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Is SAMUEL AMONG THE DEUTERONOMISTS?

Cynthia Edenburg and Juha Pakkala

1. INTRODUCTION

According to Martin Noth, all the books from Deuteronomy to 2 Kings
were written by one author or editor, who combined various traditions
into a coherent literary work that presented the history of Israel and Judah
from Moses till the destruction of the Judean monarchy. Although Deuter-
onomistic redactions had been recognized in many books of the Hebrew
Bible since early critical research in the nineteenth century, Noth argued
that the same author was behind all the Deuteronomistic redactions! or
additions in the books from Deuteronomy to 2 Kings. This redaction
aimed to create unity and continuity of the traditions that were included
in the composition, but it also provided a coherent theological interpreta-
tion of these traditions. Noth explained the apparent contradictions and
inconsistencies in the complete composition as deriving from the use of
a variety of traditions that functioned as sources for the Deuteronomist.
Most of the Deuteronomist’s editing is concentrated in some key passages
and turning points in Israel’s history, while elsewhere he mainly adopted
the sources as they were without any major changes.

Noth’s Deuteronomistic History hypothesis has been highly influen-
tial; others developed and modified it further, but it has also been subject
to criticism.? The criticism has become increasingly vocal in recent schol-

1. In this volume, “redaction” primarily refers to a comprehensive revision of an
older literary work. Traces of a redaction may be found in several parts of the work so
that they form a coherent literary layer with certain ideological conceptions and goals.
A single addition does not form a redaction unless it can be connected with other later
additions that were probably added by the same redactor.

2. For a clear and brief description of the research, see Thomas Romer, The So-
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2 IS SAMUEL AMONG THE DEUTERONOMISTS?

arly discussion, although the general theory still finds active proponents,
as also seen in this volume. Paradoxically, the refinement of Noth’s theory
has undermined it. As the followers of Noth’s theory found more and more
Deuteronomistic redactions, some of which contradicted each other,?
the original idea of a coherent redaction was weakened. The picture has
become even more complex as different scholars have found that some late
additions employ Deuteronomistic language without advancing Deuter-
onomistic ideology (or even when countering Deuteronomistic ideology).
These types of revisions are best considered post-Deuteronomistic and/
or non-Deuteronomistic redactions.* Scholarship is faced with the ever
more difficult question of what is Deuteronomistic, and this is directly rel-
evant for the hypothesis. While scholarship has made other advances in
the books under discussion, it has become apparent that there are many
variables in determining the validity of the theory of the Deuteronomistic
History. Scholars approach the issue from different perspectives, which do
not necessarily converge. Nonetheless, the debate about the relevance of
Noth’s theory has continued unabated in recent years. Rather than trying
to include a discussion about the entire Deuteronomistic History and its
unity, this volume seeks to focus on one section of the proposed composi-
tion, the book of Samuel, often characterized as a weak link in the theory
of the Deuteronomistic History.>

Called Deuteronomistic History: A Sociological, Historical, and Literary Introduction
(London: T&T Clark, 2007), 13-43.

3. For example, Timo Veijola, Das Konigtum in der Beurteilung der deuteronomis-
tischen Historiographie: Eine redaktionsgeschichtliche Untersuchung (AASF B, 198; Hel-
sinki: Suomalainen Tiedeakatemia, 1977), 115-22, argued that the relationship of the
Deuteronomists toward monarchy was partly contradictory. The original Deuterono-
mist would have been positively disposed towards the monarchy (and its reestablish-
ment), the later Deuteronomists would have been more critical.

4. See, for example, Thilo Rudnig, Davids Thron: Redaktionskritische Studien zur
Geschichte von der Thronnachfolge Davids (BZAW 358; Berlin: de Gruyter, 2006), and
Reinhard Miiller, Konigtum und Gottesherrschaft: Untersuchungen zur alttestamentli-
chen Monarchiekritik (FAT 2/3; Tiubingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2004).

