(:trrc of tcxt lcss farnililr to tlte
Old 'festamcnt scholar l)ut cqullly import:rnt. 'I 'hese 

arc thc
Hittite texts describing offcrings made to infcrnal dcitics and
spirits.ro Acccss to tlrc infcrnal regions for purposcs of making
offerings was obtained by thc digging of a pit or pits in the
ground. Into them wcrc lowcrcd foodstuffs and prccious adorn-
ments. Thc pits wcre callcd by the name p60po6 in Grcck,'?
ay@)bi, !atte!!ar, and patcllar in Hittitc, ab(.ldl) in Sumerian,
6bu in Assyrian, '/D in Ugaritic, and :ix in Hcl-rrcw.'8 In
one of thcse tcxts (KUII XV 3r obv ii Gz6;re thc practitioncr
lowers into thc pit a silvcr l:rcldcr atrcl a silvcr pcctoral orna-
ment. The word translatcd 'laddcr' is thc Sumcrogrerm n'iKUN,

("'hun.5i) thc Akkadian rcarling of which is simmillu.to
Onc must dccide for himsclf on thc basis of this contcxt wlrich
would bc morc appropriatc; to prop a small silvcr laddcr
against thc wall of thc pit, or to sct up a silvcr staircasc on thc
floor of thc pit. I think that thc formcr is morc likcly.6t Ilut
this is not thc important issuc. 'I 'hc significancc of this silvcr
ladder in thc ritual contcxt sccms certainlv to bc an invitatiorr
on thc part of thc offcrcr to tlrr: in[crnal sllirit to comc up out
of the pit by thc lacldcr :rncl to partakc of thc ofll 'ring, thc thin
loaves which h:rve bccn placcd around thc motrths of thc pit.
Thc laddcr and thc loavcs arc a kincl of ' lurc'. 'fhc laddcr
constitutcd a mc:lns of access for thc s1>irits of the ncthcr rvorld
to the surfacc of thc carth, just as Jacob's obo oflcrccl to thc
angels of God a mcans of access from thc heavcnly rcalms to
the surfacc of thc carth. Jacob exlaimed, rvhen he awoke from

' r  Complcte assemlr lagc of  tcxts in t ransl i tcrat ion,  I ingl ish t ranslat ion,  ant l
cornrncntary irr Hoflix'r, JRI. 116 (r967) 'ttl.r-.1or. liarlicr rtorl of funrlanrcntal
importance by IM. Vicyra,  I t l l . l  l i9  ( r ( l ( ; r )  +7-55.  

' l 'hne 
stur l ic ,  r lh i l t :  shc<lding

somc l ight  on J:rcob's l ; r<[<lcr ,  arc of  part icular  rc lcvancc to the nl turc arrr l  usc
of  thc nragical  insta l lat ion for  t l iv inat iur  cal lc<l  t l re 5 jg.

" Sec l;auth in Dcr *lcinc Prrulr I (rq64) 27r1ff. (urxlcr Altar) and \\'. K. C.
Guthrie, Thc Grccks out 

'fhcir (iolr, lrletlrucn, l,on<hrn (r95o; rrrlL
r t ' l 'a l lu lat ion and rc l t ' renccs in I f t r l l r rer  loc,  r i r . ,  '1 t15.
' r  lb ;d. ,3()o,  tcxt  no.  3 l ine r7.
ro Not'riiognizetl lry",\, (ior:tze (apurl A. I)eirncl's Nachtr;igc in Sunuriscfus

I tx ikon l l ,  Pont i f ical  l l ib l ical  In\ t i tute,  l {orne ( t93' r )  t t '14)  in the nr i< l - th i r t ier ,
but  expla ined by I | ,  l ; r r r r lsberscr  ant l  l l .  ( i .  GLi tcrbtrk i r r  thc latc th i r r ies ( { , .1
4q -( rq3t l )  l l t l :  , {0 r2 ( rq j7- j ( t i  . , . , f . \ ,  anr l  norv rnclut ln l  r r r  R.  Labrt ,  ,4farur l
d 'El , iqahhic . . l lkadiauut , lnrJrr i r r rcr i t  Nat iotra le,  l 'ar is  ( t r l iq)  s igns t to.  t4r  and r47.

