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4) G. von Rad, Studies in Deuteronomy, 63-65%.
5 o€ =M, J. A Soggin, “Der juddische ‘am-ha’ares und das Kénigtum in Juda,” V7T 13

o] B3 QAo M3} o lolul= 49
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9) M. Weinfeld, Deuteronomy and the Deuteronomic School (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1972),
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HE= S|AT|OIZRE QAoF Al o AR 2k=Zo M7|aHS0| AlEY|M 2N 2HS
S HMAX|T UAActm FASICE M. Weinfeld, “Deuteronomy - The Present State of
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13) L. Tatum, “King Manasseh and the Royal Fortress at Horvat ‘Usa,” BA 54 (1991), 137-
138%.

14) H. Reviv, “The Structure of Society,” A. Malamat (ed.), The World History of the Jewish
People, Vol. IV/2, (Jerusalem: Massada Press, 1979), 142%.

15) 12 0|z Med ot&rnt AASE Zdo|ck M. Broshi, “The Expansion of Jerusalem in the
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20) I. W. Provan, Hezekiah and the Books of Kings: A Contribution to the Debate about the
Composition of the Deuteronomistic History (BZAW 172), (Berlin: Walter de Gruyter,
1988), 60-90%.

Z. Herzog, “Israelite Sanctuaries at Arad and Beer-Sheba (Synopsis of Lecture),”
Temples and High Places in Biblical Times: Proceedings of the Colloquium in Honor of
the Centennial of Hebrew Union College - Jewish Institute of Religion, Jerusalem, 14-16
March 1977, (Jerusalem: Nelson Glueck School of Biblical Archaeology of Hebrew Union
College - Jewish Institute of Religion, 1981), 120%; J. E. Carton, “Temple and bamah:
Some Considerations,” S. W. Holloway/L. K. Handyleds.), The Pitcher is Broken:
Memorial Essays for Gésta W. Ahistrom (JSOTSup 190), (Sheffield: Sheffield Academic
Press, 1995), 165%.
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22) R. E. Friedman, The Exile and Biblical Narrative (HSM 22), (Chico, CA: Scholars Press,
1981), 65-66%.

M. Weinfeld, “Cult Centralizalion in Israel in the Light of a Neo-Babylonian Analogy,” 202
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Hobson(eds.), Law and ldeology in Monarchic Israel (JSOTSup 124), (Sheffield: JSOT
Press, 1991), 22-23%.
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26) W. E. Claburn, “The Fiscal Basis of Josiah’s Reforms,” JBL 92 (1973), 16-17%.
27) P. K. McCarter, Jr, “The Religious Reforms of Hezekiah and Josiah,” H. Shanks/J.
Meinhardt(eds.), Aspects of Monotheism: How God is One (Washington, DC: Biblical

Archaeological Society, 1997), 12908 ZtF 1.
28) S. N. Eisenstadt, The Political Systems of Empire (New York: The Free Press of
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29) D. W. Jamieson-Drake, Scribes and Schools in Monarchic Judah: A Socio-Archaeological
Approach (JSOTSup 109), (Social World of Biblical Antiquity Series 9), (Sheffield: Almond
Press, 1991), 37%.

30) J. Blenkinsopp, Sage, Priest Prophet: Religious and Intellectual Leadership in Ancient
Israel (Library of Ancient Israel), (Louisville, KY: Westminster John Knox Press, 1995),
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Josiah’s Reforms and ‘am ha'ares -
A Socio-political Understanding

Dong-Gyw Lee
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Since A. Menes and G. von Rad, various scholars have acknowledged
the connection between the ‘people of the land and Deuteronomy and
deuteronomistic movements. It has been argued that they were
supporters of deuteronomistic reforms, however, the Hebrew Bible is not
clear on this point, and they were non-existent in reform scenes. This
study has attempted to find a way forward in understanding their
relationship with King Josiah's reform by focusing on socio-political
aspects of the reforms and their activities, aided by archaeological
observations.

The late eighth through the late seventh centuries presented the royal
court in Jerusalem with new circumstances. Jerusalem experienced
rapid expansion, and the centralization of Judah would have been in
progress from the eighth century. Also, as the Hebrew Bible vividly
describes, factional conflicts in the court had existed from the reign of
David, and Josiah's enthronement occurred in the middle of court
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conflict. It was the people of the land who appeared to be active
participants in Judahite political events for Judahs last centuries,
influencing the succession of the Davidic dynasty. As landed aristocracy
and as rural elders representing their towns and social units and
having strong rural connections to decentralized cultural bases, they
could not help but be against the national centralization tendency of
the time.

For Josiah whose father was assassinated in the court intrigue and
who would have lived his young life under the influence of the regent
or regent figure(s), centralization reform could be seen as an inevitable
route to escape from the influence of the regent figure(s) and to
consolidation of his kingship over court of kingdom. Through his
reforms, Josiah seems to have attempted to challenge the power
structure of Judah, changing national fiscal flows and embracing other
elite groups drawn from Jerusalem officialdom, while the people of the
land’ were still caught up in the decentralized rural culture of Judahite
provinces.

The analyses of socio-political circumstances of Josiah's reforms reveal
a quite different picture of the ‘people of the land and their
relationship with the reforms from the traditional one. Von Rad’s thesis
regarding their relations to the Deuteronomistic movement must be
re—considered and re-evaluated in the light of socio-political stance of
the "people of the land” in the kingdom of Judah.

Keywords

Josiah’s reforms
people of the land
queen mother
elders

Deuteronomistic History
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