5. The relationship between the book of Samuel and the Deuteronomists was
recently discussed in Christa Schafer-Lichtenberger, ed., Die Samuelbiicher und die
Deuteronomisten (BWANT 188; Stuttgart: Kohlhammer, 2010). However, the pres-
ent volume is more focused in perspective and mainly presents contributions by
other scholars.
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It is apparent that the book of Samuel uses less Deuteronomistic
idiom and appears to be less influenced by Deuteronomistic ideology
than the rest of the books that comprise Noth’s Deuteronomistic History.
Some scholars have noted that the thematic and idiomatic contrast with
the book of Kings is particularly evident.® Here one should mention, for
example, the contradiction concerning cult centralization. While the loca-
tion of the cult is a central theological motif in the book of Kings (and
Deuteronomy), it is not only ignored in the book of Samuel, but many
passages imply that local sacrifices were a common and accepted practice
(e.g., 1 Sam 9:18-25). Many passages in Kings are immersed in Deuter-
onomistic language (e.g., 1 Kgs 11; 2 Kgs 17 and 23), but such language
is rare or lacking in Samuel. In any case, “Deuteronomisms” seem to be
limited in the book of Samuel. Noth solved these problems by assuming
that in the book of Samuel the Deuteronomist adopted most of his sources
unchanged and made only some minor additions. Nevertheless, some
scholars, such as Timo Veijola, have argued that the book of Samuel is
more Deuteronomistic than Noth assumed. Veijola found several layers of
Deuteronomistic redactions that would connect with those found in the
other books of the Former Prophets. Despite its challenge to the coherence
of the Deuteronomistic redaction, this was assumed to corroborate Noth’s
core theory.”

More recent scholarship, however, has shown that post-Deuteron-
omistic or non-Deuteronomistic redactions are more common in the
book of Samuel than what earlier proponents of the Deuteronomistic
Samuel assumed. Here one should mention, for example, investigations
by Thilo Rudnig and Reinhard Miiller, who have found successive redac-

6. For example, Jirg Hutzli, Die Erzihlung von Hanna und Samuel: Textkri-
tische und literarische Analyse von 1. Samuel 1-2 unter Beriicksichtigung des Kontextes
(ATANT 89; Ziirich: Theologischer Verlag Ziirich, 2007), 222-65; Juha Pakkala, “Deu-
teronomy and 1-2 Kings in the Redaction of the Pentateuch and Former Prophets,” in
Deuteronomy in the Pentateuch and the Deuteronomistic History (ed. Ray Person and
Konrad Schmid; FAT 2/56; Tiibingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2012), 133-63 (147-53).

7.See Timo Veijola, Die ewige Dynastie: David und die Entstehung seiner Dynastie
nach der deuteronomistischen Darstellung (AASF B.193; Helsinki: Suomalainen Tie-
deakatemia, 1975), and Das Konigtum. Nevertheless, even Walter Dietrich, a propo-
nent of the Deuteronomistic History, has criticized Veijola of exaggerating the Deu-
teronomistic redactions in the book of Samuel. See “Tendenzen neuester Forschung
an den Samuelbiichern,” in Schéfer-Lichtenberger, Samuelbiicher und die Deuterono-
misten, 9-17 (10).
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tions in these books.® Although solutions differ, the redaction history of
the book of Samuel now appears more complicated than what Noth, Frank
Moore Cross,’ or Veijola assumed.

Furthermore, text-critical approaches, by scholars like Jiirg Hutzli and
Philippe Hugo, have shown that part of the redactional activity is reflected
in the textual witnesses. These findings have far-reaching implications,
since they show that editing continued in the last centuries B.c.E. and
perhaps even beyond. In many cases the Masoretic text (henceforth mT)
contains later additions, while the main Greek witnesses or some Greek
manuscripts preserve an older textual stage. The importance of the Greek
is highlighted by the manuscripts of the book of Samuel from Qumran,
which often agree with a Greek witness against the MT. At the same time,
some of the later additions in the MT seem to reflect theological concep-
tions attributed to the Deuteronomists.!? These relatively recent develop-
ments within textual criticism of the book of Samuel undermine many
conventional theories and complicate the comparison between Samuel
and the other books of the Former Prophets. One has to ask, were the
connections between Samuel and the rest of the Former Prophets already
created by the original author or editor, or were they established by later
editors? Are the Deuteronomistic elements integral to the book of Samuel?
Or, were they added at a late stage, perhaps in the last centuries B.C.E.,
under the influence of other more Deuteronomistic books of the Hebrew