6r  I 'or  a p i< ' tor ia l  r t 'presenlat iorr  o l 'a ladt lcr  crr rp l , r lcd bv acrol rats see r \kurgal ,
op.  r i t . .  p latc a3.
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onc of the promincnt rolc of incubation, Greek iyxolplotq;
Latin incubalro, in thc treatmcnts provided to thc ill by Asclc-
pius and the other Greck healer-gods.oe The reverse of this
procedure was followed, when it was the intent of the practi-
tioner to impair either the battle prowess or the sexual potency
of enemy males.

In Deuteronomy 22:5 transvestism is forbidden because it
was conccived of as a ritual employing magic. Magic rituals
were offensive to Yahweh from the very beginnings of His
associations with Israel. This is no late and artificial priestly
legislation, but-as admitted by even the more sCeptical
school of Bible critics-an expression of the very heart of the
understanding of Yahweh, that understanding which always
conceived of Him as a free Agent whose personal sovereinty
must not be infringed upon by the attempts to influence him
by magical means.60 In Israel if a woman was barren, she
prayed to Yahweh for a child. Yahweh 'visited' her and she
conceived. The samc would surely be the case with males
who could not produce children through any of their wivcs
and concubines, although cases of the lattcr arc not illustrated
in the Old Testament. Prayer recognized the right of Yahweh
to refuse or grant the rcquest on a personal basis. A magic ritual
presumed that His reaction would be (indeed must be) auto-
matic and predictable.6r This insight into thc prohibition

_ 
tt L. Deubnet, De Inetbatiotu, Teubner, l,cipzig (r9oo); M. Hamihon, huubarion,

Simpkin, Manhall, Hamilton, Kent and 
-Co.,-I-ondon 

(1906); .J.-Harrison,
Pmbgomcna to tlu Stuq ol Grc* Rcligiont, Cambridge University Press (rq22),
g+2-gqgi C. A. Meier, Ant*c h*ubation (1949); handy sunrmary in Ensliih in
Tlu OxlodCla-tsital Dictiorcry, Clarendon Press, Oxford'(r949) 45i-45e. There is
no clcar evidencc for this pr1cti.c9 in_the m. God appcan to iiiaivfuuati in dreams,
but sick penoru do not thus find healing nor barren women conception. Announce-
ments to barren women in thc or are often made to their husbands (Gn, r8:q:
e5:zr-), and when the ?,nnouncement is made by a direct divine appearance it-ii
in full walefulncss (Jdg. r3:rff.). Nor do we see pcrsorur dclibeiately slccpins
in a s,anctuary in order to bring on divinc revelation. Jacob experiences one ai
Bcthel through accidental sleeping in a sanctuary rvhose cxistenie hc claims not
to havc prcviously recognized. On the general subiect of dreams as revelatory
means in the Ancient Near East see A. L. Oppenheim, Inkrpctation of Drcami,
American Philosophical Society, Philadelphia (i'956).

'o G. von. Rad, op, cil., 94-95.rr The nature of magic and its polarity wirh religion is rvell expressed bv H. M.
Ki.immel, Ersat4ilualcliir den luthitischen Kiinie (Studicn 4 DoT 1; rg6Zl'lf. The
two rcst on errtirely different conceptions of the universe. In mosi religions of
history there has been an inconsistency of practice which has permitted--both to
bc pursued within thc bounds of the same cult. In ancicnt IsraCl, however, it was
carly -recognized that magic was inherently antagonistic to the u'orship of Yahweh
as a frce personal Agent. I do not deny that especially in the later periods of
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against transvestistn woulcl ltave bcen unlikcly ltad it not been
for thc analogous situ:rtious to be found in Hittitc tcxts.

D. HITTITE MYTIIOLOGY AND TIIE OLD TESTAMENT

In the term'mythology' we include all tcxts which purport to
tell of cvcnts which arc cithcr undated or sct in hoary antiquity.
Historical texts in thc Hittitc archives are associated with the
reign of a known rulcr. Thcy are of the following tyPcs: annals'
treaties, political and diplomatic correspondence' cdicts, and
protocols. Onc cannot dcfinc mythological tcxs as those in
which major rolcs arc asignccl to deitics, or as those in which
direct divine intcrvention in history is depicted, for thcsc de-
scriptions would fit pcrfcctly tcxts which we know relate actual
evcnts in thc late sccond millcnnium Bc. It is acccptcd proce'
dure to includc in historical narratives thc events which tran'
spircd which thc vicwers attributcd to thc dircct intervention
of onc or morc dci t ics.ot What scts a'myth'apart  f rom histor i-
cal tcxts in tcrms of our Hittite corpus is: (I) that all but one
or trvo charactcrs in thc story are dcities, (a) thc cvcnts arc not
corrclatcd with thc rcigns of any known king and are thus
undatccl, and oftcn (3) that thc story is associatcd with the
cclebration of some religious fcstival. Of coursc the corpus of
Hittitc tcxts which wc call 'mythological' arc not uniform.
The myths of prcsumed Hurrian origin (with thc singlc exccp-
tion of thc Kumarbi cyclc) fullil only criterion numbcr two.
Few dcitics figurc dircctly in thc storics, and thc principal

Judaisrn (Ararnaic magic bowls) magic fountl a pronrincnt placc in the lxrpular
icligion. \Vhat has been rightly claimed is ratlter that in thc qfrral rcligion ofcarly
Israel such practices wcrc condcrnned as inconrpatible with Yahrlisnt.

.r Sce the perceptive remarks of K. r\. Kitchcn in 'lvtyth anrl the Olrl 
'I 'esta-

mcnt', 
'I 'hrclogicul 

Sludcnls' Fcllowshilt Bullctin .14 (19166) t-2. llittite hlstorical
lilcraturc prcscrvcs numerous examples. Two grxxl examplcs cotrte to ntin<l:
( r )  in thc io-year Annals of  Munhi l i  (BoTU 48 i i  I6f f . ;  . . l . t f  46-. ro)  the In ig l r ty
storm god directly intcrvertcs in history on lrchalf of Murshili by hurlirrg a thutrdcr-
bolt on the city of Apasha (Fiphesus?), which wa.r one of Ukhklurziti 's centrcs;
anrl (,:) Ishtar of Shanrrrkha ilrtcrvenes directly in hirtory to dcfeat Urkhiteshrrb
an<[ the other errcrnics of  Khatt t rshi l i  I I I  (Apotogy r>f  Khattuhi l i ,  col .  I l l ,  I ' ) l [ . ;
IV r8ff.; KBoYI '.ro ii 29ff.). lVe may well doubt the attribution of these pltetr<.
mena to direct intervention of deitics, but vr'e cannot qucstion the fact that the
ancicnt Hittites nra<lc such attributioru and saw nothirrg out of place in incltrtling
thcm in tcxts which we may classify an 'non-mythological'. Intcrcsting ranrifica-
tions of the ascription of military victories to particular dcities arc explored bv
!V. \V. tlallo irr his as yct unpublishcd paper "l'he'I'ygrlory of Divinc I'lxaltation'
rcad befrrre thc Antericatt Oricntal Suiety in Bcrkcley, 196{}.
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protagonists are humans. The stories themselves appear to
have been divorced from ritual and festival situations, and may
have been tales told for enjoyment, although the element of
fable (a story with a moral) is clearly present in one, and therc
is a strong suspicion in othen that a kernel of historicity under-
lies them. In this respect they resemble the Epic of Gilgamesh,
which was the product of a long series of elaborations and accre-
tions to the nucleus of a few Sumerian tales about the historical
king Gilgamesh.

Since the myths of the vanishing god Telepinu, the dragon
Illuyanka, and the dethroned deity Kumarbi have dominated
the picture of Hittite mythology, and the minor myths of Hur-
rian origin have only been translated into English in the little
book entitled Tlu World's Oldest Storics by T. H. Gaster, not
appearing in the more widely known Ancicnt Near Eastern Texts
edited byJ. B. Pritchard, it is not surprising that their contcnts
should be less familiar to English-speaking scholars in gencral
and English-speaking Old Testament scholars in particular.
One of the most interesting of these is the tale of Appt.tt
We note at the outsct-in order to facilitate comparative eva-
luations as the story is related-that the portion of the Old
Testament which bears strongest resemblance to this tale is
the story ofJob. There is indeed even a vcry slight rcsemblance
between the two mcn's namcs, if the Biblical name is traced
back to its archaic pronunciation *'A21dbu. Likc Job Appu
was a very wealthy man and lived in the east. Job was the
wealthiest man among the D'tp-')J or 'eastcrners'. The cxact
location of Appu's home is unclear, but clues in the story point
to somewhere in the mountainous areas to the east of the
Tigris. Appu's wealth consisted of gold and lapis lazuli, which
was to be found in antiquity in this region.6' His city was named
Shudul, and it was in the land of the Luluwaeans.06Job once
had everything he needed, but soon lost his possessions and his

'r Fint translitcratcd and trarslatcd into Gcrman with philological commenls
byJ. Friedrich in lA 49 (r949) rr4-rr5; trarslated into English by T' H. Gaster'
Ttu World's Ol&st Slorics, Ncw York (rg5e) I591164, t67'r7r.

r'Friedrich, op. cit., zr4-2r5' lines r3-r4. On gold and lapis la.zuli in the
region of the river Kerkha (calle<J. UqnA in antiquity) see E. A. lpeiser, 

'The Riven
oiParadise', n Oricntal and Biblical Stulies, Univenity of Pennsylvania Press,
Philadelphia (r962) 3r-gg, where the land surrounding the Biblical Pishon river
has fine gold and q;fl stonc (lapis lazuli?).