8. Rudnig, Davids Thron, and Miiller, Konigtum und Gottesherrschaft. For exam-
ple, Miiller finds no less than eleven different literary layers in 1 Sam 10-11 (see 261);
some of them are connected to the traditional Deuteronomistic layers.

9. Frank Moore Cross, Canaanite Myth and Hebrew Epic: Essays in the History of
the Religion of Israel (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1973), 274-89.

10. See Jiirg Hutzli, Erzdhlung von Hanna und Samuel and “Mogliche Retuschen
am Davidbild in der masoretischen Fassung der Samuelbiicher;” in David und Saul im
Widerstreit Diachronie und Synchronie im Wettstreit: Beitrige zur Auslegung des ersten
Samuelbuches (ed. Walter Dietrich; OBO 206; Fribourg: Academic Press Fribourg,
2004), 102-15; Philippe Hugo, “The Jerusalem Temple Seen in Second Samuel accord-
ing to the Masoretic Text and the Septuagint,” in XIII Congress of the International
Organization for Septuagint and Cognate Studies Ljubljana, 2007 (ed. Melvin K. H.
Peters; SBLSCS 55; Atlanta: Society of Biblical Literature, 2008), 183-96. For example,
in 1 Sam 1:9, 14, the idea that Hanna entered the temple and stood before (the statue
of) Yahweh has been omitted in the Masoretic text, while the Greek text preserved the
more original reading. For a detailed discussion of the textual witnesses, see Hutzli,
Erzihlung von Hanna und Samuel, 141-45.
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Bible, particularly Deuteronomy and the book of Kings? At any rate, while
earlier research primarily considered the MT as the starting point of inves-
tigation, it has become increasingly difficult to neglect text-critical consid-
erations in discussing the relationship between the book of Samuel and the
rest of the Former Prophets.

The book of Samuel has enjoyed increased attention in the past decade,
as demonstrated by the number of edited volumes,!! literary- and redac-
tion-critical investigations,'> commentaries,!? text-critical studies,!* and
other approaches!> that have been published on the book, mostly in Euro-
pean languages. The publication of the Samuel scrolls from Qumran Cave
4 has certainly contributed to the rise in textual approaches.!® Although
literary- and redaction-critical investigations have primarily been con-
ducted by continental European scholars and are often written in German,
the authors of this volume believe that interaction between the Continen-
tal and Anglophone scholarship is essential. The selection of articles in
this volume includes contributions from American and British scholars,

11. For example, Dietrich, David und Saul im Widerstreit; Schifer-Lichtenberger,
Samuelbiicher und die Deuteronomisten; Philippe Hugo and Adrian Schenker, eds.,
Archaeology of the Books of Samuel: The Entangling of the Textual and Literary History
(Leiden: Brill, 2010).

12. E.g., Jacques Vermeylen, La loi du plus fort: Histoire de la rédaction des récits
davidiques de 1 Samuel 8 a 1 Rois 2 (BETL 154; Leuven: Leuven University Press,
2000); Miiller, Konigtum und Gottesherrschaft; Alexander A. Fischer, Von Hebron nach
Jerusalem: Eine redaktionsgeschichtliche Studie zur Erzdhlung von Konig David in 11
Sam 1-5 (BZAW 335; Berlin: de Gruyter, 2004); Rudnig, Davids Thron; Klaus-Peter
Adam, Saul und David in der juddischen Geschichtsschreibung: Studien zu 1 Samuel
16-2 Samuel 5 (FAT 51; Tiibingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2007).

13. Walter Dietrich, I Samuel 1-12 (BKAT 8.1; Neukirchen-Vluyn: Neukirch-
ener, 2011).

14. E.g., Hutzli, Erzihlung von Hanna und Samuel.

15.E.g., A. Graeme Auld, Samuel at the Threshold: Selected Works of Graeme Auld
(Aldershot, UK.: Ashgate, 2004); Klaus-Peter Adam, Saul und David in der juddischen
Geschichtsschreibung; John Van Seters, The Biblical Saga of King David (Winona Lake,
Ind.: Eisenbrauns, 2009); André Heinrich, David und Klio: Historiographische Ele-
mente in der Aufstiegsgeschichte Davids und im Alten Testament (BZAW 401; Berlin:
de Gruyter, 2009).

16. Frank Moore Cross et al., Qumran Cave 4.XII: 1-2 Samuel (DJD XVII;
Oxford: Clarendon, 2005). The Samuel scroll from Cave 1 was published already by
Dominique Barthélemy and Jozef T. Milik, Qumran Cave 1 (DJD 1; Oxford: Claren-
don, 1955).
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along with essays in English from Continental scholars, and demonstrates
our commitment to enhance this encouraging development. The articles
reflect the narrowing of the gap between different approaches. Literary
critics are increasingly taking text-critical evidence into consideration,
and text critics are developing their approaches towards the traditional
questions raised by literary and redaction critics.

2. CONTRIBUTIONS TO THIS VOLUME

The first three essays of this volume all accept the notion of a comprehen-
sive Deuteronomistic History as a working hypothesis that best accounts
for the narrative and thematic continuity between the book of Samuel and
the other books from Deuteronomy to Kings. Richard D. Nelson notes
the paucity of Deuteronomistic language, ideology, and editorial structure
in the book of Samuel, and yet he argues that the Deuteronomist is pres-
ent behind the scenes, manipulating sources, themes, overarching struc-
tures, and plots. The Deuteronomist’s work was directed towards impart-
ing compositional unity to the whole of the Deuteronomistic History and
more importantly towards driving home the lesson to be learned from the
history of Israel from premonarchic times to the demise of the northern
kingdom. Nelson traces a network of cross references that firmly anchors
Samuel in place between Judges and Kings. His views of the intrinsic unity
of the Deuteronomistic History and of the Deuteronomist as the master
at work behind the scenes are probably the closest within this volume to
those of Noth.

So, too, Noth provides the starting point for Walter Dietrich, and he
agrees with Nelson that the book of Samuel interacts with the other sec-
tions of the Deuteronomistic History and plays a key role in developing its
plot. However, in contrast to Noth and Nelson, he narrows the scope of the
work that should be attributed to the author of the History. Dietrich, like
others who work within the framework of a “layer model,” thinks that the
Deuteronomistic Historian’s composition was revised by later generations
of Deuteronomistic scribes who incorporated the concerns of their period
into the History, namely, the themes of prophetic authority (DtrP) and
obedience to law (DtrN). At the same time, Dietrich moves back in the
direction of Noth’s position regarding the extent of prior sources and tra-
ditions that were at the disposal of the initial Historian. Dietrich’s dialogue
with the late Timo Veijola sharpens the criteria for distinguishing source
material from Deuteronomistic composition and once more brings the
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criterion of Deuteronomistic idiom to the fore. Most significantly, Diet-
rich returns to the earlier view of the Deuteronomist’s negative estima-
tion of the monarchy, a step that has important consequences for how we
perceive the purpose and motivation of the Deuteronomist as a historian.