.! fdid., lines 7-8. 
-
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children by successive catastrophcs lrrought rrpon him by God.
App, did not cxpericnce catastrophes in which his wcalth or
childrcn were lost. He remaincd wcalthy, but he had always
Iacked children, ancl this was his point of acutc suffering.uu
Perhaps if his wife had sympathized with him, Appu could
have endured his tragedy, Ilut likc Job Appu had an unsym-
pathetic wife. Shc knew that their lack of childrcn was not due
to her own barrenness but to his stcrility. Thcrcforc shc chidcd
him mercilessly about the matter cven in thc prcsence of thcir
servants. lVhen her words bccame absolutcly unbearable,
App, spoke his mind: 'You are a woman and of a wom:rn's
temperament-you know nothing at all! 'c7 One is instinctivcly
remindcd ofJob's rcply to his rvifc, aftcr she had urgcd him to
curse God and die:'You spcak as onc of the foolish womcn!'
(Jb. z:ro).  LikcJob Appu cl id not givc up al l  hope, nor did he
falsely accuse the gods. Rathcr hc wcnt to offcr sacrificc to tlre
sun god and to inquire about thc nature of thc sin which pre-
vented him from having a child. At this point thc story loscs its
similarity to the Book ofJob. Appu docs succccd in begetting
two boys.'I 'hc eldcr (likc Cain) is wickccl, and is so named:
'Bad'. Thc younger (like Abcl) is good, and is likcwiscso namcd:
'Good'.68 The rest of thc story tclls-in a manncr rcminisccnt
of the Allraham and Lot narratives-of how at the timc of
lifc in which thcy dividcrl thcir lhther's inhcritancc thc older
brother chose first and tricd to <lcfraud his youngcr brothcr.69
Btrt thc sun gocl lookcd clown from heavcn and ovcrrulccl, so
that the inferior c:rttlc of 'Good' bccarnc supcrior to thosc of'Bad'. The lattcr then clairns forrl play and t:rkes his brothcr
to court before variotrs deities, each of rvhich in trrrn exoner-
ates 'Good' and condr:mns 'Ilad'.?o Wc do not knorv of the rvay

l l  I_! ; .d: , l ines r5-rr .  "1 lh i , l . ,  zr6-2t7,  t incs 16-37.
I t  lb id: ,zt&-zzr ,  . )  Ib i , l . ,zzz-e211.
ro lb id. ,224-225i  . lBoT aB, r - r r ,  On rhi  basisof  s imi larrrhrascr lofrv in rhe

other r r ryths i t  is  possib le f r r r  r re t '  srrggst  several  rest( , rat iorB r .h i r . i i ' f i l l  .ur
..1 BoT 48 consitlerably rnore rlran l.'rie<lri<.h's I ranslirera tion.
4 lau-antna-al-1trf1 r-rye u.uzrrrnlrn r-rz-cr a-[xe ,luru ,r'-i-c-rrJ
i [nr 

duru-zJ 3r.5-al n roMc.sr.si- an I arl ! a -a - i tl'
6 [nz Se!-al runuulu-u! 

fiur-l<a-ki-u-u,a-ur da-i-is drnu-ult-unl

7 [ t l -ur-  !a-an-d-Ja-anmc-mi- i ! - ta t i - r ' r . [ -u,a.  .  .  .  . l
8 1.. . . . . ..". .l-at1 or- -+.{-tay pa-id<lwu,a-all[a?-anl