Jacques Vermeylen also traces the interconnections between the com-
positional layer in the book of Samuel that may be attributed to the early
Deuteronomistic scribe and the other sections of the Deuteronomistic
History. He thus validates Nelsons and Dietrich’s conclusions, namely,
that the story of the initiation of the monarchy and its first two kings was
an integral part of the Deuteronomistic History. Vermeylen also adopts
Noth’s explanation for the perceived inconsistencies in the work, namely,
that the Deuteronomist did not revise his sources, but interpolated his
own views alongside the source material. He finds a concentric structure
that imparts unity to the whole of the basic historical narrative. But since
structures may be imposed upon material at a very late stage, Vermeylen
works to explain the thematic diversity of the different parts of the com-
position that is particularly evident in the book of Samuel. Accordingly, he
traces the lines of interaction between the original Deuteronomistic layer
in Samuel and the rest of the Deuteronomistic History, while distinguish-
ing between the initial DtrH and the later layers (DtrP and DtrN).

The next group of essays takes a critical view of the Deuteronomis-
tic History hypothesis, both with regard to the place of Samuel within
a larger narrative framework stretching from Deuteronomy to Kings,
as well as with regard to the notion that there is anything Deuteron-
omistic about Samuel. For Graeme Auld, the correct point of departure
is not Noth’s thesis, but the comparison between Samuel (along with
Kings) and Chronicles. Auld’s thesis, which he has developed extensively
elsewhere,!” is that Chronicles and Samuel-Kings developed separately
out of a common ancestor and that this common source is represented
by the synoptic material shared by both Samuel-Kings and Chronicles.
Much of what is commonly considered Deuteronomistic in Samuel has
no parallel in Chronicles, and therefore Auld holds that it derives from a
much later context than usually thought. Here Auld examines a number
of presumed Deuteronomistic characteristics in Samuel in order to show
that they do not reflect the influence of Deuteronomy or other supposed

17. A. Graeme Auld, Kings Without Privilege: David and Moses in the Story of the
Bible’s Kings (Edinburgh: T&T Clark, 1994).
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Deuteronomistic texts and that it is likely that these Deuteronomisms
spread to Deuteronomy through the influence of Samuel.

Philip Davies continues an ongoing dialogue with Graeme Auld over
the original shape of the book of Samuel. Auld’s supposition that the source
behind Samuel-Kings is the synoptic material shared with Chronicles
means that the oldest recoverable narrative in Samuel begins with Saul’s
demise and that virtually all of 1 Samuel is beyond the scope of the origi-
nal composition. Davies approaches this question from a different starting
point, that of cultural memory, and asks how communities in changing
circumstances constructed views of a past that would be meaningful to
their times. The past constructed in the text is tied to a distinct historical
reality, that of the historical author, and therefore inquiry needs to start
with trying to identify the first target audience of the different texts: for
whom were the different representations of the past constructed, with
what purpose, and for whom were they meaningful? In contrast to Auld,
Davies finds that the narratives in 1 Samuel about the eponymous founder
of the Judean dynasty belong the early layer of the book and that these are
at home in the historical context of the late eighth century, while the Saul
narratives probably reflect the concerns of the mid-sixth century, when
Jerusalem lay in ruins and Mizpah was the center of government. Only at
a later stage were the two narratives joined together—to Saul’s detriment—
and this move was accompanied by considerable exertion on the part of
the author-editor to represent David as the legitimate successor to Saul’s
kingship. Already here it is possible to see how Davies’s approach chal-
lenges the role attributed to the book of Samuel within the Deuteronomis-
tic History hypothesis. Davies finds a more serious challenge to the notion
of a unified Deuteronomistic composition in the utopian pan-Israel vision
of Deuteronomy through Judges that is at odds with the representation
in 1 Samuel of two separate entities—Israel and Judah. In this case, the
concept of a unified twelve tribe Israel that is presumed by Deuteronomy
and the rest of the Pentateuch, Joshua, and Judges (in its canonic form) is
separated by one to two centuries from the early core narratives of Samuel.
For Davies, Deuteronomism is at home in the Persian period and made
little impact on the formation of the book of Samuel.

K. L. Noll rejects from the outset the structural criteria employed by
Noth (as well as by Nelson, Dietrich, and Vermeylen in this volume) in
affirming the role of the book of Samuel within the postulated Deuter-
onomistic History. He also rejects the criteria of theme, since conflict-
ing themes have at times been attributed to the Deuteronomistic agenda.
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Instead, he limits Deuteronomistic composition solely to instances in
which a text employs idioms derived from Deuteronomy. Furthermore,
he requires that the idiom be employed in a fashion consonant with
Deuteronomistic ideology. Textual criticism also shows that many of the
Deuteronomisms derive from a very late stage of scribal transmission
and are not represented by the earliest textual witnesses. Noll contends
that the very small amount of Deuteronomistic idiom found in the book
of Samuel is not evidence of Deuteronomistic composition, but was
placed in the mouths of characters within the narrative for ironic effect,
since their words and actions in effect undermine Deuteronomistic ide-
ology. At the same time, he does not view the book as either an ideo-
logical document, historiography, or even Davies’s constructed cultural
memory, but rather as a “good story” that was composed as a piece of
“sophisticated entertainment”

In contrast to Noll, Axel Knauf affirms the historiographic interest of
the book of Samuel (along with Kings) and reminds us that the narrative
sequence in which it appears was understood as such at least since the third
century B.C.E. Knauf agrees with Dietrich, that the book of Samuel was
revised in order to impart to it a prophetic orientation. However, Knauf
differs not only on the substance of this redaction and its even later date
(fourth century for Knauf compared to mid-sixth century for Dietrich)
but also on the question whether it is even Deuteronomistic. In Knauf’s
opinion, only the books of the Kingdoms (Samuel and Kings) comprised a
Deuteronomistic History, but this hypothetical entity was much smaller in
scope than the canonical books of Samuel and Kings. Furthermore, much
of the material that usually is considered prime examples of Deuteron-
omistic composition in Samuel, such as 1 Sam 2-3, 8, 12 and 2 Sam 7, is
relegated by Knauf to the late prophetic redaction that is more “proto-
Chronistic” in outlook than Deuteronomistic. Knauf avoids the pitfalls of
circular argumentation, that A is late because it presumes B which is a
priori early, by pointing to characteristics of Late Biblical Hebrew that can
be found in several of the texts he relegates to his late prophetic redaction
in Samuel.

Jirg Hutzli argues that the book of Samuel developed separately from
the books comprising the Deuteronomistic History. He agrees with Noll
that Deuteronomism should be defined on the basis of the vocabulary,
style, and ideology of the book of Deuteronomy and that a text should not
be mechanically classified as Deuteronomistic on the basis of idiom, since
idiom can be employed in a subversive or ironic fashion as well. Accord-
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ingly, Hutzli identifies eight main Deuteronomistic themes that appear
to be lacking in Samuel (for example, cult centralization, polemic against
other gods, the promise and conquest of the land, and obedience to the
law). Moreover, some of the themes of Samuel run counter to Deuteron-
omistic ideology. On this basis, Hutzli concludes that Samuel was not pro-
duced by Deuteronomistic scribes. However, the substance of the book is
firmly rooted in the period of the monarchy as evinced by toponyms that
fell out of use later on, as well as by details regarding early cult procedures
and sanctuaries like Shiloh. Hutzli argues that the paucity of references
to events in David’s life in the book of Kings indicates that the book of
Samuel was not known to the Deuteronomistic author of Kings. In Hut-
zli’s opinion, the best explanation for all these findings is that the book of
Samuel originated as oral literature that was transmitted outside the Deu-
teronomistic circles and that the stories were compiled and achieved fixed
written form only after the composition of the book of Kings.

The third group of essays focuses on specific passages within the book
of Samuel as a means to approach the question of the Deuteronomistic
character of the book. Reinhard Miiller takes 1 Sam 1 as a test case for
examining the place of a text within the Deuteronomistic History when that
text displays no vestige of Deuteronomism. He proposes that the Samuel
birth narrative derives from a collection of stories that also included Judg
13,17, and 1 Sam 9, since all these stories share the same incipit formula.
This indicates that the bridge between the period of judges and the begin-
ning of the monarchy dates back to a pre-Deuteronomistic collection that
was taken over by the Deuteronomist and anchored in place with the help
of editorial comments that reverberate elsewhere within the History.