9 [.fu5oer-rJ-rza u-Ru Ni-tu-'ltDa-af srr..r_ucer.-ai I a-an-rn-a-1il'l
i r r [nr e-xeunu Ni-nu-wa N-n-lni, H !,r- an- nt + ; rt-kln r- 14' u'rr'1i-n u-tt n c -rc -cr l
rr [u-at A-NA dESD,AR p1*J;1d] ti-i-t-a lnu Jri-an rlr-(r;.sr.sL<n hr-la-a-ify.dtj'l ltrt rshen they arrived in Sippar and to<rk rhcir stand bcfore the rur, goi, ti. ru,,
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in which the tale ends, but it seems logical to presume that
.Goood' continues to be'vindicated by the gods' tribunals and
.Baad' meets his just deserts. There are two reasons to expect

thids. The first is u lin" which occurs in a Hittite solar hymn

whrich states ,The j"ri *u" I,bandanza-the exact name of bro-

th*r 'Good'] is dea. ioitle" lthe sun.god]' and thou.art letting

hirnrr win!'?r And the secondls that the tablet on which the be-

ginnning of the ,tory' ;, recorded preserves several lines of text

fieffore"the beginningof d1g narrative proper. It docs not rep-

resoent the end of ur, Erriir"ly different composition, but seems in-

steaad to constitute o [i"a of prologue to our story' It is in a bad

statteof preservation, butwnai lulyives speaksofsomcone (a god ?)

elcvvatins honcsr -"n-l rcvd lha'an-da-anf -du'u! t-'3'uz5 [*]u-

iiy6Bitrli-;t-ri-iz-zi-'buj llre evil men (ftuwapput-a rt'ues)
tifi i i irce (?) he bcnds; 15e.evil.men likc Ja,tJatilul hc strikes

on their skulls, u"a a"tt-yt tht-l 't1 If these lines are intendcd

to iintrodu." th. Appt story, thcir 
.intention 

must bc clear to

all., The honest brotl,ir will6ontinually be vindicate d (Iarlilkizzi

is ittcrative), and thc Jishonest brother. will bc bent and smitten

on the skuii, so that he is eventually dc.stroyed' In othcr words

we have before ,r, u iiJl." a story told to illustrate a moral'

Nor,w of course this docs net ntcetto'il7 cxclude thc possibility

thart it rests on old sacas wlrich grew up around a real pcrson

in lihistory. It is intcresiing tlrat Ezckicl t4:r4 and 20 gro-up to-

getther three figu.es froti ho1ry antiquity who werc .famous
ior their righteJusness: Noah, Daniel' andJob' Ifl as is increas-

ingfly beini done, we identifY lfil 
with thc figure known at

Rags Shamra rather than the Old Testamcnt Daniel the Jew,

thern all three of these fizurcs are non-Jewish and are persons

--- r-ii-L"1-'r"' "''t 
ttt ii1*--_---

god awarded the decision to brtrtf,cr 
'lSf"'-Brother "Bad" bcgan to cursc'

;Tftil**lriilf ttST[Hf "'i"'l;ilil:;14] i#f ll:l' l, "l:'l"z["]:t',""1t*irii;***'"[;t:f-l*'*ill,;u',!',l!i,,-,!fl itrngr'i-'ui"'^t'1r?-'o
the:same verb (!arlisk-l!a#i';i1:it otcun-in lines 5 and rt of the Appu tcxt

(see preceding note).
?r, f.|1e3e opcning lines have been rccovcr(d,.lT"kt in large tneasurc to thc

x,':1!ti*lilr*'il1:.i?1#li:"!,liiii^;}:fi::ry;1il1:f,?'"}H,i?
f  03 t rev g (RHA79, r6z) , i ," i i f t" . i l ""t ion (Akkad-) [rnut ' ] !- [u ( l- l i t t ' )  tar-na-a'[ar ' l

heldJ the kev to the *"a.ii"**'iiiil,}.S.'o" their skulls" I have ororroscd that *e
';'.'jiir 

i)-riil'l-i;-liliiriri"."t, for lrrs m1t1 ex1clle11 sen'c''rvnilc larki-il'ki'

i<-riii (an intransirivc ,r.rrrj',ii.ri, iq"::,.| ql.tlt-:: collate lb 1345 in 'rurkey in

orderr to see if the ,r".o Jn',i-. isrltct ju"tily the new reading'
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el -s. " ul ̂ " :'::'y- Tl:"ff * i" *'j: : t;': ii \.J'$'iil' {i3,
*TTIr3T3,'ilil^,; ;'" o *o.v abo-ut;r'i' ;^;; {igurcfrom
;;,,q,id.'Like ihc^ A;: ;';;Y :*:"T:i:: /J3,.i::?:tii';
incident'in the life of this famous rtglrtcous

a moral: the righteotts suffcrer must ncithcr blame God un-

justly nor discount th; il;ony of his own conscicnce to his

integritY.