The story of the foundation of the monarchy is widely viewed as one
of the major contributions of the Deuteronomist in the book of Samuel.
Christophe Nihan undertakes to examine the role that 1 Sam 8-12 plays
in establishing this perception. Nihan finds that the negotiations between
the people and Samuel over appointing a king in 1 Sam 8 do draw upon
the law of the king in Deut 17:14-20 and accordingly should be character-
ized as Deuteronomistic, but that the antimonarchic response of YHWH
in 1 Sam 8:7-8 is a late expansion, set off by a repetitive resumption (vv.
7a, 9a). A late addition in a similar antimonarchic vein is also found in
10:18-19. Nihan argues that 1 Sam 12 presumes the expanded form of
both these chapters and that it works to resolve the tension in the previous
chapters between the harsh antimonarchic additions and the view of king-
ship in the pre-Deuteronomistic narrative. Unlike Miiller, Nihan does not
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think that traditions regarding a period of judges were combined in a pre-
Deuteronomistic stage with the story of the inception of the monarchy;
this merging of traditions and related periodization were the contribution
of the Deuteronomist(s) in the early Persian period. First Samuel 12, in
particular, is closely related to phraseology and ideas of the late supple-
mental conclusion to the book of Joshua (Josh 24) that might even stem
from a postpriestly stage.

Jeremy Hutton also deals with the question of Deuteronomistic editing
in the story of the inauguration of the monarchy. He focuses on the central
episode in which Saul is designated as king by lot (1 Sam 10:17-27) and
employs anthropologic comparison as a means to supplement and validate
the results of literary and redaction criticism. Hutton agrees with other
recent scholars that the dichotomy of pro- and antimonarchic tendencies
is too simplistic a criterion for fruitful analysis of 1 Sam 8-12, since the
early sources are not completely favorable towards the monarchy, nor the
later sources totally opposed to it (on this, see also the contributions of
Dietrich and Nihan in this volume). Underneath 1 Sam 8 and 10:17-27,
Hutton finds an earlier narrative that already displayed an ambiguous atti-
tude towards human kingship, and within this earlier narrative the des-
ignation of a king by lot is the direct continuation of YHWH’s directive
in 8:22 to appoint a king. The means for electing tribal leaders among the
Berber Ahansal tribe provides Hutton with a model for explaining the
nature and the origin of the lot narrative in 1 Sam 10:17-27 and allows
him to assign its underlying pre-Deuteronomistic layer to the late ninth-
mid-eighth century B.c.E. Hutton intriguingly opens the question whether
this narrative was crafted to issue in the inauguration of the monarchy or
to cap an earlier collection of deliverer narratives represented in the pres-
ent book of Judges.

Finally, Hannes Bezzel employs close reading of the narratives dealing
with the death of Saul in order to trace the literary history of the tradi-
tions regarding the house of Saul within the book of Samuel. His analysis
leads to “four (or five) stages” in the evolution of this material. The number
of layers Bezzel uncovers is best amenable to a compositional model of
Fortschreibung in which an original text undergoes revision and expan-
sion on several different opportunities. As Bezzel points out, none of the
texts dealing with the death of Saul display Deuteronomistic characteris-
tics, even though the Deuteronomist could have taken advantage of the
opportunity to remark on his demise. However, lack of Deuteronomis-
tic idiom or ideology does not necessarily indicate pre-Deuteronomistic
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origin. Bezzel concludes that the theology arising from the narratives of
Saul’s death is closer to the Chronicler’s than that of the Deuteronomist.

3. ISSUES FOR FUTURE INVESTIGATION

This survey of the contributions to this volume clearly demonstrates how
varied are the approaches to the question of the place of the book of Samuel
within the Deuteronomistic History. Many of the contributions also dem-
onstrate an ongoing dialogue within the scholarly community that trans-
verses continents and schools of thought. The fact that the participants in
this volume mostly chose to focus on 1 Samuel raises questions for future
discussion regarding the second half of the Samuel scroll. Was any account
of David’s kingship available to the Deuteronomist? Is the bulk of 2 Samuel
post-Deuteronomistic? If so, then how do we explain the web of intercon-
nections demonstrated by Nelson that anchor both parts of the book to its
place within the Deuteronomistic History?

The essays also drive home the need for a careful definition of Deu-
teronomism. Previously, many thought that the Deuteronomistic liter-
ary corpus was the product of a scribal circle that was active for a limited
period of about one hundred years, from the time of Josiah to the middle
of the Babylonian period. However, Deuteronomism apparently continues
in Deuterocanonical and other later literature, but the implications arising
from this have not yet been adequately considered in studies of the roots
and history of the Deuteronomistic scribal tradition.!® This longevity of
Deuteronomistic idiom and concepts challenges the earlier views regard-
ing the historical setting of the Deuteronomistic literary production in the
book of Samuel.

Furthermore, recent studies have shown that many of the divergent
textual readings in Samuel are more than transmission variants and are
indicative of lengthy ongoing revision and editing of the book. As several
of the contributors point out, at least some of the Deuteronomisms con-
tained in the MT are missing in the Lxx (as well as other witnesses) and
are thus probably later additions, which may derive from the last centuries
B.C.E. Accordingly, it is necessary to bring the text-critical evidence to the

18. For Deuteronomism in later literature, see the contributions by Beentjes, Bor-
chardt, Marttila, Pajunen, Voitila, and Weeks in Hanne von Weissenberg et al., eds.,
Changes in Scripture (BZAW 419; Berlin: de Gruyter, 2011). Deuteronomism can be
found, for example, in Baruch, Ben Sira, Judith, 1 Maccabees, and the Temple Scroll.
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fore in the discussion about redactions. These caveats highlight the dif-
ficulties in identifying the precise stage in which the basic narrative of
the book of Samuel was introduced into the historical account that begins
in the premonarchic times and ends with the demise of Judah. Text and
redaction criticism should also pay close attention to the Chronicler’s par-
allels with Samuel. Why are the Chronicler’s parallels closer to the text in
Kings than in Samuel? When does divergence in Chronicles stem from
the Chronicler’s tendencies with regard to his sources? And when can the
Chronicler’s parallels be used as documented evidence for the type of text
that was available for the Chronicler?

Of course, structural considerations also play a crucial role in decid-
ing this matter. How does Samuel relate to the overall structure of the
narrative from Deuteronomy to 2 Kings? Is it an integral part of this nar-
rative, without which the rest of the composition would be lame, or is
it a thematic, ideological, and/or structural anomaly between Deuteron-
omy-Joshua-Judges and the book of Kings? The potential thematic ten-
sions will also have to be addressed in any solution to the question. For
example, one needs to explain why cult centralization plays a central role
in the book of Kings when the book of Samuel seems to ignore the theme.
Similarly, why are the other gods a major theme and a concern of succes-
sive redactors in Deuteronomy and Kings, while in Samuel the other gods
are criticized in isolated verses often assumed to be late additions (e.g.,
1 Sam 7:3-4; 12:10, 21)?

The way scholarship addresses the question whether the book of
Samuel underwent Deuteronomistic editing or revision or originally
belonged to a pre-Deuteronomistic work that included other books of the
Former Prophets colors our perception of many aspects of this book (and
of the other books in question). Several issues would be viewed differently
if the main redaction did not intend Samuel to be read along with Deuter-
onomy and Kings. A book of Samuel, independent of the Deuteronomists,
would have a different social and religious background from a book of
Samuel that was essentially composed and transmitted within Deuteron-
omistic circles. The book of Kings without a “Davidic” prelude would also
provide a different perspective to the origins of the monarchy.

In closing, we—the editors—wish to thank all those who participated
in the SBL sessions on “What Is Deuteronomistic about Samuel?” that led
to this volume and to those who responded to our subsequent invitation to
contribute to this collection. We hope that this volume will spark more con-
tinued dialogue on the question, “Is Samuel among the Deuteronomists?”
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